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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DOCUMENT 

Level 2 
     

PROJECT INFORMATION 

County, Route, Section: CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector PID: 82553 SJN: 487815 

Project Sponsor: Clermont County Transportation Improvement District ODOT District: 8 

Local Name of the Facility: Old SR 74, Rust Lane, Aicholtz Road (also known as County Road 3) 

Program: LPA/Local Let Project Length: 1.3 Miles 

Termini: West Terminus:  Forest Trail          East Terminus:  Eastgate Boulevard 
         

Funding Source(s):  Federal  State  Local  Private 
         

Estimate: Engineering $ $520,000 Right-of-Way $ $3,650,000 Construction $ $5,850,000 

Sale/Award Date: 2012 (Phase 1 construction) STIP/TIP Date: April 14, 2011 

 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
     

Is an Interchange Modification Study / Interchange Justification (IMS/IJS) required?  Yes*  No 
     

If yes, when did FHWA grant a conditional approval for this project? Date: N/A 
*If yes, for CE 2 or CE 3 projects, a copy of the approved document must be submitted to FHWA with a request for final approval of the IMS/IJS. 

Project Location and Description 
 
The Aicholtz Connector involves the re-establishment of a roadway connection between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and 
Eastgate Boulevard in Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio (see Attachment A1, Page 38) as an improvement to the local area 
network and federal-aid transportation network in the area of Clermont County referred to as “Eastgate”.  The project primarily 
follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road with a reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 (see Attachments A8 and 
A13, Pages 112 and 134).  Total project length is about 1.3 miles.   
 
The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector project is to improve connectivity and access in Eastgate and help reduce congestion on SR 
32 (see Purpose and Need discussion on Pages 5 to 8).  When I-275 was originally constructed in the early 1970’s, Aicholtz Road 
was closed at the I-275 right-of-way limits.  Since that time, extensive commercial and residential development in the vicinity of 
the I-275/SR 32 interchange has resulted in congestion on SR 32 and traffic flow/access problems in Eastgate.  Improving and 
reconnecting Aicholtz Road under I-275 between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard will re-establish a vital link 
in the federal-aid transportation network in Eastgate that improves access and mobility for local businesses and residences.    
 
Consistency With Adopted Transportation Plans (Short-Term and Long-Term Investment Strategy) 
 
The Aicholtz Connector is listed in ODOT’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for Federal-Aid Urban and 
Rural Projects (July 2011), OKI’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) adopted April 14, 2011, and Clermont 
County TID’s Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) (July 2011) as a Transportation System Management (TSM) 
project for the I-275/SR 32 interchange area (see Attachments A4 and A5, Pages 41 to 47).  Overall, Clermont County’s RTIP 
projects in the I-275/SR 32 interchange area (shown in Attachment A3, Page 40 and in Attachment A5, Page 46) are being 
developed to improve safety, provide access management and congestion reduction benefits on SR 32, serve as a local network 
alternative during construction of ODOT’s planned I-275/SR 32 interchange improvement project (CLE-275-10.15; see Attachment 
A3, Page 40), and provide important TSM actions in Eastgate in support of the Eastern Corridor Multimodal Project.  The specific 
focus of the Aicholtz Connector is to reconnect Aicholtz Road under I-275 in conjunction with construction of new bridges on I-275 
over Aicholtz Road (bridge construction by ODOT as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project) and to provide associated geometric and 
safety improvements on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road to support the Aicholtz Road reconnection and anticipated 2030 
design year traffic volumes.   
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

As part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the area, the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 is being planned to 
accommodate future Wasson rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern Corridor (see Attachment A2, Page 39).  
Separate environmental and engineering studies are being developed for the Eastern Corridor, and no right-of-way is being 
acquired as part of the Aicholtz Connector project for the rail transit and pedestrian components.  However, alternatives for the 
Aicholtz Connector have been coordinated and developed so as not to preclude planning-level concepts associated with these 
future rail transit and pedestrian facilities.  Construction of the Aicholtz Connector is also being coordinated with other highway 
improvements in the Eastgate area being conducted as part of the Eastern Corridor project relative to capacity improvements on 
SR 32 and the planned elimination of various at grade intersections.  This strategy of “phasing” transportation investments along 
Aicholtz Road is consistent with decisions outlined in the 2006 Eastern Corridor Tier 1 ROD.  Specifically, the Tier 1 ROD 
established a program-level implementation strategy for the Eastern Corridor, where the intent is for various components of the 
transportation program to be constructed incrementally over time until all parts of the multimodal plan are in place. This strategy 
involves a comprehensive short-term and long-term development framework for public and private investment, where major new 
capacity improvements in highway and transit (including Eastern Corridor SR 32 capacity/access improvements and new Wasson 
rail transit) will be coordinated with, and benefited by, a variety of local network improvements in the Eastern Corridor area 
(including the Aicholtz Connector and other Eastgate area network improvements being developed by Clermont County; see 
Attachments A3 and A5, Pages 40 and 46).  Construction phasing for the Aicholtz Connector is further described on Page 3. 
 
Description of the Proposed Action 
 
Preliminary plan, profile and typical section sheets illustrating the proposed Aicholtz Connector project (Preferred Alternative) are 
presented in Attachments B1, B2, B3, and B4 (Pages 137 to 191).  The project study area, Preferred Alternative alignment, and 
preliminary construction limits are also presented on an aerial photo-based exhibit in Attachment A13 (Page 134).   
 
Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road in the project area are currently two-lane facilities with 9-foot wide driving lanes, minimal paved 
shoulders, and open drainage systems.  Existing Old SR 74 to Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road consists of two 12-foot wide driving 
lanes.  Proposed Aicholtz Connector improvements are described below.  It is anticipated that these improvements will be 
constructed in phases in coordination with construction of the ODOT I-275/SR 32 interchange project (CLE-275-10.15) and other 
improvements in the Eastgate area being conducted as part of the Eastern Corridor, with needed improvements to support the 
reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 (see Page 3 for further description of construction phasing).   
 
 Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road will be widened from 9-foot to 12-foot wide driving lanes with 4-foot wide paved shoulders and 

the installation of curb and gutter.  The widening will tie into existing Old SR 74 at Forest Trail on the west side of I-275 and 
extend to Eastgate Boulevard on the east of I-275.  Intersection turn lanes will be constructed on Aicholtz Road as needed. 

 In conjunction with ODOT’s CLE-275-10.15 project, Aicholtz Road will be reconnected under I-275.  Bridge construction on I-
275 over the Aicholtz Road reconnection point will be conducted by ODOT as part of CLE-275-10.15.  These bridges will be 
constructed to accommodate future rail transit and pedestrian facilities being planned as part of the Eastern Corridor. 

 Proposed Aicholtz Connector improvements will primarily follow the existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road alignment to 
maximize use of existing right-of-way; however minor realignment is required at several locations (primarily on the west side 
of I-275) to accommodate needed geometric improvements.   

 Existing driveway access points on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road will be maintained, with minor modifications for 
compatibility with the improved facility.   

 Access to Forest Trail and Omni Drive will be maintained (except for a temporary detour for Forest Trail during construction; 
see Pages 11 and 12); however the existing nearby access to SR 32 from Old SR 74 will be removed as part of the ODOT CLE-
275-10.15 project. 

 An existing culvert conveying a Hall Run tributary under the Aicholtz Connector will be replaced by a 10’ x 6’ x 60’ box culvert.   
 
As described on Pages 12 and 13, the existing right-of-way limits along Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road in the project area 
vary from approximately 50 feet to 120 feet in width (but have not been fully determined in all areas along the project corridor).  
Preliminary right-of-way estimates conducted by ENTRAN (based on current construction limits) indicate that approximately 1.38 
acres of new, permanent right-of-way are expected to be required from 44 residential parcels and approximately 1.20 acres of 
new, permanent right-of-way are expected to be required from 20 commercial parcels.  Temporary right-of-way needs have not 
yet been determined, but it is expected that some of the permanent right-of-way listed above will become temporary right-of-way 
parcels during detailed design.  The project (Preferred Alternative) is currently expected to relocate two (2) residences and no (0) 
commercial buildings.   
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Design Parameters and Schedule 
 
Existing Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road in the Aicholtz Connector study area are classified as Urban Collectors.  The 
posted speed limit along Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road is 25 mph, and the posted speed on Old SR 74 is 35 mph.  The design and 
posted speed for the Aicholtz Connector is 35 mph and the design year (2030) ADT is 14,830 (see Attachment A6, Page 51).  Under 
the current project schedule, the Categorical Exclusion document for the Aicholtz Connector is anticipated to be approved by the 
end of 2011 and detailed design will be completed in 2011 and 2012.  Right-of-way acquisition and construction for the project 
will be phased (see below), with construction of Phase 1 of the Aicholtz Connector anticipated to begin in fiscal year 2012.   
 
Project Funding and Construction Phasing 
 
Funding for the Aicholtz Connector is anticipated to be a combination of local and federal funding.  The current estimated 
construction cost is $5.85 million.  Construction of the Aicholtz Connector is anticipated to be completed in phases in coordination 
with construction of the ODOT I-275/SR 32 interchange project (CLE-275-10.15) and other improvements in the Eastgate area 
being conducted as part of the Eastern Corridor project.  This strategy of phasing transportation investments is consistent with 
decisions outlined in the 2006 Eastern Corridor Tier 1 ROD (see Consistency with Adopted Transportation Plans, Pages 1 and 2).  A 
preliminary phasing/funding scenario is described below: 
 

 Phase 1 – Local Safety Improvements:  This first phase of construction of the Aicholtz Connector will involve initial 
improvements on Aicholtz Road and Rust Lane such that once the I-275 bridges over Aicholtz Road are constructed by ODOT, 
necessary improvements on the Aicholtz Connector will be in place for the reconnection to be made and the facility to be 
opened to traffic, providing a local network alternative for the remainder of ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 interchange construction 
project.  Phase 1, to be completed with 100% local funds, will consist of improvements to meet minimum desired Clermont 
County design standards (11-foot lanes with 1-foot shoulders and open drainage).  Key work will include a Hall Run Tributary 
culvert replacement, an estimated 6-foot widening and re-striping on existing Aicholtz Road and Rust Lane, and associated 
drainage improvements.  Minor right-of-way acquisition may be required for these improvements.   
 

 Phase 1 Construction Cost:    $250,000 
 Phase 1 Anticipated Funding Source:   100%  Local  
 Phase 1 Anticipated Schedule:   2012 
 

 Phase 2 – Improvement of the Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road Intersection and Aicholtz Reconnection under I-275:   The second 
phase of construction will involve a reconfiguration of the Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road intersection (with associated right-of-way 
acquisition), followed by the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 after the I-275 bridges are completed by ODOT for 
CLE-275-10.15.  Construction will involve full build-out of this intersection and reconnection under I-275 as developed for the 
preferred alternative (see preliminary plan, profile and typical section sheets presented in Attachments B1, B2, B3, and B4 on 
Pages 137 to 191).   
 
Phase 2 Construction Cost:   $1.3M 
Phase 2 Anticipated Funding Source:   TCSP and Local Match 
Phase 2 Anticipated Schedule:    2015 (upon ODOT construction of I-275 bridges) 
 

 Phase 3 – Aicholtz Connector Build-Out:  The final phase of construction involves the full build-out of the remaining 
components of the Aicholtz Connector (from the initial Phase 1 improvements) to ODOT/FHWA design standards for a federal 
aid facility.  The timing of Phase 3 will be coordinated with other Eastgate area improvements being conducted for the 
Eastern Corridor such that the full build-out of the Aicholtz Connector is completed prior to capacity improvements on SR 32 
and the planned elimination of various at grade intersections on SR 32 east of I-275 (see Attachment A3).  Key work in Phase 
3 of the Aicholtz Connector will include completion of widening to two 12-foot lanes, 4-foot paved shoulders, curb and gutter, 
turn lane, access point modifications, utility relocations, and other associated improvements as developed for the preferred 
alternative (see preliminary plan, profile and typical section sheets presented in Attachments B1, B2, B3, and B4 on Pages 137 
to 191).  This work may be performed in subphases depending on coordination with development needs in the area and 
funding availability. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 Phase 3 Construction Cost:    $4.3 Million 
 Phase 3 Anticipated Funding Source:   TCSP/STP and Local Match 
 Phase 3 Anticipated Schedule:   2016 
 
Future phasing of transportation investments along the Aicholtz Connector corridor will be coordinated with future Wasson rail 
transit and pedestrian facilities to be constructed as part of the Eastern Corridor project and other Eastgate area network 
improvements being developed by Clermont County, consistent with implementation strategy established in the Eastern Corridor 
Tier 1 ROD.  No right-of-way is being acquired as part of the Aicholtz Connector project for the rail transit and pedestrian 
components.   Construction of these long-term multimodal investments will involve a future minor modification to the ODOT I-275 
bridges (being built for CLE-275-10.15), consisting of the removal of spill-through abutments and installation of a retaining wall to 
accommodate the proposed rail transit and pedestrian corridor.     
 
Project Setting 
 
Land Use 
 
General land use features in and adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector study area are illustrated in Attachment A8 (Page 112), 
Attachment A14 (Pages 135 and 136), and Attachment G8 (Page 297), and in the photograph log presented in Attachment A9 
(Pages 113 to 127).  The current Union Township zoning map is presented in Attachment G2 (Page 284).  The Eastgate area of 
Union Township is extensively developed and comprised of mixed land uses, including commercial, retail, industrial, and single 
and multi-family residential.  Larger commercial facilities surrounding the Aicholtz Connector study area and I-275/SR 32 
interchange include Eastgate Mall, Eastgate Pavilion, Eastgate Station, Jungle Jim’s, and the Ivy Pointe Commerce Park.  Smaller 
businesses occur as strip development along SR 32, Old SR 74, Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road, and Eastgate Boulevard including a 
variety of restaurants, gas stations, automotive repair/ service facilities, retail stores, hotels, and banks.   
 
The Aicholtz Connector study area to the west of I-275 contains a mix of commercial properties and single-family residences. 
Commercial properties primarily occur in the vicinity of the Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road/Old SR 74 intersection, and single-family 
residences occur along existing Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road to its dead end at I-275.  The Hall Run stream corridor provides a 
greenspace buffer between the interchange area and residential subdivisions located further south.  To the east of I-275, the 
study area consists of commercial properties (including the developing Ivy Pointe Commerce Park) with a few single-family 
residences where existing Aicholtz Road terminates at I-275.  No parks or other public facilities are located in study area, although 
the Union Township Civic Center is located on Aicholtz Road about 0.2-mile east of the study area.   
 
Infrastructure 
 
Existing infrastructure in and adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector study area is shown in Attachment A7 (Page 78) and Attachment 
A14 (Pages 135 and 136), and in the photograph log presented in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).  The existing roadway 
network in the Eastgate area consists of a major east-west route (SR 32) and a major north-south interstate route (I-275).   Old SR 
74 serves as an alternative east-west route that serves the Eastgate area mainly to the north of SR 32. The existing intersection of 
Old SR 74 with SR 32 (located within the Aicholtz Connector study area) will be permanently closed as part of the CLE-275-10.15 
project, and relocated about 2,000 feet west through construction of a superstreet intersection at Mount Carmel-Tobasco 
Road/Bells Lane.  Currently, there is no east-west connection in the Eastgate area on the south side of SR 32.  Clough Pike is 
currently the closest east-west facility on the south side of SR 32 and serves the Eastgate area though its connection to Ivy Pointe 
Boulevard, but this facility is located over a mile south of the SR 32 and Aicholtz Road corridors (see Attachment G8, Page 297).   
No rail transit, bike or pedestrian facilities occur in the Aicholtz Connector study area or in the immediate Eastgate area.  A park-
and-ride/bus hub facility is located at the Union Township Civic Center about 0.2-mile east of the Aicholtz Connector east 
terminus.   
 
Utilities in the project area include gas lines owned by Duke Energy, telephone/fiber optic lines, electrical lines, cable TV lines, and 
water and sanitary sewer lines (see Attachment B3, Page 142).   The Hall Run Sanitary Flow Facility is located north of SR 32 just 
east of Old SR 74 - just outside the project study area.  Further discussion of utilities is presented on Page 13 of this Categorical 
Exclusion.  Currently known utilities are shown on the plan and profile sheets in Attachment B4 (Pages 144 to 159).    
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Natural Environment 
 
Environmental resources and features in and adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector study area are discussed/illustrated in Red Flag 
Summary in Attachment A7 (Pages 57 to 59 and 77) and Attachment A14 (Pages 135 and 136), and in the photograph log 
presented in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).  Surface topography in the study area is gently rolling to hilly, with surface 
elevations ranging from approximately 825 feet along the USGS intermittent Hall Run stream channel to approximately 870 feet 
along Aicholtz Road at Eastgate Boulevard.  Several other small tributaries to Hall Run and one small wetland also occur in the 
study area.  There are no FEMA-designated 100-Year floodplains, sole-source aquifers, or source water protection areas located in 
the study area.  The study area does lie within the range of the Federal Endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and running 
buffalo clover (Trifolium stoloniferum), and the Federal Proposed Endangered species, rayed bean mussel (Villosa fabalis) and 
sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus).  Further discussion of the natural environment is presented on Pages 13 to 19 of this 
Categorical Exclusion.  
 
Project History/Previous Studies  
 
Most of the Aicholtz Connector study area was previously assessed for the Eastern Corridor Multimodal Projects Tier 1 study (as 
documented in the 2006 Tier 1 ROD) and for ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-275-10.15) project (as documented in the 2009 
FHWA-approved Level 4 Categorical Exclusion).  Previously-conducted environmental studies that cover all or portions of the 
Aicholtz Connector study area are listed below: 
 
● Phase I History Architecture Investigation for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Gray & Pape, 2004) 
● Phase I Archaeological Investigation for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Gray & Pape, 2004) 
● Ecological Survey Report (Level 1) for I-275/SR32 Interchange (ENTRAN, 2004) 
● Environmental Site Assessment Screening for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (H.C. Nutting, June 2004) 
● Phase I Environmental Site Assessment  for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (H.C. Nutting, October 2004) 
● Environmental Site Assessment Screening Addendum for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Old SR 74 Extension) (ENTRAN, 2007) 
● Addendum to Phase I History/Arch. and Archaeology Investigations for the I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Gray & Pape, 2007) 
● Phase I Environmental Site Assessment for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Old SR 74 Extension) (ENTRAN, 2008) 
● Phase II Environmental Site Assessment for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Burgess and Niple, November 2008) 
● Phase II Environmental Site Assessment, Former Line X Property, 4419 Aicholtz Road (ENTRAN, 2009) 
 
Based on agreement between ODOT and the Clermont County TID at the Aicholtz Connector scoping meeting held August 11, 
2009, ODOT and agency clearances previously obtained for resources within the Aicholtz Connector study area have been utilized 
for this Categorical Exclusion document and related submittals.  All environmental resources and features the Aicholtz Connector 
study area that were documented in the previous studies have been checked for changes in condition and additional studies have 
been conducted as necessary and are documented in this Categorical Exclusion.  All environmental resources and features located 
outside the previously-cleared corridors have been assessed as part of the Aicholtz Connector project and are documented in this 
Categorical Exclusion.   

 

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

The purpose of the Clermont County TID’s RTIP projects in the I-275/SR 32 interchange area - including the proposed action - is to 
improve safety, traffic flow and access to and from Eastgate area commercial and residential districts, provide a local road 
network alternative during construction of ODOT’s CLE-275-10.15 project, and provide TSM improvements to the transportation 
network in the Eastgate area in support of the Eastern Corridor Multimodal project (see Attachments A3 and A5, Pages 40 and 
46).  The specific focus of the proposed action is to reconnect Aicholtz Road under I-275 in conjunction with construction of new 
bridges on I-275 over Aicholtz Road (bridge construction to be conducted by ODOT as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project) to re-
establish a vital east-west link in the area transportation network, and to provide the necessary geometric and safety 
improvements on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road to support the Aicholtz Road reconnection and anticipated design year 
traffic volumes.  The proposed action will also support current and planned economic development in the Eastgate area, and will 
accommodate rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern Corridor (which will be developed in detail at a future time). 

 

The Aicholtz Connector is listed in ODOT’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for Federal-Aid Urban and 
Rural Projects (July 2011), OKI’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) adopted April 14, 2011 and in the 
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

Clermont County TID Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) (July 2011) as a Transportation System Management 
(TSM) project for the I-275/SR 32 interchange area (see Attachments A4 and A5, Pages 41 to 47).  The Aicholtz Connector and 
other RTIP projects in the Eastgate area are shown in Attachment A3 (Page 40) and Attachment A5 (Page 46).   
 
The need for the proposed action centers on local connectivity/system linkage deficiencies in the I-275/SR 32 interchange and 
Eastgate area; specifically, the lack of a local east-west transportation corridor south of SR 32 that links commercial and residential 
areas on the east side of I-275 to commercial and residential areas on the west side of I-275.  This lack of connectivity is increasing 
congestion and hampering access and travel efficiency throughout the Eastgate area – particularly on SR 32.  Reconnecting 
Aicholtz Road between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard will re-establish this vital east-west link in the 
Eastgate area transportation network. The proposed action will also support current and planned economic development in the 
Eastgate area, and will accommodate rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern Corridor (which will be developed in 
detail at a future time).  Further discussion of the specific needs for the proposed action is presented below. 
 
Local Network Connectivity/System Linkage  
 
One of the specific needs for the proposed action involves the lack of local road network connectivity in the Eastgate area.  Before 
I-275 was constructed in the early 1970’s, Aicholtz Road extended east-west along the south side of SR 32 through the Mount 
Carmel area and into rural Clermont County, connecting local north-south roads such as Mount-Carmel Tobasco Road and Glen 
Este-Withamsville Road (see historic aerial photographs in Attachment G10, Pages 301 to 309).  North of SR 32, Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and Glen Este-Withamsville Road were (and still are) linked from east to west by Old SR 74.  The original network, 
therefore, provided a circular transportation route around the SR 32 corridor for local access to the suburban residential areas 
that were developing at the time.  However, when I-275 was constructed, Aicholtz Road was closed at the I-275 right-of-way 
limits, thus breaking the circular transportation network around the SR 32 corridor.  Soon after came construction of the Eastgate 
Mall, Eastgate Boulevard and extensive commercial and residential development throughout what is now known as “Eastgate”.   
With the closure of Aicholtz Road at I-275, this rapidly developing area was left with no local east-west roadway link through the 
Eastgate area south of SR 32.  Clough Pike is currently the closest east-west facility on the south side of SR 32 and serves the 
Eastgate area through its connection to Ivy Pointe Boulevard, but this facility is located over a mile south of SR 32/Aicholtz Road.     
 
High traffic volumes in the Eastgate area are the result of commuter and freight movement on SR 32 through the area, as well as 
business/shopping and residential traffic on SR 32 and the adjacent local road network.  The lack of a circular transportation 
network around the SR 32 corridor in the Eastgate area results in drivers taking indirect routes within the local network or forcing 
them onto SR 32, adding to congestion on SR 32 during peak travel times.  Additionally, seven existing at-grade intersections on SR 
32 between I-275 and  Bach Buxton Road are planned for elimination of as part the Eastern Corridor project’s access management 
and capacity improvements on SR 32 (see Attachment A3, Page 40).  Without a circular transportation network in place to move 
local traffic around this improved SR 32 corridor, travel inefficiency in the Eastgate area is expected to continue.   
 
Predicted traffic volume data for the 2030 Build and No Build scenarios (used as the base for development of the Aicholtz 
Connector Certified Traffic - see Attachment A6, Pages 51a and 51b) indicate that a reconnection of Aicholtz Road will result a 2 to 
18 percent reduction in average daily traffic volumes on SR 32 through the I-275/Eastgate area.  Additionally, this data indicates 
traffic reductions on other key routes in the local network, including Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road, Old SR 74 and Clough Pike:  
 

Traffic Volume Changes in the Eastgate Area Following Construction of the Aicholtz Connector 

Segment 2030 No Build ADT 2030 Build ADT % Difference 

SR 32, Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road to I-275 
Interchange 

58,466 52,397 - 10% 

SR 32 through I-275 interchange 50,766 41,881 -18% 

SR 32, I-275 to Eastgate Boulevard 89,434 81,109 -9% 

SR 32, Eastgate Boulevard to Glen Este-Withamsville 
Road 

84,953 83,037 -2% 

Eastgate Boulevard, Aicholtz Road to Eastgate South 19,863 16,901 -15% 

Clough Pike over I-275 20,533 18,134 -12% 

Old SR 74 over I-275 19,609 18,353 -6% 

Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road, Old SR 74 to Clough Pike 14,296 to 18,568 11,728 to 16,525 -11% to -18% 
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

Land Use / Economic Development 
 
Another specific need for the proposed action involves support of economic development in the Eastgate area by providing an 
efficient local transportation network that serves existing and planned development in the Aicholtz corridor.  The Eastgate area is 
a gateway to Union Township and a hub of economic activity for Clermont County.  A commercial and market analyses conducted 
in 2007 for the Eastgate area (see Attachment G11, Pages 310 to 321) indicate:  1) $500 million of unmet retail demand, with an 
opportunity to absorb an additional 100,000 to 300,000 square feet of retail space, 2) demand for upscale retail development, 3) 
need for diverse residential development to meet an estimated 10 percent population growth over the next 10 years, and 4) 
employment growth of close to 5,000 workers over the next 10 years.  Existing and planned development opportunities in the 
Aicholtz corridor area identified in the 2007 Eastgate commercial and market analyses include the following: 
 

 Ivy Point Commerce Park – located in the southeast quadrant of the I-275/SR 32 interchange and with access from Aicholtz 
Road, this existing development includes 100,000 square feet of office building supporting 1,000 employees, with 1 million 
square feet of office space and 5,000 employees expected to come online over the next 10 years.  

 
 Ivy Point Village – a destination retail/office/residential corridor conceived along the Aicholtz Road corridor, including the 

Union Township Civic Center and existing park-and-ride (future multi-modal transit station) at this facility.  
  

 Mt Carmel Business Corridor – a revitalization plan (neighborhood center) is anticipated for this corridor along Old SR 74 
(west of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road) with a direct connection to the Aicholtz Connector.  

 
 Development and Re-Development Opportunities – includes future development opportunities associated with the Eastgate 

Mall and surrounding commercial area along SR 32 that would directly benefit from the re-establishment of a circular 
transportation route around I-275/SR 32. 

 
Modal Relationships 
 
The proposed action is also needed to support plans for future construction of rail transit and pedestrian access facilities in the 
Eastgate area.  As described on Page 2, Wasson rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern Corridor will be constructed 
in the future as part of the phased strategy for implementation of the Eastern Corridor multimodal plan.  Included as part of the 
planned Wasson rail transit corridor is a terminal transit station located at the existing park-and-ride/bus hub facility at the Union 
Township Civic Center or other appropriate location along the Aicholtz Connector corridor to serve existing and planned 
development in the vicinity.  As part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the area, the reconnection of Aicholtz Road is being 
planned to accommodate the Wasson rail transit and pedestrian access facilities.  Separate environmental and engineering studies 
are being conducted for the Eastern Corridor; however, the proposed action has been developed and coordinated so as not to 
preclude planning-level decisions associated with these future modes (see Pages 9 and 10, and Attachment A10, Pages 128 to 131) 
– consistent with the phased implementation identified in the Eastern Corridor Tier 1 ROD.  No right-of-way is being acquired as 
part of the Aicholtz Connector project for the rail transit and pedestrian components. 
 
Safety 
 
In conjunction with the CLE-275-10.15 project, the proposed action is needed to improve motorist safety in the Eastgate area.  As 
described in the Level 4 Categorical Exclusion for ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 interchange project (see Attachment A6, Page 51c), crash 
rates on SR 32 in the Eastgate area exceed the statewide average, and a high number of crashes are also occurring at local road 
intersections with SR 32.  Since the proposed action is expected to reduce traffic volumes on SR 32 and much of the local road 
network in the Eastgate area (see traffic volume table on Page 6), improvements to motorist safety are anticipated as a result of 
the reduced congestion on SR 32 and the Eastgate area local road network provided by the proposed action.      
 
Purpose and Need Summary  
 
The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a vital reconnection in the Eastgate area federal-aid transportation network in 
order to improve safety, traffic flow and access to commercial and residential districts, provide a local road network alternative 
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

during construction of ODOT’s CLE-275-10.15 project, and provide TSM improvements to the transportation network in the 
Eastgate area in support of the Eastern Corridor Multimodal project (HAM/CLE-32F-2.50). The need for the proposed action 
centers on transportation connectivity/system linkage deficiencies in the I-275/SR 32 interchange and Eastgate area;  specifically, 
the lack of a local east-west transportation link south of SR 32 that connects commercial and residential areas on the east side of I-
275 to commercial and residential areas on the west side of I-275. The proposed action will also support current and planned 
economic development in the Eastgate area, and will accommodate rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern 
Corridor (which will be developed in detail at a future time).  Related to the purpose and need, three goals were identified by the 
study team and have been confirmed through the public involvement process (see Pages 31 to 34 of this Categorical Exclusion).   
 
1. Improve access, travel efficiency, and safety in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32. 
 
2. Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development and redevelopment 

opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector corridor. 
 
3. Plan for future rail transit and pedestrian access (being developed separately as part of the Eastern Corridor). 
 
The purpose and need for the proposed action is consistent with planned multimodal improvements associated with the Eastern 
Corridor (HAM/CLE-32F-2.50; PID 22970), ODOT’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), OKI’s 2012-2015 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and the Clermont County TID’s Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
(July 2011), and the addresses all three of the specific project goals as discussed above.   
 
Two other goals (preserving/protecting greenspace and maximizing use of existing right-of-way) were developed during the study 
as part of the public involvement process and are further discussed in the Alternatives section (Pages 9 and 10) and the Public 
Involvement section (Pages 31 to 34) of this Categorical Exclusion. 
 
Logical Termini 
 
The west terminus of the proposed action is located on Old SR 74 between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and the Old SR 74/Forest 
Trail intersection on the west side  of I-275 (see Attachment A13, Page 134).  As described on Page 1, this involves a reconnection 
of Aicholtz Road and the needed geometric, lane width, and intersection improvements necessary on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and 
Aicholtz Road to support the Aicholtz Road reconnection.  At the west terminus, the Aicholtz Connector is expected to carry 
approximately 14,830 vehicles per day by 2030 (under Build conditions). This is an appropriate and logical terminus for the 
proposed action since:  1) geometric/lane width improvements to Old SR 74 have previously been made between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and Forest Trail, 2) the Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection will be closed as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project, and 3) the 
Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road/Old SR 74 intersection will be improved as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project.   
 
The east terminus of the proposed action is located at the Aicholtz Road/Eastgate Boulevard/Ferguson Drive intersection on the 
east side of I-275 (see Attachment A13, Page 134).  At this location, Eastgate Boulevard has been previously improved and is now 
a major five-lane north-south local road that will carry approximately 22,520 vehicles per day in 2030.  Eastgate Boulevard 
provides access to the Eastgate Mall and SR 32 to the north.  Ferguson Drive is a recently-constructed two-lane facility with 
modern round-about intersections and will carry approximately 13,700 vehicles per day.  Ferguson Drive provides access to the Ivy 
Pointe Commerce Park and Clough Pike to the south.  Existing Aicholtz Road to the east of Eastgate Boulevard (the east terminus 
of the proposed Aicholtz Connector) is a two-lane facility that will carry approximately 9,910 vehicles per day in 2030; this portion 
of Aicholtz Road (east of Eastgate Boulevard) has recently been widened at Eastgate Boulevard/Ferguson Drive to accommodate 
additional turn lanes.  By 2030 (under Build conditions), the proposed Aicholtz Connector will carry approximately 7,710 vehicles 
per day east of I-275 (5,530 eastbound toward Eastgate Boulevard/Ferguson Drive and 2,180 westbound toward I-275). Of the 
5,530 eastbound vehicles, approximately 76 percent will turn north or south onto Eastgate Boulevard/Ferguson Drive, while only 
24 percent (about 1,300 vehicles) will continue east on two-lane Aicholtz Road.  Based on these traffic volumes, and the previous 
improvements that have taken place at the Eastgate Boulevard/Ferguson Drive intersection, this location is an appropriate and 
logical terminus for the proposed action.       
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ALTERNATIVES 
The Do Nothing Alternative is not feasible, prudent or practicable (Mark all that apply): 
   

It would not correct existing capacity deficiencies;   

It would not correct existing safety hazards;   

It would not correct the existing roadway geometric deficiencies;   

It would not correct the existing deteriorated conditions and maintenance problems, or   

It would result in serious impacts to the motoring public and general welfare of the economy.   
   

 

No Build (Do Nothing) Alternative 
 
Currently, Aicholtz Road is closed (dead end street) at the I-275 right-of-way limits and therefore there is no east-west local road 
connection south of SR 32 in the Eastgate area.  This condition is contributing to congestion and is hindering traffic flow and 
access in the Eastgate area (see Purpose and Need discussion on Pages 5 to 8 of this Categorical Exclusion).  The No Build 
Alternative consists of continued routine maintenance and upkeep of existing Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road without any 
of the proposed improvements discussed in the Project Description/Proposed Action on Pages 1 to 5.  Consequently, the No Build 
Alternative does not reconnect Aicholtz Road under I-275, does not support or address any of the Purpose and Need elements or 
the corresponding project goals developed by the project team, and does not support the regional transportation improvements 
being advanced as part of the Eastern Corridor Multimodal project (HAM/CLE-32F-2.50).  Therefore, the No Build alternative is not 
a feasible project alternative. 
 
Study Area and Red Flag Analysis 
 
As described on Page 8, three Aicholtz Connector goals were initially developed by the study team at the start of the project 
study.   These goals directly address the key elements of the Aicholtz Connector Purpose and Need.  Following evaluation of the 
Purpose and Need and identification of project goals, a preliminary Aicholtz Connector study area was established extending west 
to east from Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road to Eastgate Boulevard and north to south from SR 32 to south of Aicholtz Road/Hall Run 
(centered roughly on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road; see Attachment A8, Pages 112).  A Red Flag Analysis was conducted 
by ENTRAN in this study area in September/October 2009 (see Attachment A7, Pages 52 to 111) and the findings of the Red Flag 
Analysis along with the preliminary study area boundaries were presented at an open house public meeting on October 14, 2009.  
Further discussion of this public meeting is presented on Pages 31 and 32 and in Attachment H3 (Pages 350 to 439).   
 

Preliminary Alternatives  
 
Following the October 14, 2009 public meeting, a fourth project goal was established in response to public comments: “protect 
the natural environment by preserving/enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater” (see Page 32).  Considering the four 
project goals, the results of the Red Flag analysis, and the October 14, 2009 public meeting comments, three conceptual Aicholtz 
Connector roadway alternatives were developed and identified as Alternatives 1, 2 and 3.    On the west side of I-275, Alternative 
1 was located along the existing SR 32 and the SR 32/I-275 interchange right-of-way, while Alternative 2 generally followed the 
existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road alignment.  Alternative 3 was located south of Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road and 
Hall Run.  East of I-275, all three alternatives generally followed the existing Aicholtz Road alignment (see Attachment A10, Pages 
128 to 130).  These three alternatives were presented to the public at an open house public meeting held on December 9, 2009.  
Further discussion of this public meeting is presented on Page 32 and in Attachment H4 (Pages 440 to 501).   
  

At the December 9, 2009 public meeting, each of the three Aicholtz Connector roadway alternatives was presented in 
combination with planning-level multimodal (pedestrian and rail transit) alternative concepts in accordance with the long-term 
multimodal planning strategy for the area (see Page 2, Page 32, and Attachment H4, Pages 453 to 455). These multimodal 
alternative concepts (identified as option “a” and “b” for Aicholtz Connector roadway Alternatives 1, 2 and 3) were for planning 
purposes only, to ensure that the development of the Aicholtz Connector project and the reconnection of Aicholtz Road does not 
preclude the future development and construction of pedestrian and/or rail transit in the Aicholtz Connector corridor.  A fourth 
roadway concept was also presented that involved an overpass of I-275 south of Aicholtz Road along with discussion of why such 
an alternative was not considered feasible (larger impact footprint, higher construction costs; see Attachment A10, Page 131 and 
Attachment H4, Page 456).    
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
Refined Alternatives   
 
Following the December 9, 2009 public meeting, a fifth project goal was established in response to public comments:  “maximize 
use of existing right-of-way” (see Page 32).  Considering the five project goals and public meeting comments, Aicholtz Connector 
roadway Alternative 2 was modified to more closely follow existing Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road and utilize more 
existing right-of-way (to reduce costs and impacts in consideration of the fifth project goal). Additionally, a preliminary project 
review by the Ohio Department of Transportation resulted in the addition of a fourth Aicholtz Connector roadway alternative.  
This alternative (identified as Alternative 4) was similar to the overpass concept presented at the December 9, 2009 public 
meeting, but involved an I-275 underpass instead of an overpass (i.e. construct I-275 bridges over Aicholtz Connector Alternative 
4 at a location approximately 300 feet south of existing Aicholtz Road and Alternatives 1, 2 and 3).  The purpose for developing 
and evaluating this alternative was to confirm the most appropriate location for the I-275 bridges over the Aicholtz Connector, 
since Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 each crossed under I-275 at one location – existing Aicholtz Road (see Attachment A11, Page 132).   A 
preliminary impact matrix was then developed that evaluated Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 for environmental impacts, 
construction/right-of-way costs, and fit with project goals.  This impact matrix is presented in Attachment A12 (Page 133).   
 
Preferred Alternative 
 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 and the preliminary impact matrix were reviewed at a project team meeting held on January 14, 2011, 
and the project team identified Alternative 2 as the Preliminary Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz Connector project, since it: 
 
●   has the fewest residential relocations  
● has the lowest stream impact and no impact to the Hall Run mainstem 
● utilizes the most existing right-of-way  
●  has the lowest construction cost (tied with Alternative 1) 
●  has the lowest new right-of-way cost  
●   addresses purpose and need elements and fits with all five project goals 
 
An open house public meeting was held in February 2011 to present to the public Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4, the impact matrix, 
and the Preliminary Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2).  Further discussion of this public meeting is presented on Page 33 and in 
Attachment H6 (Pages 515 to 573).  A project team meeting was held on March 31, 2011 to review public meeting comments.  At 
the conclusion of this meeting the project team confirmed Alternative 2 as the Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz Connector 
project.  The Preferred Alternative is presented in Attachment A13 (Page 134). 

 

ROADWAY CHARACTER 
Functional Classification: Urban Collector 

Traffic Data 

 Existing Design/Proposed 

Year 
2000-2002 (Clermont County Engineer counts) 

2008 (HNTB counts) 
2010 Build/2030 Build (Certified) 

(based on 2008 HNTB counts) 

ADT (vpd) 
73 (west of I-275);  122 (east of I-275) 

10,667 (at Mt. Carmel Tobasco); 3,021 (at Eastgate Blvd) 
2010: 12,160 (at Mt. Carmel-Tobasco); 4,570 (at Eastgate Blvd) 
2030: 14,830 (at Mt. Carmel-Tobasco); 7,710 (at Eastgate Blvd) 

Number of Lanes 2 2 

Type of Lanes Through Through (with intersection turn lanes as needed) 

Pavement Width (ft) 20 24 

Shoulder Width (ft) <1 (paved) 4 (paved) 

Median Width (ft) None None 

Sidewalk Width (ft) None None 
   

Trucks: 3 % Designed Speed: 35 mph Legal Speed: 35 mph DHV: 771 
       

Setting:  Urban  Suburban  Rural 
       

Topography:  Level  Rolling  Hilly 
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ROADWAY CHARACTER 
       
       

Facility on New Location or Realignment    Yes  No 
       

Remarks: The Aicholtz Connector project involves reconnecting Aicholtz Road under I-275 and performing widening and 
geometric improvements (minor realignments) that are necessary to support the reconnection.   

       

Substantial Change in Access Control    Yes  No 
       

Remarks: Existing Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road are controlled access facilities with numerous residential and commercial 
access points (driveways).  These access points will be maintained, and no change in access control is planned. 

       

Involvement with Existing Bridge(s)    Yes  No 
       

Structure File Number(s): NA  Sufficiency Rating: NA 

 Existing Proposed 

Bridge Type NA NA 

Number of Spans NA NA 

Weight Restrictions (ton) NA NA 

Vertical Clearance (feet) NA NA 

Curb to Curb Width (feet) NA NA 

Shoulder Width (feet) NA NA 

Under Clearance (feet) NA NA 
   

Remarks: The Aicholtz Connector project (Preferred Alternative) will not involve any existing bridges.  The project will require 
the replacement of an existing culvert on Aicholtz Road just west of I-275 that spans a tributary to Hall Run (see 
Photograph 28 in Attachment A9, Page 126).  This culvert will be replaced by a 10’ x 6’ x 60’ box culvert (see 
Attachment B4, Page 150).  The proposed I-275 bridges over the Aicholtz Connector reconnection point will be 
constructed as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project.   

 

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC 
 Yes  No  

Is a temporary bridge proposed?     

Is a temporary roadway proposed?     

Will the project involve the use of a detour or require a ramp closure?  (If YES, then:)     

 Provisions will be made for access by local traffic and so posted.     

 Provisions will be made for through-traffic dependent businesses. NA  NA  

 Provisions will be made to accommodate any local special events or festivals.     

Will the proposed MOT substantially change the environmental consequences of the action?     

Is there substantial controversy associated with the proposed method of MOT?     

Is there permanent alteration of the local traffic pattern?     
     

  

Remarks: Some temporary disruption to traffic flow is expected during construction activities on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, Aicholtz 
Road, Forest Trail, and Omni Drive.  Conceptual Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) notes included in the project design 
plans (see Attachment B3, Page 142) state that maintenance of traffic operations involving changes in traffic flow 
patterns or the use of flaggers shall not be performed during peak hours (between 6:30 am and 9:00 am and 3:00 
pm and 6:30 pm) and a minimum of one lane of traffic in each direction shall be maintained in each direction during 
peak hours.   
 
The proposed MOT sequence of construction for full build-out of the Preferred Alternative (see Attachment B3, Page 
142) is summarized as follows:  MOT Pre-Phase 1:  Construct temporary pavement between Sta. 81+00 and Sta. 
87+00 (right) Sta. 93+00 and Sta. 102+00 (left) Sta. 104+00 and 116+50 (right), Sta. 124+00 and Sta. 133+75 (right), 
and Sta. 133+75 to Sta. 143+46 (right) while maintaining traffic using right side existing and temporary pavement.  
Construct left and right sides between Sta. 116+00 and Sta. 123+00.  MOT Phase 1:  Construct the left side of the 
project (minus surface course) between Sta. 85+00 and 117+00 (left), Sta. 123+50 and 133+75 (left) and Sta. 133+75 
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MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC 
and 143+46 (right) while maintaining traffic using right side existing and temporary pavement.  Construct left and 
right sides between Sta. 116+00 and 123+00.   Old Aicholtz Road (west of I-275) and Omni Drive (east of I-275) will 
be constructed using part width construction using standard construction drawing MT 97.10 flagger operation.  MOT 
Phase 2:  Construct right side of the project (minus surface course) between Sta. 85+00 and 117+00 (right), Sta. 
123+50 and 133+75 (right) and Sta. 133+75 and 143+46 (left) while maintaining traffic using left or right sides of new 
pavement.  Forest Trail (at the west project terminus) will be closed to traffic and a detour will be set up using Sonny 
Lane and Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road.  MOT Phase 3:  Construct surface course between Sta. 85+00 and 143+46 
using standard construction drawing MT 97.11 flagger operation. 
   
As noted above, Forest Trail will be temporarily closed to traffic during construction.  Traffic will be temporarily 
detoured on Sonny Lane and Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road (see Attachment G8, Page 297).  This 1.4-mile detour is 
expected to be short in duration (approximately 30 days or less).  To ensure that the public is notified of this detour 
and all construction activities, the following plan note will be added to the final design plans:  “The Contractor will 
advise the Project Engineer a minimum of fourteen (14) days prior to the following:  the start of construction 
activities, lane closures, and/or road closures.  The Project Engineer will forward this information to the Clermont 
County Transportation Improvement District.  The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District will, in turn, 
notify the public, the local emergency services, affected schools and businesses, and any other impacted local public 
agency of any of the above mentioned items, via media sources” (see Environmental Commitments on Page 36). 
 
Following construction of the project and the re-connection of Aicholtz Road under I-275, local traffic patterns are 
expected to be permanently altered, as local traffic currently using SR 32 and other local roads in the Eastgate area is 
expected to utilize the new Aicholtz Connector south of SR 32 (see Purpose and Need on Page 6).  The effects of this 
alternation in traffic patterns is further discussed in the Secondary and Cumulative impacts section of this 
Categorical Exclusion (see Pages 26 to 29).   

 

RIGHT-OF-WAY AND UTILITY INVOLVEMENT 

Right-of-Way 
   

Number of parcels to be affected for temporary ROW: TBD  

Number of parcels to be affected for permanent ROW: 64  

   

Approximate area of temporary right-of-way needed: TBD acre 

Approximate area of permanent right-of-way needed: 2.58 acre 
   

Remarks: The widening of Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road and the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 will 
primarily follow the existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road alignment to maximize use of existing right-of-way; 
however minor realignments are required at several locations to accommodate needed geometric improvements.  
Existing access points (driveways and local roads) along Old SR 74, Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road will be maintained, 
though some modifications will be made to make the access points compatible with the new facility (see Attachment 
A13, Page 134 and Attachment B4, Pages 144 to 163).    
 
The existing right-of-way along Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road in the project area varies from approximately 
50 feet to 120 feet in width (existing right-of-way limits have not been fully determined in all areas along the project 
corridor).  The preliminary construction limits for the project range from approximately 40 feet to 100 feet in width 
(with about a 60-foot average width) (see Attachment A13, Page 134 and Attachment B4, Pages 144 to 159).  
Preliminary right-of-way estimates conducted by ENTRAN (based on current construction limits) indicate that 
approximately 1.38 acres of new, permanent right-of-way are expected to be required from 44 residential parcels 
and approximately 1.20 acres of new, permanent right-of-way are expected to be required from 20 commercial 
parcels.  Temporary right-of-way needs have not yet been determined, but it is expected that some of the 
permanent right-of-way listed above will become temporary right-of-way during detailed design.  At this time, two 
(2) residential relocations are expected as a result of the project.  No commercial relocations are expected. 
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RIGHT-OF-WAY AND UTILITY INVOLVEMENT 

The acquisition of right-of-way and the relocation of residences will be conducted by the Clermont County TID in 
accordance with ODOT-Office of Real Estate procedures (http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/), Titles II and III of the 
Federal Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, the Surface Transportation and 
Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987, and 49 CFR Part 24 (see Environmental Commitments on Page 36). 

Utilities     

 Yes  No  

Has Utility Coordination been completed?     

Are large scale transmission facilities located within the project area?     

Are there any private utility easements within the project area?     

 If YES, will it be impacted by the project?     
     

Remarks: Utilities in the project area include electric, gas, water, sewer, telephone, and cable TV lines (see Attachment B4, 
Pages 144 to 159). No major transmission lines occur within the project construction limits.  A list of all utility owners 
located within the project work limits is included in Attachment B3 (Page 142).  It is expected that private utilities 
will need to be relocated, but no utility relocation areas have yet been identified. 
 
Since utility relocations are anticipated, and the following note will be added to the final design plans:  “All utility 
relocations shall be coordinated between the Contractor and the utility owners in such a way as to avoid and/or 
minimize any inconvenience to potentially affected customers.  All utility relocations not included in this contract shall 
be ongoing throughout the construction period.  Upon the contract award, the coordination of all necessary 
relocations with the utilities shall become the responsibility of the Contractor” (see also Environmental Commitments 
on Page 36). 

 

ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
     

Streams, Rivers, & Watercourses Present  Yes  No**** 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No*  Yes***  No**  

Streams, Rivers & Watercourses         
 National Scenic River         
 State Wild, Scenic or Recreational River         
  Commercial         
  Non-Commercial         
         

Ohio EPA Aquatic Life Use Designation (e.g. WWH) WWH (Hall Run)  
   

Remarks: Surface stream studies were conducted by ENTRAN in a portion of the Aicholtz Connector study area in May through 
July 2004 for the CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was then completed by ENTRAN, 
approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 2004.  The Level 1 ESR was cleared by the 
resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, Pages 192 to 204).   
 
In September and October 2009, field and literature reviews for surface streams were updated by ENTRAN for the 
entire Aicholtz Connector study area.  The literature review consisted of a review of aerial photo mapping (see 
Attachment A8, Page 112) as well as USGS mapping, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) soil mapping, 
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping (see Attachment C2, Pages 205 to 208), and Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) flood plain mapping (see Attachment D2, Page 220).  The photograph log from the field 
review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127). 
   

In total, nine (9) surface streams with approximately 4,490 linear feet of stream channel were identified within the 
Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachment A14, Pages 135 and 136).  These nine surface streams are all located 
in the East Fork Little Miami River below Stonelick Creek to Little Miami River [Except Shayler Run] drainage (HUC 
05090202130060; see Attachment C2, Page 209), and include Hall Run, seven unnamed tributaries to Hall Run, and 

http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/
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ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
one unnamed Tributary to Salt Run.   Hall Run (S2) is an Ohio EPA-designated Warmwater Habitat (WWH).  None of 
the other streams have Ohio EPA use designations, but the following provisional use designations were assigned 
based on QHEI/HHEI field data collected in the project study area: WWH (a portion of Unnamed Hall Run Tributary 
S29), Class I Primary Headwater Habitat (PHWH) (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary S9), Class II PHWH (Unnamed Hall Run 
Tributary S11),  Modified Class I PHWH (Unnamed Hall Run Tributaries S3, S4 and S5) and Modified Class II PHWH (a 
portion of Unnamed Hall Run Tributary S6, Unnamed Salt Run Tributary S7, Unnamed Hall Run Tributary S1).   
 
In general, Class I-PHWH streams are of lower quality compared to Class II-PHWH and WWH streams.  Class I-PHWH 
features are often dry, with little or no aquatic life present.  Class I-PHWH streams generally require protection of 
watershed hydrologic functions that include mitigation of water energy, sediment retention in floodplain areas, and 
protection of downstream uses.  Class II-PHWH streams generally present moderately diverse assemblages of 
vertebrate and benthic macroinvertebrates that are well adapted to a spectrum of warmwater flow hydrology, 
similar to that for WWH.  Streams determined to be recovering from channel modifications were considered to be 
slightly lower quality and were classified as either Modified Class I-PHWH streams, or Modified Class II-PHWH 
streams. 
 
One of the nine surface streams in the study area (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary - two crossing locations total) is 
expected to be impacted by the Preferred Alternative, as illustrated on Attachment A14 (Pages 135 and 136).  The 
characteristics of this stream at the two crossing locations are further described in the table below, as is the 
Preferred Alternative impact activity and impact length at each crossing location: 
 

Surface Streams Impacted by the Preferred Alternative 

Stream Name 
Photo Log # 

Drainage 
Area 

Hydrology/Flow 
Characteristics 

HHEI/QHEI* 
Score 

Provisional 
Designation 

Impact  
Activity 

Impact 
Length 

Unnamed Hall Run Tributary (S6) 
Photo Log #24 

0.16 mi2 
Intermittent 

RPW* (Seasonal) 
44 

HHEI 
Modified Class 

II PHWH 
Extend culvert 94 feet 

Unnamed Hall Run Tributary (S29) 
Photo Log #28 

0.33 mi2 
Intermittent 

RPW (Seasonal) 
52 

QHEI 
WWH Replace culvert 106 feet 

TOTAL 200 feet 

RPW = Relatively Permanent Water;  HHEI = Headwater Habitat Evaluation Index;  QHEI = Quantitative Habitat Evaluation Index  
 

A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN and was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT 
in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on May 31, 2011.  Agency comments and 
clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).  
 

     

Other Surface Waters Present  Yes  No**** 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No*  Yes***  No**  

Other Surface Waters         
 Reservoirs         
 Lakes         
 Farm Ponds         
 Detention Basins         
 Storm Water Management Facilities         
 Jurisdictional Ditches         
         

Remarks: Studies for other surface waters were conducted by ENTRAN in a small portion of the Aicholtz Connector study area 
in May through July 2004 for the CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was then 
completed by ENTRAN, approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 2004.  The Level 
1 ESR was cleared by the resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, Pages 192 to 204).  
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ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

In September and October 2009, field and literature reviews for other surface waters were updated by ENTRAN for 
the entire Aicholtz Connector study area.  The literature review consisted of a review of aerial photo mapping (see 
Attachment A8, Page 112) as well as USGS mapping, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) soil mapping, 
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping (see Attachment C2, Pages 205 to 208), and Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) flood plain mapping (see Attachment D2, Page 220).  The photograph log from the field 
review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).   
 
There are no reservoirs, lakes, public stormwater management facilities, or jurisdictional ditches located in the 
Aicholtz connector study area. There is one pond located in the Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachment A14, 
Page 135).  The pond is 0.023 acre in size, is isolated and used for recreational purposes, and is not located in a hydric 
soil.  There are also five small (private) basins in the study area (see Attachment A14, Pages 135 and 136) used for 
stormwater detention on individual commercial properties in accordance with Clermont County stormwater 
regulations.  None of these ponds/basins will be impacted by the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative, and no 
impacts to other surface waters are expected by this project.     
 
A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN and was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT 
in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on May 31, 2011.   Agency comments and 
clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).  
  

     

Wetlands Present  Yes  No**** 
     

   Impacts  

     Yes***  No**  

Wetlands         
         

Total wetland area impacted: 0.0 acre(s) 
(If a determination has not been made for non-isolated wetlands, fill in the total wetland area impacted above.) 

Non-isolated Wetland Isolated Wetland 

OEPA Wetland Category: 1  OEPA Wetland Category: NA  

Size of Area Impacted: 0.0 acre(s) Size of Area Impacted: NA acre(s) 
      

   Documentation 

Wetlands Yes  No  

Wetland Determination     

Wetland Delineation Report     

Individual Wetland Finding     

USACE Isolated Waters Determination     

Mitigation Plan     

 Improvements that will not result in any wetland impacts are not practicable because such     

 avoidance would result in (Mark all that apply and explain): Yes  No  

 Substantial adverse impacts to adjacent homes, business or other improved properties; NA  NA  

 Substantial increased project costs; NA  NA  

 Unique engineering, traffic, maintenance, or safety problems; NA  NA  

 Substantial adverse social, economic, or environmental impacts, or NA  NA  

 The project not meeting the identified needs. NA  NA  
Measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate wetland impacts need to be discussed in the remarks section. 
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ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Remarks: Studies for wetlands were conducted by ENTRAN in a small portion of the Aicholtz Connector study area in May 
through July 2004 for the CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was then completed by 
ENTRAN, approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 2004.  The Level 1 ESR was 
cleared by the resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, Pages 192 to 204).    
 
In September and October 2009, field and literature reviews for wetlands were updated by ENTRAN for the entire 
Aicholtz Connector study area.  The literature review consisted of a review of aerial photo mapping (see Attachment 
A8, Page 112) as well as USGS mapping, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) soil mapping, National 
Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping (see Attachment C2, Pages 205 to 208), and Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) flood plain mapping (see Attachment D2, Page 220).  The photograph log from the field review is 
included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).   
 
There is one emergent wetland located partially within the Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachment A14, Page 
136).  The wetland (identified as Wetland A) is located in a shallow stormwater detention basin and is 0.031 acre in 
size, 0.017 acre of which is located in the study area.  This Category 1 wetland has an Ohio Rapid Assessment Method 
(ORAM) score of 12 and is located adjacent to Unnamed Tributary #4 (Salt Run). No impact to Wetland A is expected 
by the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative and no wetland impacts are expected by this project.   
 
A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN and was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT 
in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on May 31, 2011.   Agency comments and 
clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).   

     

Terrestrial Habitat Present  Yes  No**** 
     

     

 Removal of Trees/Vegetation  Yes  No 

 Unique or High Quality  Yes  No 
     

Remarks: Studies for terrestrial habitats were conducted by ENTRAN in a small portion of the Aicholtz Connector study area in 
May through July 2004 for the CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was then completed 
by ENTRAN, approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 2004.  The Level 1 ESR was 
cleared by the resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, Pages 192 to 204).   
 
In September and October 2009, field and literature reviews for terrestrial habitats were updated by ENTRAN for the 
entire Aicholtz Connector study area.  The literature review consisted of a review of aerial photo mapping (see 
Attachment A8, Page 112) as well as USGS mapping, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) soil mapping, 
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping, and ecoregion/physiographic region mapping (see Attachment C2, 
Pages 205 to 208 and Pages 212 to 214).  The photograph log from the field review is included in Attachment A9 
(Pages 113 to 127).   
 
The ecological field survey identified six vegetative communities in the Aicholtz Connector study area, including 
Developed-High Intensity (commercial areas), Developed-Open Space (low density residential/maintained grassy 
yards/parks), Upland Forest, Floodplain Forest, Cultivated Cropland, and Scrub-Shrub. Developed-High Intensity and 
Developed-Open Space habitats comprise 76 percent of the 107-acre study area, while Upland and Floodplain Forest 
habitats comprise 20 percent of the study area.   No unique or high quality habitats were observed in the study area.   
The Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative will impact approximately 9.9 acres of terrestrial habitat, including 4.0 
acres of Developed-High Intensity habitat, 4.9 acres of Developed-Open Space habitat, 0.9 acre of Upland Forest 
habitat, and 0.1 acre of Floodplain Forest habitat.   
 
A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN and was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT 
in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on May 31, 2011.   Agency comments and 
clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).   
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ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
     

Threatened or Endangered Species (Listed or Designated)  Yes  No**** 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No****  Yes***  No  

Threatened or Endangered Species         
 Within the known range of any federal species?         
 Federal species found in the project area?         
 State species found in the project area?         
 Is the project in accordance with the Letter of Agreement on Endangered Yes  No      
 Species Coordination?         
         
Remarks: Studies for threatened and endangered species were conducted by ENTRAN in a small portion of the Aicholtz 

Connector study area in May through July 2004 for the CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report 
(ESR) was then completed by ENTRAN, approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 
2004.  The Level 1 ESR was cleared by the resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, 
Pages 192 to 204).   
 
In September and October 2009, field and literature reviews for threatened and endangered species/habitats were 
updated by ENTRAN for the entire Aicholtz Connector study area.  The literature review consisted of a review of 
aerial photo mapping (see Attachment A8, Page 112) as well as USGS mapping, an ODNR information request 
response, and an ODOT map of federally-listed species in Ohio (see Attachment C2, Pages 205, 210 and 211).  The 
photograph log from the field review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).   The Aicholtz Connector study 
area occurs in the range of the federal endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), running buffalo clover (Trifolium 
stoloniferum), fanshell mussel (Cyprogenia stegaria), and pink mucket pearly mussel (Lampsilis abrupta), and the 
federal proposed as endangered rayed bean mussel (Villosa fabalis), sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus), and 
snuffbox mussel (Epioblasma triquetra) (see Attachment C2, Page 210).  An ODNR  Natural Heritage Database check 
was conducted on September 28, 2009, and found that no rare or endangered species were are known to occur in 
the project area and no state-listed species are known to occur within one mile of the project.  There were also no 
records for Indiana bat capture locations within a five mile radius or hibernacula within a ten mile radius of the study 
area (see Attachment C2, Page 211).  Results of the field survey for threatened or endangered species/habitat and 
the project findings regarding threatened and endangered species are summarized below.  
 
Indiana bat - TG-ECO-01-07 from ODOT-OES states that the project is located within the Indiana Bat West 
Management Unit, and guidance received by ENTRAN from ODOT-OES on February 4, 2010 states that the project 
occurs wholly within a specific urbanized area and no additional study or information concerning the Indiana bat was 
required for this project (see Attachment C3, Pages 215 to 217). 
 
Fanshell, Pink Mucket, Rayed Bean, Sheepnose, and Snuffbox Mussels - Field reviews conducted by ENTRAN 
determined that none of the streams in study area, including the two streams impacted by the Aicholtz Connector 
Preferred Alternative (see Page 14) possess suitable habitat for these mussels.  As a result, this project will not 
impact any of these mussel species or any potential mussel habitat. 
 
Running Buffalo Clover - Running buffalo habitat includes rich woods with mesic soils, native spring wildflowers; 
often growing with black walnut, elm, or buckeye trees; lawns of old houses or cemeteries with native spring 
wildflowers; filtered sunlight; and moderate infrequent disturbances.  Field reviews conducted by ENTRAN 
determined that no such habitat occurs in the study area and as a result, the project is not expected to impact 
running buffalo clover or running buffalo clover habitat. 
 
Bald Eagle - Bald eagle, protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, is a species of concern in 
Clermont County.  The closest known bald eagle nest is located approximately 12 miles southeast of the Aicholtz 
Connector project area (phone conversation with ODNR Crane Creek Wildlife Area; July 14, 2011).    
 
A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN and was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT 
in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on May 31, 2011.   Agency comments and 
clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).   
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ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
     

Agency Coordination  Yes  No 
     

 Coordination  Approval  

Agency Coordination *** Yes No* Date  Yes*** No** Date  

 National Park Service (NPS) National Scenic River   NA  NA NA NA  
 Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA)   NA  NA NA NA  
 Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR)   5/31/11    7/25/11  
 ODNR State Scenic River    NA  NA NA NA  
 United States Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)   NA  NA NA NA  
 United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)   5/31/11    7/20/11  
         

Remarks: An early agency information request was sent to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) Division of 
Natural Area and Preserves Natural Heritage Database Program in September 2009 concerning the existence of any 
federal or state-listed species in the project area. The ODNR response (dated September 28, 2009) is presented in 
Attachment C2 (Page 211) and is summarized in the Threatened and Endangered Species section on Page 17.   
 
Ecological studies were conducted by ENTRAN in a small portion of the Aicholtz Connector study area in May-July 
2004 for the adjacent CLE-275-10.15 project.  A Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was then completed by 
ENTRAN, approved by ODOT, and coordinated with the resource agencies in October 2004.  The Level 1 ESR was 
cleared by the resource agencies in November/December 2004 (see Attachment C1, Pages 192 to 204). 
 
A Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) was prepared by ENTRAN for the entire Aicholtz Connector study area and 
was submitted to Clermont County and ODOT in February 2011, and was coordinated with the resource agencies on 
May 31, 2011.   Agency comments and clearances are included in Attachment C4 (Pages 218a to 218k).   

* If the resource is not present, the remainder of this section is not completed.  State how and who made this determination. 
** If the resource is present but no impacts are anticipated, the reason why is described under Remarks. 
*** Any impacts, mitigation, and agency coordination are described under Remarks and coordination letters are attached. 
**** If “no”, discuss in the Remarks detail how this determination was made. 

 

OTHER RESOURCES PRESENT 
     

Drinking Water Resources  Yes  No* 
     

 Presence  Impacts  
 Yes  No*  Yes  No  
Drinking Water Resources         
 Sole Source Aquifer         
 Source Water Protection Area(s)         
 Public Water System(s)         
  Groundwater Source         
  Surface Water Source         
 Residential Well(s)         
         

Remarks: Field and literature reviews for drinking water resources in the Aicholtz Connector study area were completed by 
ENTRAN in September/October 2009 and February 2010 (respectively).  Literature reviews consisted of a review of 
an OEPA Drinking Water Resources map (see Attachment D1, Page 219).  The photograph log from the field review 
is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127). 
   
These reviews determined that no sole source aquifers, drinking water source protection areas, public water system 
wells, or public water system intakes occur in the project area, and as such no impacts to these features are 
expected as a result of this project.  There is one water well record in the Aicholtz Connector study area (see 
Attachment A7, Pages 107 and 109).  This well location is east of I-275 and north of Aicholtz Road.   At this time, no 
water wells are expected to be abandoned as a result of this project.  
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OTHER RESOURCES PRESENT 
     

Flood Plains  Yes  No 
     

 Presence  Impacts  
 Yes  No*  Yes  No  
Flood Plains         
 Longitudinal Encroachment         
 Transverse Encroachment         
 Is the project located in a regulated floodplain?         

 Will the proposed project result in an encroachment in the designated           

 floodway?         
 Will the proposed project result in an increase in the 100-year base flood         
 elevation discharge?         
         
         

     Yes  No  

 Does the project conform to the local flood plain standard?         
         

Remarks: According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Mapping (FIRM) of the project area, the project does not lie within a 
100-year flood plain.  Community Panel Number 39025C0225G, which covers the Aicholtz Connector study area, is 
not available through FEMA because no special flood hazard areas have been identified (see Attachment D2, Page 
220).  Therefore, no coordination is necessary with the local flood plain administrator and no flood plain permit is 
needed for the proposed project. 

     

Farmland  Yes  No 
     

 Presence  Impacts  
 Yes  No*  Yes  No  
Farmland         
 Active Agricultural Lands         
 Agricultural District         
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         

     Yes  No  
 Project in compliance with ORC 929.05(a)         
 FPPA Project Screening Sheet         
 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Sheet         
         

Remarks: Field and literature reviews for farmland in the Aicholtz Connector study area were completed by ENTRAN in 
September and October 2009.  The literature reviews consisted of a review of aerial photo mapping (see 
Attachment A8, Page 112), and USGS mapping and NRCS soil mapping (see Attachment C2, Pages 205 to 207).  The 
photograph log from the field review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).  These reviews determined 
that there is no active farmland in the project area.  There is one tract of land partially located in the study area that 
has recently been farmed (row crop), but this tract is planned for commercial development (as part of the Ivy Pointe 
Commerce Park).  Additionally, the project was determined to fall under the criteria for the Farmland Protection 
Policy Act (FPPA) as the project area is “Developed, with 30 structures per 40 acres” and mainly “Urban” (tint 
overprint) on USGS mapping.   
 
It is hereby determined that completion of the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating (FCIR) form (USDA Form AD-
1006) is not required because the project will not affect farmland as defined in 7 CFR Part 658, as amended, or 
because the project falls within the criteria in the 1984 Memorandum of Understanding between ODOT, FHWA and 
USDA/SCS.  A FPPA screening sheet was completed and signed by the ODOT District 8 District Environmental 
Coordinator on May 9, 2011 (see Attachment D3, Page 221). 
 
 
 
 

* If the resource is not present, the remaining boxes for this subject will not be completed.  State how and who made this determination. 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Results of Research 

NRHP Eligible and/or Listed Resources Present Yes  No  

 Prehistoric Archaeology     
 Historic Archaeology     
 History/Architecture     
 Buildings/Sites/Objects     
 Districts     

 Bridges     
     

Project Effect 
     

No Potential to Cause Effects NA  
No Historic Properties Affected   
No Adverse Effect NA  
  

Remarks: Phase I cultural resources studies were conducted by Gray and Pape in a portion of the Aicholtz Connector study 
area in 2004 and 2007 for the adjacent CLE-275-10.15 project.  ODOT reviewed these Phase I reports and 
determined that a finding of “No Historic Properties Affected” was the appropriate for the project.  The Ohio State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) concurred with ODOT’s findings of “No Historic Properties Affected” on 
November 23, 2004 (historic/architecture), December 16, 2004 (archaeology) and May 8, 2007 (addendum report) 
(see Attachments E1, Pages 222 to 232). 
 
In March 2010, Gray and Pape completed a Phase I history/architecture survey covering the entire Aicholtz 
Connector study area and identified two historic properties in the Area of Potential Effect (4476 and 4495 Aicholtz 
Road; both located east of Eastgate Boulevard and outside of the study area).  In June 2010, the SHPO concluded 
that no properties in Area of Potential Effect were eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.  
Thus, in accordance with Stipulation 4(B) of the Programmatic Agreement Among The Federal Highway 
Administration, The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, The Ohio Historical Society, State Historic 
Preservation Office, and The State of Ohio, Department of Transportation Regarding the Implementation of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program in Ohio (Agreement No. 12642) executed July 17, 2006, and in compliance with 36 
CFR Section 800.4 (d) (I), ODOT concluded that the area of potential effect (APE) does not contain any 
history/architecture properties eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and no 
further history/architecture investigations are warranted (see Attachment E2, Pages 233 to 240).  
 
In March 2011, Gray and Pape completed a Phase I archaeology survey of the Aicholtz Connector Preferred 
Alternative impact corridor (construction limits) and several adjacent parcels that may be utilized for stormwater 
management.  The study found that the APE was generally disturbed and no archaeological resources were 
encountered.  The study recommended no further cultural resources work for the project.  In accordance with 
Stipulation 4(B) of the Programmatic Agreement Among The Federal Highway Administration, The Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation, The Ohio Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office, and The State of Ohio, 
Department of Transportation Regarding the Implementation of the Federal-Aid Highway Program in Ohio 
(Agreement No. 12642) executed July 17, 2006, and in compliance with 36 CFR Section 800.4 (d) (I), on May 11, 
2011 ODOT concluded that “no historic properties affected” is the appropriate finding for the project since no 
archaeological resources occur in the APE and since no significant history/architectural resources occur in the APE.  
Thus, the Section 106 review process is complete for the project pending completion of the 15-day review period 
for SHPO (see Attachment E3, Pages 241a to 241c).  No comments were received from the SHPO. 
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SECTION 4(f)/6(f) RESOURCES 
     

Parks & Other Recreational Land  Applies  Does Not Apply 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No*  Yes***  No**  

Publicly Owned Park         
Publicly Owned Recreation Area         
National Wild & Scenic River         
Other:           
         

     

Natural, Wildlife, & Waterfowl Refuges  Applies  Does Not Apply 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No*  Yes***  No**  

Federal         
 National Wildlife Refuge         
 National Natural Landmark         
State         
 State Wildlife Area         
 State Natural Preserve         
         

     

Cultural Resource Areas  Applies  Does Not Apply 
     

 Presence  Impacts  

 Yes  No****  Yes***  No**  

Sites eligible and/or listed for the NRHP         
         

Documentation Yes No FHWA/OES Approval Dates 

Section 4(f) Determination of No-Use   NA 

De Minimis Section 4(f) Evaluation   NA 

Programmatic Section 4(f) Evaluation   NA 

Individual Section 4(f) Evaluation    NA 

Section 6(f) Involvement   NA 
 

  

 

Remarks: Field and literature reviews for Section 4(f)/6(f) parks and other recreational lands in the Aicholtz Connector study area 
were completed by ENTRAN in September/October 2009 and April 2011 (respectively).  The literature reviews consisted 
of a review of aerial photo mapping (see Attachment A8, Pages 112) and property research.  The photograph log 
from the field review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127).  These reviews determined that there are no 
publicly-owned parks, recreational lands, or wildlife refuges in the project area (see Attachment G8, Pages 297).  
There are also no NRHP-listed or eligible cultural resources sites located in the project area (see Page 20).  As a result, 
no Section 4(f) resources will be impacted and Section 4(f) does not apply to the Aicholtz Connector project. 
 
No Section 6(f) properties are located in the project area, based on field reviews and review of the U.S. Department 
of Interior’s county listings of Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) grant properties (see Attachment E4, Page 
242).  As a result, no Section 6(f) resources will be impacted and Section 6(f) does not apply to the Aicholtz Connector 
project. 
 
 
 
 

* If the resource is not present, the remaining boxes for this subject will not be completed.  State how and who made this determination. 
** If the resource is present but no impacts are anticipated, the reason why is described under Remarks. 
*** Any impacts, mitigation and agency coordination are described under Remarks and coordination letters are attached. 
**** If “No”, discuss in the remarks section details about how this determination was made. 

 



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

County CLE Route CR 3   Section Aicholtz Connector PID 82553 SJN 487815 

 

This is page 22 of 37, which is part of : Categorical Exclusion, Level 2                   Date: July 15, 2011 

 
Form version: 7/12/2010    

AIR QUALITY & NOISE 
      Yes No 

Will the project move the travel lanes closer to sensitive areas?        
        

Air Quality 

Conformity Status of Project      Yes No 

Is the project in an air quality non-attainment or maintenances area?   
     Criteria pollutant in non-attainment or maintenance: PM 2.5  PM 10  Ozone  CO    
Is the project on the STIP?   
Is the project in the most recent MPO air quality conforming TIP?   
 If NO, is the project exempt from air quality conformity? NA NA 
Is a project level PM 2.5 conformity determination required for this project?   
 If YES, has FHWA issued a conformity determination?   
Project-Level Analysis and Impacts Yes No 

Has the project scope changed substantially since the conformity analysis?   
 If YES, will this change require a reevaluation of the MPO TIP conformity? NA NA 
Is a PM 2.5 analysis required for this project?   
Is an air toxics (MSAT) analysis required for this project?   
 Type of Analysis: Qualitative  Quantitative   
        

Remarks: The Aicholtz Connector is listed in OKI’s 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) adopted April 14, 
2011 and in Ohio’s 2012-2015 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) (see Attachment A4, Pages 41 
and 42).  According to the TIP, Clermont County is in non-attainment for PM2.5 and a maintenance area for ozone, 
and the Aicholtz Connector is listed as “Analyzed” for Air Quality Conformity.  OKI has determined that the 2012-2015 
TIP is consistent with the goals of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) and the conformity requirements under the 8-
hour ozone standard and the annual PM2.5 standard.  2010 certified (“Opening Day” Build) traffic on the Aicholtz 
Connector is 12,160 vpd at the west project terminus (just east of Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road) and is 4,570 vpd at 
the east project terminus (at Eastgate Boulevard).  The 2030 certified (Build) traffic is 14,830 vpd at the west project 
terminus and is 7,710 vpd at the east project terminus (see Attachment A6, Pages 48 to 51). 
 
PM2.5:  A PM2.5 Hotspot Analysis is required if a non-exempt project is located in a PM2.5 nonattainment or 
maintenance area and the project's design year Average Daily Traffic (ADT) > 125,000 and the design year diesel truck 
volume > 10,000. If a project is in a PM2.5 nonattainment or maintenance area but a PM2.5 Hotspot Analysis is not 
required based on ADT and diesel truck volume, then the project is either exempt from air quality conformity for 
PM2.5 per 40CFR93.126 or the project will require a conformity determination approval letter from FHWA prior to 
NEPA approval.  The Aicholtz Connector project is located in a PM2.5 non-attainment area, but the design year (2030) 
ADT is less than 125,000 vpd and diesel truck traffic is less than 10,000 vpd (see Attachment A6, Pages 48 to 51).  
Therefore, no PM2.5 hot-spot analysis is required for this project.  On May 13, 2011, ODOT conducted PM2.5 
coordination with USEPA and OEPA (see Attachment F1, Pages 243 to 245) and both agencies concluded that the 
Aicholtz Connector is not a project of air quality concern and no hotspot analysis is required (see Attachment F1, 
Pages 246 to 249). On July 7, 2011, FHWA issued a PM2.5 conformity determination for the project (see Attachment 
F1, Page 250).  
  
MSAT (Mobile Source Air Toxics):  The Aicholtz Connector project does not add capacity (no additional through-lanes 
to be constructed), does not involve a new interchange or expansion to an intermodal center, or a new road on new 
alignment.  However, with the re-connection under I-275, there is a meaningful change in traffic volumes from 
existing conditions and the 2010 Build traffic volumes (due to the new Aicholtz Road connection under I-275) and a 
number of sensitive receptors (residences) are located in the Aicholtz Connector study area immediately adjacent to 
the Preferred Alternative.  Therefore a qualitative MSAT analysis is required.   
 
However, a quantitative MSAT analysis was completed by ENTRAN in September 2007 for the CLE-275-10.15 project 
in accordance with ODOT, FHWA, and USEPA guidelines for that project.  This MSAT analysis included a number of 
local road projects in the I-275/SR 32 interchange area, including the Aicholtz Connector project.   The study included:  
1) a quantitative MSAT effects analysis, 2) prototype MSAT language for compliance with 40 CFR 1502.22, including 
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AIR QUALITY & NOISE 
the health effects of MSAT’s (Appendix C of FHWA’s February 2006 Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA 
Documents), 3) background information for FHWA’s MSAT policy (Appendix D of FHWA’s February 2006 Interim 
Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents), and 4) a discussion of MSAT mitigation strategies (Appendix E of 
FHWA’s February 2006 Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents).   A copy of the CLE-275-10.15 
Quantitative MSAT Analysis report is included in Attachment F2 (Pages 251 to 266). 
 
In summary, both the “opening day” (2010) and design year (2030) Build scenarios showed a reduction in MSAT 
emissions over the base year (2000) levels. The total contribution from the five toxins known to be affected by 
vehicle speed was combined and particulate matter under 2.5 microns (PM2.5) was reported separately.  The results 
for the 2030 No Build scenario show a 2.709-ton decrease in PM2.5-related MSAT contributions from the base year 
(2000) scenario, while results for the 2030 Build scenario show a 2.710-ton decrease in PM2.5-related MSAT’s from 
base year contributions.  The difference in PM2.5-related MSAT contributions between the 2030 No Build and Build 
scenarios is 0.001 tons.  Given the decrease in overall contribution between the base year (2000) scenario and the 
design year (2030) Build scenario, and the slight decrease in MSAT contribution of the design year (2030) Build 
alternative compared to the design year (2030) No Build alternative, the analysis concluded that the construction of 
the CLE-275-10.15 project (including the Aicholtz Connector project) will result in an overall improvement in MSAT 
effects.  Ohio EPA concurred with the findings of this analysis on March 4, 2008 (see Attachment F2, Pages 267 and 
268).  USEPA offered no comments. 
 
CO (Carbon Monoxide):  The Aicholtz Connector project will not result in an increase of more than 10,000 vehicles 
per day within 10 years of the project completion date and does not involve a new road on new right-of-way that will 
have an ADT increase of more than 20,000 vehicles within 10 years of construction.  Therefore, this project is exempt 
from project-level conformity analysis for carbon monoxide per the ODOT/OEPA Air Quality Agreement.  
 
Ozone:  The Aicholtz Connector project is listed in the current TIP/STIP; therefore, ozone has been addressed and no 
additional analysis or documentation is required. 

Noise 

Conformity Status of Project      Yes No 

Is a noise analysis required in accordance with FHWA regulations and ODOT’s statewide noise abatement policy?   
 If YES, is a design year noise impact predicted?   
 If YES, have all noise attenuation measures been considered, consistent with the policy?    
 If NO, explain why not:     
Is noise attenuation found to be reasonable and feasible?   
        

Remarks: Noise-sensitive receptors (residences) are located adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative and the 
project was reviewed for noise impacts by ENTRAN in March 2011 in accordance with Standard Procedure Number 
417-001(SP) effective February 8, 2010.  Existing sound levels were measured at select residential receptors in the 
project area.  These sound level measurements serve as a baseline for evaluating the noise modeling results and to 
calibrate the noise model.  Field measurements were performed on October 13 and October 21, 2009, during 
afternoon peak traffic (3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.).  The noise modeling* was performed using the FHWA TNM 2.5 
program, which predicts sound levels at selected receptors based on many factors, including (but not limited to): 
distance between and elevations of receptors and roadways, roadway pavement type, traffic volumes and speed, 
vehicle mix, topographical site data, and atmospheric considerations.  Existing and Design Year (2030) sound levels 
were predicted for a total of 40 noise-sensitive receptors. 
 
The analysis concluded that under Design Year (2030) Build conditions for the Aicholtz Connector Preferred 
Alternative, sound levels at 16 receptors are predicted to approach or exceed the applicable NAC of 67 dBA Leq(h).  
Furthermore, sound levels at six (6) receptors are predicted to experience a “substantial” increase of 10 dBA or 
greater over the existing sound level.  Two (2) receptors are predicted to experience both types of noise impacts (see 
Attachment F3, Pages 274 to 276 and Page 281).  ODOT Noise Policy stipulates that a cost reasonableness evaluation 
be performed for structural noise abatement at areas of noise-sensitive land use that are predicted to experience 
sound level impacts under project Build conditions as identified by the FHWA TNM 2.5 program, as long as structural 
noise abatement is feasible to construct.  However, project design plans include provision of access to/from the 



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

County CLE Route CR 3   Section Aicholtz Connector PID 82553 SJN 487815 

 

This is page 24 of 37, which is part of : Categorical Exclusion, Level 2                   Date: July 15, 2011 

 
Form version: 7/12/2010    

AIR QUALITY & NOISE 
Aicholtz Connector for the residential and commercial properties located along the Preferred Alternative alignment.  
Therefore, any effective (continuous) structural noise abatement designed for the residential properties with 
predicted project-related sound level impacts would not be feasible to construct because a continuous barrier would 
eliminate these access points.  Structural noise abatement designs which are not continuous (i.e., designs which 
include numerous breaks or gaps in effort to preserve the planned access points) would not be effective in providing 
the required sound level reduction for receptors with predicted impacts.   
 
Due to these considerations, it is determined that structural noise abatement is not feasible to construct for the 
receptors predicted to experience sound level impacts under project Design Year (2030) Build conditions.  The 
analysis also concluded that no other noise abatement options considered for the mitigation of predicted Design 
Year (2030) Build-condition sound level impacts (traffic management, alternation of alignments, acquisition of 
property for buffers) are practical for implementation, and no public use/institutional/non-profit properties which 
could warrant acoustic insulation are located in the project area.  A Noise Impact Analysis report documenting this 
study was completed by ENTRAN in March 2011, and in an IOC dated May 9, 2011, ODOT concurred with its findings 
(see Attachment F3, Page 282).  
 
*  Note:  The Noise Impact Analysis for CLE-275-10.15 recommended a noise abatement barrier (Noise Barrier “C”) for construction along 

eastbound SR 32 and the I-275/SR 32 interchange ramp from eastbound SR 32 to southbound I-275 (adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector 
study area; see Attachment H5, Page 502).  However, the Noise Impact Analysis noted that the feasibility/cost reasonableness of this 
barrier was dependent on the location of the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative.  Following identification of the Aicholtz 
Connector Preferred Alternative in March 2011, Noise Barrier C was re-evaluated.  The re-evaluation concluded that due to Design Year 
(2030) traffic volumes on the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative and its position immediately adjacent to residences along 
existing Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road, Noise Barrier C would be unable to effectively mitigate sound-level impacts for five residential 
receptors located adjacent to the proposed Aicholtz Connector and unable to provide a sound-level benefit for the number of 
receptors required to meet ODOT’s cost-reasonableness criteria for structural noise abatement ($35,000 per benefitted receptor).   As 
a result, ODOT determined that Noise Barrier C would not be constructed and would not be included in noise modeling conducted for 
the Aicholtz Connector Noise Impact Analysis.   

 

COMMUNITY IMPACTS 

Regional, Community, & Neighborhood Factors Yes No 
Will the proposed action comply with the local/regional development patterns for the area?   
Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts to community cohesion?   
Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts to the local tax base or property values?   
Will the proposed action result in reasonably foreseeable secondary or cumulative impacts?   
Are there any Title VI communities in the project area? (Explain in Remarks.)   
   

Remarks: Field and literature reviews for community impacts in the Aicholtz Connector study area were completed by ENTRAN 
in September/October 2009 and May 2011 (respectively).   This included identification of existing community resources 
through field surveys (see Photograph Log in Attachment A9, Pages 113 to 127) and property research, and review of 
secondary sources, including aerial photos (see Attachment A8, Page 112), the CLE-275-10.15 Level 4 Categorical Exclusion, 
land use and zoning maps (see Attachments G1 and G2, Pages 283 and 284), Title VI data and maps (see Attachments G4 
through G6, Pages 286 to 291), environmental justice data and maps (see Attachment G7, Pages 292 to 296), and public input 
(see Pages 31 to 34, and Attachments H1 through H6, Pages 337 to 573).  A Community Impact Assessment Checklist for the 
Aicholtz Connector project is presented in Attachment G9 (Pages 298 to 300). 
 
Development Patterns and Tax Base 
 
The Aicholtz Connector study area contains, and is surrounded by, extensive residential and commercial 
development, including the Ivy Point Commerce Park (see Attachment G8, Pages 297).  The purpose of the Aicholtz 
Connector project is to improve traffic flow and access in highly-developed Eastgate area.  Though little developable 
real estate currently exists in the Aicholtz Connector study area, some commercial redevelopment and/or expansion 
opportunities do exist in the immediate Eastgate area, particularly within the adjacent Ivy Pointe Commerce Park.  As 
a result, the reconnection of the Aicholtz Connector under I-275 and associated improvements is expected to have a 
positive effect on development activity and tax base in the Eastgate area, as business owners and developers 
recognize better access and easier and safer travel conditions for consumers - which can lead to increased sales and 
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COMMUNITY IMPACTS 
revenue.  Further discussion of the effects of the Aicholtz Road project with regard to broader-scale community 
impacts and development patterns (throughout the Eastgate area) is presented on Pages 26 to 29 (Secondary and 
Cumulative Impacts discussion).      
 
Community Cohesion 
 
From a community and neighborhood perspective, the project vicinity (i.e. the Eastgate area) can be best 
characterized as primarily a commercial locale, with high-volume, congested roads that: 1) physically isolate large 
sections of the Eastgate area from one another, 2) create both physical and psychological barriers that hinder 
development of community resources, and 3) do not encourage or support neighborhood or community structure or 
cohesion.  This general lack of community cohesion in the Eastgate area was recognized in recent market analysis 
studies completed for the Eastgate area (see Attachment G11, Pages 310 to 336).   Consequently, from the broader, 
“Eastgate area” perspective, the proposed Aicholtz Connector project is expected to help reduce congestion and 
improve traffic flow and accessibility, which is expected help enhance the commercial attributes and services 
available to the public in the Eastgate area, and may serve to support the future development/re-development of 
communities/neighborhoods the Eastgate area (see Secondary and Cumulative Impacts discussion on Pages 26 to 29 
for additional discussion on future development/re-development potential in the Eastgate area).   
 

The Aicholtz Connector study area is primarily comprised of a mix of residential and commercial properties.  No 
community resources such as parks, churches, schools, community centers, libraries, emergency service centers, and 
health care facilities exist in study area.  There are also no sidewalks, bicycle paths, or crosswalks in the study area, 
leaving automobile travel as the primary option for mobility within and through the study area to the surrounding 
Eastgate commercial areas.  No sidewalks or bike paths are proposed as part of this Aicholtz Connector project, 
though as part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the Eastgate area, the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-
275 is being planned so as not to preclude future Wasson rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern 
Corridor (see Page 2).   Within the Aicholtz Connector study area, there is one residential area (in the southwest 
quadrant of the I-275/SR 32 interchange along existing Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road) that currently has a 
neighborhood/community structure (see Attachment G8, Page 297).  In this area, there is a cluster of approximately 
30 closely-spaced residences that were primarily built before I-275 was constructed.  When Aicholtz Road was closed 
for construction of I-275, Rust Lane, Aicholtz Road, and a portion of Old SR 74 in this area remained a narrow two-
lane local road with no through traffic and low daily traffic volumes, which helped create a suburban-like residential 
pocket in an otherwise busy, urban setting.  The Aicholtz Connector, as described on Page 10 and illustrated in 
Attachment A6 (Pages 48 to 51), will re-establish the pre-I-275 roadway connection, and, in doing so, is expected to 
increase traffic volumes on Old SR 74, Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road compared to existing conditions. The Aicholtz 
Connector will still be two-lane facility that closely follows the existing alignment with only two relocations (of the 
approximately 30 residences in the area) and access driveways will be maintained, so there will be minimal direct 
impacts to this residential area.  The re-connection will benefit this residential area by providing better connectivity 
to the Eastgate area.  However, a localized disruptive effect on this residential area is anticipated due to the 
projected increase in traffic volumes and resultant traffic noise (see Pages 23 and 24).  Additional future impacts to 
this residential area could take place in the form of re-development from a residential use to commercial or mixed 
residential/commercial uses, as improved access and increases in through-traffic volumes make the area more 
attractive to commercial developers (see Secondary and Cumulative Impact discussion on Pages 29 to 29).   
 

 
 

-

(see Attachment G7, Page 296a)

(see Attachment G7, Page 296a)
-
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COMMUNITY IMPACTS 
follows the existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road alignment to maximize use of existing 

right-of-way - -

(see Pages 11 and 12 for MOT discussion)

No right-of-way is being 
acquired as part of the Aicholtz Connector project for the rail transit and pedestrian components.  
 
Community Impacts During Construction 
 
Regarding potential short-term, access-related impacts or restrictions during construction of the Aicholtz Connector, 
a conceptual Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) plan has been developed, and will be designed and implemented to 
ensure appropriate access to the area, no interruption of emergency services, and minimal local traffic delays (see 
Pages 11 and 12 for further MOT discussion).  Some temporary disruption to traffic flow is expected during 
construction activities on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, Aicholtz Road, Forest Trail, and Omni Drive.  Conceptual MOT notes 
included in the project design plans (see Attachment B3, Page 142) state that maintenance of traffic operations 
involving changes in traffic flow patterns or the use of flaggers shall not be performed during peak hours (between 
6:30 am and 9:00 am and 3:00 pm and 6:30 pm) and a minimum of one lane of traffic in each direction shall be 
maintained in each direction during peak hours.   
 
At some point during construction, Forest Trail will be temporarily closed to traffic at Old SR 74.  Traffic will be 
detoured on Sonny Lane and Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road (see Attachment G8, Page 297).  This 1.4-mile detour is 
expected to be short in duration (approximately 30 days or less).  To ensure that the public is notified of this detour 
and all construction activities, the following plan note will be added to the final design plans:  “The Contractor will 
advise the Project Engineer a minimum of fourteen (14) days prior to the following:  the start of construction 
activities, lane closures, and/or road closures.  The Project Engineer will forward this information to the Clermont 
County Transportation Improvement District.  The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District will, in turn, 
notify the public, the local emergency services, affected schools and businesses, and any other impacted local public 
agency of any of the above mentioned items, via media sources” (see Environmental Commitments on Page 36) 
 
Secondary and Cumulative Impacts 
 
As described on Pages 1 and 2, the Aicholtz Connector project involves the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 
in conjunction with construction of new bridges on I-275 over Aicholtz Road (as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project), as 
well as the needed geometric, lane width, and intersection improvements necessary on Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and 
Aicholtz Road to support the Aicholtz Road reconnection under I-275.  
 
Early agricultural activity and rural development in the Aicholtz Connector project area, followed by intensive 
suburban and commercial development and construction and expansion of the local, regional, and interstate road 
network (including the I-275 and SR 32 corridors, and Eastgate Boulevard) have essentially eliminated or greatly 
disturbed the natural and semi-natural land uses and developable lands that originally existed in the project vicinity 
(see Attachment G10, Pages 301 to 309).  The Aicholtz Connector study area, as well as almost all of the surrounding 
Eastgate area, are now extensively developed and comprised of mixed land uses, including commercial/retail and 
single-family residential.   
 
The entire Eastgate area (including the Aicholtz Connector study area) was included in a Land Use Vision Plan for 
Cincinnati’s “Eastern Corridor”.  This land use plan was developed through an extensive public involvement program 
and established a coordinated future land use vision for a large portion of eastern Hamilton County and western 
Clermont County.  The future land use plan, as shown graphically in Attachment G1 (Page 283), was adopted by local 
Eastern Corridor jurisdictions, including Union Township. The current (2009) Union Township zoning map (see 
Attachment G2, Page 284) is consistent with the Land Use Vision Plan, and in the Aicholtz Connector study area, 
shows a core mixed use area surrounded by extensive amounts of residential, commercial, and planned 
development areas (such as the Ivy Point Commerce Park).  
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The Aicholtz Connector project is not expected to result in major changes to the overall characteristics/layout of the 
Eastgate area road network and land uses.  However, an undertaking such as this, as part of a broader regional 
transportation improvement plan (see Attachments A3 and A5, Pages 40, 46 and 47), is expected to improve travel 
efficiency, and access throughout the Eastgate area.  Such transportation improvements, in combination with 
current and anticipated future development in the Eastgate area, are expected play an integral role in shaping future 
development and re-development patterns within the framework of Union Township zoning regulations and future 
land use plans.  As such, individual improvements such as the Aicholtz Connector project are expected to play a role 
in supporting and possibly improving property values and tax base.   
 

This conclusion is supported by information presented in a March 2007 Eastgate Area Market Analysis, which was 
completed by Economics Research Associates (ERA), and a December 2007 Marketplace Housing and Commercial 
Assessment, which was completed by Property Advisors, LLC.  These studies (see Attachment G11, Pages 310 to 336), 
concluded that the Eastgate area is a prime candidate for development and re-development, supported by proposed 
transportation improvements, employment growth, a strong consumer base, and healthy housing activity.  The 
following is a summary of key findings presented in the two studies with regard to future Eastgate area development 
patterns, tax base, traffic patterns, and accessibility issues. 
 

Retail Demand and Opportunities 
 
The 2007 ERA study stated that Eastgate area shopping centers comprise approximately 42 percent of Clermont 
County’s total retail space.  However, the study stated that as of 2006, these facilities had vacancy rates ranging 
from 5 percent (Eastgate Square) to 12 percent (Eastgate Mall) (see Attachment G11, Pages 327 and 328), and 
some retail concentrations in the Eastgate area appear sub-optimal.  Furthermore, the 2007 Property Advisors 
study concluded that there is currently more than $500 million of unmet regional retail demand that could be 
captured by the Eastgate area, and that the Eastgate area could absorb the 100,000 to 300,000 square feet of 
retail space needed to address that unmet demand (see Attachment G11, Page 319).   
 
Office Demand and Opportunities 
 
The 2007 ERA study stated that Clermont County currently does not have the interstate-accessible office 
campuses that are in the best position to capture corporate or regional headquarters (see Attachment G11, Page 
329).  However, the new Ivy Pointe Commerce Park (located along I-275 and south of SR 32, just south of the 
Aicholtz Connector project area; see Attachment G8, Page 297) is an ideal location for such campuses, and in 
response to recent commercial development at that site and proposed transportation improvements (such as 
CLE-275-10.15 and the Aicholtz Connector) and more commercial development would be expected within the 
Ivy Pointe Commerce Park, and potentially on other developable lands adjacent to Ivy Pointe (see Attachment 
G8, Page 297).  The 2007 Property Advisors study added that the Eastgate/Anderson Township area had 
approximately 1.9 million square feet of office space, which represents only about 2.5 percent of the total office 
space in the region (i.e., the greater Cincinnati area).  The study also stated that the Eastgate/Anderson 
Township area had an office vacancy rate of 10.5 percent, which was below the regional average of 14.2 
percent.   The 2007 Property Advisors study concluded that the Eastgate area could support 70,000 to 80,000 
square feet of new office space per year over the next five years (see Attachment G11, Page 319), an amount 
which could be fully absorbed by the currently-developing Ivy Pointe Commerce Park.   
 

 Housing Demand and Opportunities 
 

The 2007 Property Advisors study stated that Union Township has recently experienced greater housing activity 
compared to other areas in Clermont County, and that the population of Union Township is expected to grow by 
10 percent by 2012, part of which will be due to the expansion of the Ivy Pointe Commerce Park and an 
anticipated influx of young, professional workers.  As a result, the study concluded that there will be demand for 
housing options (possibly in the Eastgate area) that are diverse in style and price, and there will be a specific 
demand for higher-priced attached homes (condos and apartments) (see Attachment G11, Pages 310 to 321).  
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  Opportunities for Future Destination/Lifestyle Development 
 

The 2007 Property Advisors study also concluded that the Eastgate area was well-suited for the establishment of 
a “village” style development concept that could utilize its position as a destination shopping location, as well as 
the wealth of Clermont County’s residents and communities (see Attachment G11, Pages 310 to 321).  According 
to the study, there are opportunities in the southeast quadrant of the I-275/SR 32 interchange, adjacent to the 
Ivy Pointe Commerce Park to: 1) offer neighborhood retail options within walking distance of Ivy Pointe, 2) offer 
a mix of single-family condos and upscale apartments near Ivy Pointe, 3) incorporate neighborhood design 
strategies that include restaurants, neighborhood retail stores, small businesses, parks, and entertainment, and 
4) allow people to walk, bike, and ride safely and create a community atmosphere.  
  

 Opportunities for Increased Revenue 
 

According to the 2007 ERA study (see Attachment G11, Pages 324 and 330), the Eastgate area generates an 
estimated 25 percent of Clermont County’s general fund revenues.  Additionally, sales tax revenue makes up to 
45 percent of Clermont County’s general fund and the Eastgate area is the county’s largest retail concentration. 
The study concluded that an infusion of daytime workers in the Eastgate area (in response to additional 
development at Ivy Pointe, for example) will result in increased retail/restaurant spending in the Eastgate area, 
less spending in competing markets, and would create opportunities for local business re-investment and re-
orientation. 
 
Effects of Transportation Improvements on Customers, Businesses and Development Patterns 
 
The 2007 ERA study (see Attachment G11, Pages 322 to 336) stated that motorists (i.e. business customers) have 
two primary transportation concerns:  traffic flow and safety, and that the attractiveness of the Eastgate area 
strongly depends on the ability to move traffic in and around the I-275/SR 32 interchange, the SR 32 corridor, 
and the immediate local road network - including the Aicholtz Road corridor.  While local road network 
improvement projects (such as the Aicholtz Connector) can reduce congestion and improve access and safety, 
businesses often perceive such projects as having a negative impact, particularly when there is a reduction in the 
number of nearby access points (private driveways and at-grade intersections) or traffic patterns are altered.  
However, the study states that such projects actually have long-term commercial benefits because:  1) motorists 
ultimately tend to avoid congested and unsafe roadways, 2) motorists measure distance in terms of time, not 
miles, and 3) while access management may reduce or reconfigure access points, projects can be designed in a 
manner that increases drive-by traffic and visibility, but also provides access that is understood by motorists.   
 
The 2007 ERA study also presented a list of benefits and costs of the CLE-275-10.15 project and accompanying 
local road network projects - including the Aicholtz Connector project - with regard to transportation and 
Eastgate area commerce.  In summary, the long-term benefits of the proposed transportation project(s) include:  
1) better travel times and safety, 2) better interstate access, 3) possible impetus for redevelopment of older 
shopping centers into new uses, 4) better access for employees and prospective businesses at the Ivy Pointe 
Commerce Park, 5) a larger customer base, and 6) reduced uncertainty and confusion regarding long-term 
transportation plans in the Eastgate area.  Identified short-term costs associated with the proposed 
transportation project(s) include:  1) disruption of business and traffic during construction, 2) customers must 
re-learn access patterns, 3) the local expectation of easy access (i.e. numerous driveways/at-grade intersections) 
can be restricted, 4) businesses must change and adapt to new traffic and customer patterns (with some 
business relocations possible), and 5) customers may need to plan shopping trips in advance.   

 
As discussed on Page 27, the 2007 Property Advisors market study concluded that the Eastgate/Anderson Township 
area could support 70,000 to 80,000 square feet of new office space per year over the next five years, and that the 
Ivy Pointe Commerce Park may be large enough to fully absorb that potential office space demand.   However, if the 
Ivy Pointe site cannot meet future demand for Eastgate area office space, one or more of the following scenarios 
could take place: 1) greater utilization of existing vacant office space, 2) redevelopment of existing sub-optimal retail 
or other commercial space, or 3) construction of new commercial office space on undeveloped land.   The 2007 
Property Advisors market study also stated that the Eastgate area could absorb the 100,000 to 300,000 square feet 
of retail space necessary to address the existing $500 million of unmet regional retail demand.  As with future office 
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space demand, this demand for retail space could be alleviated through: 1) utilization of existing vacant retail space, 
2) re-development of existing residential areas (such as the residential area located along Old SR 74/Rust 
Lane/Aicholtz Road; see Attachment G8, Page 297), sub-optimal retail or other commercial space in the Eastgate 
area, or 3) construction of new retail space on undeveloped land around the fringes of the Eastgate area (such as Ivy 
Pointe).  With regard to re-development, the Eastgate area (adjacent to the CLE-275-10.15 and Aicholtz Connector 
project areas) has recently experienced a significant re-development effort, when the Bigg’s Place shopping center 
was renovated and re-opened in 2011 as a new Jungle Jim’s supermarket (see Attachment G8, Page 297). 
 
Consequently, future development activities that utilize existing vacant commercial space, or redevelop existing 
residential or commercial areas into new (or different) retail, office, or residential space, would be expected to 
provide economic benefits and potentially some social/community benefits to the Eastgate area (see above), with 
minimal additional impact to the natural and semi-natural environment.  If the future demand for new retail space, 
office space, or housing results in construction on the limited amount of remaining undeveloped land in the Eastgate 
area, the economic benefits and the potential social/community benefits would still be realized, but a small amount 
of undeveloped agricultural land and fragmented  woodlands could be lost, along with some additional degradation 
of local water quality, air quality, noise and aesthetics, since these undeveloped lands would be replaced by paved 
driveways, parking lots, residential/commercial buildings, and new access roads. 
 
With regard to cumulative impacts, the impacts of the Aicholtz Connector project in combination with the other 
currently planned transportation projects in the Eastgate area (see Attachments A3 and A5, Pages 40, 46 and 47) are 
not expected to be significant.   

Public Facilities & Services Yes No 

Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts on health and educational facilities, public utilities, fire, police,    
emergency services, religious institutions, public transportation or pedestrian and bicycle facilities?   
   

Remarks: According to the Southwest Ohio Regional Transit Authority (SORTA) (http://www.go-metro.com/maps/ 
broadbandmap.pdf), one public bus route serves the Eastgate area.  This public bus route (Route 82x) is an express 
route from downtown Cincinnati that uses I-275, the I-275/SR 32 interchange, SR 32, Eastgate Boulevard, and 
Aicholtz Road (east of Eastgate Boulevard) to reach a park-and-ride lot located at the Union Township Civic Center.  
The park-and-ride lot and the Union Township Civic Center are located at 4350 Aicholtz Road - outside of the Aicholtz 
connector study area, and will not be impacted.   This park-and-ride lot, however, is a focal point for future rail trail 
transit planning for the Aicholtz corridor, as discussed on Page 7.  There are also no pedestrian/bicycle facilities or 
sidewalks in the immediate project area, though planning for future pedestrian/bicycle access has also been part of 
the preliminary development of the Aicholtz Connector project (alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector have been 
coordinated and developed so as not to preclude planning-level concepts associated with future rail transit and 
pedestrian facilities associated with the Eastern Corridor project; see Page 2).  No right-of-way is being acquired as 
part of the Aicholtz Connector project for the rail transit and pedestrian components. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project is located within the West Clermont Local School District and is served by the Union 
Township Police and Fire Departments.  A Union Township fire station is located immediately west of the Old SR 74 
bridge over I-275 (on the north side of SR 32 and outside of the Aicholtz Connector project area).  Another Union 
Township fire station is located at the corner of Clough Pike and Glen Este-Withamsville Road, southeast of the 
Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachment G8, Page 297).   The Union Township Police Department is located at 
4312 Glen Este-Withamsville Road, and is well outside of the Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachment G8, 
Page 297).   
 
As mentioned above, the Union Township Civic Center is also located at 4350 Aicholtz Road about 0.2-mile east of 
Eastgate Boulevard and the Aicholtz Connector’s east project terminus (see Attachment G8, Page 297).  This facility 
is home to the Union Township Trustees and Administrative offices, as well as the West Clermont School District 
Administrative offices, a U.S. Post Office, a branch of the Clermont Senior Services, six public meeting rooms, a 
gymnasium and amphitheater.   In addition to the Civic Center, there are several other public/community facilities 
located in the general project vicinity:  Mount Carmel Park, Christian Life Center, St. Veronica Elementary School, 
Summerside Methodist Church/Day Care Facility, Brantner Elementary School, Summerside Elementary School, and 
Eastgate Baptist Church.  All are located well outside the Aicholtz Connector study area and none will be impacted 
by the project (see Attachment G8, Page 297).   
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There are no hospitals, emergency health care providers, libraries, parks, or other public or community buildings or 
facilities are located in the immediate Aicholtz Connector project area (see Attachment G8, Page 297).   Utilities in 
the project area include electric, gas, water, sewer, telephone, and cable lines.  It is expected that private utilities will 
need to be relocated, but no utility relocation areas have been identified.  See Pages 13 and 36 for further utility 
discussion and commitments.  
  
Overall, the proposed project is expected to improve travel times and mobility through the Eastgate area by re-
establishing an east-west local road connection under I-275 on the south side of SR 32 and helping to reduce 
congestion on SR 32.  Regarding emergency services and access-related impacts or restrictions during construction of 
the project, a conceptual Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) plan has been developed for the project, and will be designed 
implemented to ensure appropriate access to the area, no interruption of emergency services, and minimal local 
traffic delays (see Pages 11 and 12 for further MOT discussion). 

Environmental Justice (Presidential Executive Order 12898) Yes No 
During Public Involvement activities, were Environmental Justice issues raised?   
Are any Environmental Justice populations located within the project area?   
Will the project result in any adversely high or disproportionate impacts to the population?   
   

Remarks: Field and literature reviews for Environmental Justice populations in the Aicholtz Connector study area were 
completed by ENTRAN in September/October 2009 and May 2011 (respectively).  Literature reviews consisted of a 
review of environmental justice data and mapping (see Attachment G7, Pages 292 to 296).  The photograph log from 
the field review is included in Attachment A9 (Pages 113 to 127) and a Community Impact Assessment Checklist was 
completed for the project area following the field and literature reviews (see Attachment G9, Pages 298 to 300).   
 
An assessment of potential Environmental Justice communities/impacts using the USEPA’s EJView website 
(http://epamap 14.epa.gov/ejmap/entry.html) was conducted by ENTRAN in May 2011.  According the EJView data 
(see Attachment G7, Pages 294 to 296), 3.4 percent of the population in Clermont County is minority, compared to 
approximately 2.7 percent in the project study area, and the percentage of low-income persons in Clermont County 
is 7.1 percent, compared to approximately 5.2 percent in the project study area.  The OKI regional averages are 9.4 
percent (poverty) and 15.4 percent (minority) (see Attachment G7, Page 296a).  The assessment concluded that the 
project area occurs in and adjacent to census blocks where environmental justice populations (minority and low 
income) are generally equal to or below the county averages.  Additionally, no environmental justice issues were 
raised through the public involvement process and no field observations were made indicating the presence of 
environmental justice communities.  Due to this, no adversely high or disproportionate impacts on low income or 
minority populations are anticipated for this project. 

Displacement of People, Businesses or Farms Yes No 
Will the proposed action displace people, businesses, or farms?   
          

Number of displacements: Residences: 2 Businesses: 0 Farms: 0 Institutions: 0  
          

   

Remarks: Based on aerial photo and field reviews of the Aicholtz Connector study area (see Attachments A8, A9 and A14, Pages 
112 to 127 and Pages 135 and 136), and review of preliminary project plans showing the Preferred Alternative 
alignment and construction limits (see Attachments B1 through B4, Pages 137 to 191), the Aicholtz Connector project 
is expected to displace two residences.   The acquisition of right-of-way and the relocation of residents will be 
conducted by the Clermont County TID in accordance with ODOT-Office of Real Estate procedures 
(http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/), Titles II and III of the Federal Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 (as amended), the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987, and 49 
CFR Part 24 (see Environmental Commitments, Page 36).  

 

 

 

 

http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
Per ORC 5511.01 and 23 CFR 771.111 (h)(2)(i) and (ii), every Federal action requires some level of public involvement, providing for early 
and continuous opportunities throughout the project development process.  The level of public involvement should be commensurate 
with the proposed action. 
 
Discuss what public involvement activities (letters to affected property owners and residents, meetings, special purpose meetings, 
newspaper articles, etc.) have occurred for this project. 
      

Were you inclusive of minority and low income people in your public involvement activities? Yes*  No   
* If YES, explain how.      

Were project notification letters sent for the proposed project? Yes  No**   
** If NO, explain why not.      

 If YES, what date were they sent? Date: Various - See Below  
      

Was a Public Involvement Meeting held for the project? Yes  No   
      

 If YES, what date was the meeting held? Date: Various - See Below  
*** If multiple meetings were held, state the 1st meeting date above and give the other meeting dates and explanations in the Remarks Section. 

Remarks: Eastern Corridor Tier 1 Public Meetings (2003-2004) 
 
Public Information Meetings for the Eastern Corridor Tier 1 EIS were held in 2003 and 2004 and included preliminary 
multimodal alternative concepts for the SR 32 corridor, the I-275/SR 32 interchange (CLE-275-10.15) and the local 
road network in the Eastgate area, including the Old SR 74/Aicholtz Road corridor.  These public meetings built upon 
previous public involvement efforts conducted during Eastern Corridor Land Use Vision Planning work (see 
Attachment G1, Page 283).   In May 2003, three public meetings were held presenting conceptual multimodal 
alternatives for six focus areas in the Eastern Corridor, including the Eastgate focus area.  In January/February 2004, 
three additional public meetings were held presenting refined multimodal alternatives.  Three highway alternatives 
for the Eastgate area were displayed, including conceptual plans for local road improvements, including 
improvements to Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road (see Attachment H1, Pages 337 to 341).   
   

CLE-275-10.15 Public Meeting (2007) 
 
On December 13, 2007, a Public Open House meeting was held to provide opportunity for interested persons to 
review and comment on the CLE-275-10.15 project.  At this meeting, exhibits were shown illustrating the CLE-275-
10.15 improvements, as well as other planned improvements to the adjacent local road network, including the 
Aicholtz Connector project (see Attachment H2, Page 342).    The meeting was held in the Union Township Civic 
Center.  Attendance at the public meeting was approximately 243 persons based on the sign-in list.  A total of 32 
written comments were submitted by the end of the December 27, 2007 comment period.  A summary of all 
comments received is presented in Attachment H2, Pages 343 to 349).  Several comments were made with regard to 
the Aicholtz Connector project (Comments 1, 2, 3, 16, 19, and 32; see Attachment H2, Pages 347 to 349).   
 
Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (October 2009) 
 
A Public Open House meeting was held on October 15, 2009 to provide interested persons the opportunity to become 
informed about, and comment on the proposed Aicholtz Connector project.  The meeting was held at the Union 
Township Civic Center from 5:30 to 7:30 PM.  Announcement of the meeting consisted of notification letters mailed 
to all residents and land owners in the project study area, a news release to local media, and a posting on the 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID) website (see Attachment H3, Pages 350 to 354).  
Information at the meeting was presented in a handout (see Attachment H3, Pages 355 and 356) and at various 
exhibit stations, including:  1) Project Background (Eastern Corridor and I-275/SR 32 information boards), 2) Project 
Description and Goals, 3) Project Study Area (roll-out table top map), 4) Environmental Resources and Existing 
Infrastructure, and 5) Project Schedule (see Attachment H3, Pages 357 to 362).  Photographs taken at the meeting are 
presented in Attachment H3 (Page 363).    
 
A total of approximately 90 people attended the meeting (based on sign-in) and 27 written comments were received 
through the public comment period which ended on October 29, 2009.  Overall, the public meeting comments 
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focused on:  1) features/issues in the project area (importance of Hall Run, Hall Run flooding, drainage issues), 2) 
project development/impact concerns (property impacts, alternative alignment south of Hall Run, Aicholtz Road 
overpass at I-275 instead of underpass, rail station at Ivy Pointe), and 3) various comments about other projects 
(mainly the adjacent CLE-275-10.15 interchange project).   Copies of the sign-in sheets, comment sheets, and 
comment sheet summaries are presented in Attachment H3 (Pages 364 to 439).    
 
In response to public comments for an alignment located south of Hall Run, a conceptual alternative (Alternative 3) 
was developed and presented at the December 2009 public meeting (see below).  Additionally, in response to public 
comments regarding Hall Run, flooding, and drainage problems, a fourth project goal was added (“protect the natural 
environment by preserving greenspace and managing stormwater”).  As discussed on Page 9, the four project goals 
adopted by the project team following the October 15, 2009 public meeting included the following, which were used 
as a basis for developing conceptual alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector project: 
 

 Improve access and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area 
 Consider future development opportunities 
 Plan for future rail transit/pedestrian access/facilities 
 Protect greenspace/stormwater management 

 
Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (December 2009) 
 
A second Public Open House meeting for the Aicholtz Connector was held on December 9, 2009 to provide interested 
persons the opportunity to review and comment on conceptual alternatives and other project information developed 
after the October 15, 2009 public meeting.  The meeting was held at the Union Township Civic Center from 5:00 to 
7:00 PM.  Announcement of the meeting consisted of notification letters mailed to residents and land owners in the 
project study area and previous meeting attendees, a news release to local media, and a posting on the Clermont 
County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID) website (see Attachment H4, Pages 440 to 444).  
 
Information at the meeting was presented in a handout (see Attachment H4, Pages 445 and 446) and at various 
exhibit stations, including:  1) Project Background (Eastern Corridor and I-275/SR 32 information boards), 2) Updated 
Project Description and Goals, 3) October 2009 Public Meeting Summary and Disposition of Comments, 4) Preliminary 
Alternatives (Alternatives 1/1a, 2/2a and 3/3a); 5) Alternative Concepts Eliminated from Consideration (the Aicholtz 
Road Overpass of I-275 Concept), 6) Environmental Resources and Existing Infrastructure, 7) Green Infrastructure, and 
8) Updated Project Schedule (see Attachment H4, Pages 447 to 458).   Photographs taken at the meeting are 
presented in Attachment H4 (Page 459).    
   
Approximately 92 people attended the meeting (based on sign-in) and 21 written comments were received through 
the public comment period which ended December 23, 2009.  Overall, comments received from the second open 
house focused on:  1) support for or opposition to specific alternatives presented at the meeting - mainly with regard 
to residential property impacts, 2) impacts on personal property (such as relocation, property values and 
compensation), and 3) issues related to other transportation projects.  Copies of the sign-in sheets, comment sheets, 
and comment sheet summaries are presented in Attachment H4 (Pages 460 to 501).   
 
Following the December 9, 2009 public meeting, a fifth project goal was established in response to public comments 
regarding specific alternatives and residential property impacts (“maximize use of existing right-of-way”; see Page 10).  
Considering the five project goals and public meeting comments, Aicholtz Connector roadway Alternative 2 was also 
modified to more closely follow existing Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road and utilize more existing right-of-way 
to reduce costs and residential property impacts in consideration of the fifth project goal. Additionally, a preliminary 
project review by the Ohio Department of Transportation resulted in the addition of a fourth Aicholtz Connector 
roadway alternative.  This alternative (identified as Alternative 4) was similar in location to the Aicholtz Road overpass 
concept presented at the December 9, 2009 public meeting, but involved an I-275 underpass instead of an overpass 
(i.e. construct I-275 bridges over Aicholtz Connector Alternative 4 at a location approximately 300 feet south of 
existing Aicholtz Road and Alternatives 1, 2 and 3).  The purpose for developing and evaluating this alternative was to 
confirm the most appropriate location for the I-275 bridges over the Aicholtz Connector, since Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 
each crossed under I-275 at one location – existing Aicholtz Road. 



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

County CLE Route CR 3   Section Aicholtz Connector PID 82553 SJN 487815 

 

This is page 33 of 37, which is part of : Categorical Exclusion, Level 2                   Date: July 15, 2011 

 
Form version: 7/12/2010    

COMMUNITY IMPACTS 

CLE-275-10.15 Noise Barrier Public Meeting (April 2010) 
 
Following completion of the CLE-275-10.15 Final Noise Analysis, a public involvement meeting was held on April 27, 
2010 at the Union Township Civic Center to solicit public comments, opinions, and preferences of affected residents 
with regard to the recommended construction of three new noise abatement barriers and the reconstruction of one 
existing noise abatement barrier in the Eastgate area.  As discussed on Page 24 of this CE document, one of these 
proposed noise barriers (Noise Barrier “C”) was located along eastbound SR 32 and the I-275/SR 32 interchange ramp 
from eastbound SR 32 to southbound I-275 (adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector study area; see Attachment H5, Page 
502).  Residents located along Old SR 74, Rust Lane, and Aicholtz Road were invited to attend the meeting and 
provide comments on the potential construction of this barrier.  At the public meeting, aerial photograph exhibits 
were displayed illustrating the CLE-275-10.15 noise impacts, location of Noise Barrier C, and Aicholtz Connector 
roadway alternatives that were under study at that time (see Attachment H5, Pages 502 and 503).   Information was 
provided at the meeting stating that the construction of Noise Barrier C was dependent upon the ultimate location of 
the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative.  Three comments were received from residents located in the Aicholtz 
Connector study area in the vicinity of Noise Barrier C, and all were in favor of its construction (see Attachment H5, 
Pages 504 to 514).   See Page 24 and Attachment F3 (Pages 269 to 282) of this CE for further discussion of the Noise 
Impact Analysis for the Aicholtz Connector, and the final ODOT decision regarding the construction of Noise Barrier C 
for the CLE-275-10.15 project.    
 
Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (February 2011) 
 
The third (and final) Public Open House Meeting for the Aicholtz Connector project was held on February 16, 2011 to 
provide the public an opportunity to review and comment on the preliminary Preferred Alternative and other project 
information developed since the December 9, 2009 public meeting. The meeting was held at the Union Township 
Civic Center from 5:00 to 7:00 PM.  Announcement of the meeting consisted of notification letters mailed to residents 
and land owners in the project study area and previous meeting attendees, a news release to local media, and a 
posting on the Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID) website (see Attachment H6, Pages 515 
to 519).  
 
Information was presented in a handout (see Attachment H6, Pages 520 and 521) at various exhibit stations, 
including:  1) Project Status, Previous Public Meeting Summaries, Eastern Corridor Plan, and Planned Improvements in 
the Eastgate Area, 2) Existing and Planned Infrastructure and Environmental Features, 3) Proposed Alternatives, 
Preliminary Preferred Alternative, and Preliminary Impact Matrix, 4) Green Infrastructure, and 5) Project Schedule 
(see Attachment H6, Pages 522 to 533).  Photographs taken at the meeting are presented in Attachment H4 (Page 
534).    

 
Approximately 97 people attended the meeting based on sign-in.  Fourteen (14) comment sheets were submitted at 
the meeting and an additional six (6) comments were received through the public comment period which ended 
March 2, 2011.  Overall, comments received from the third open house focused on:  1) Preferred Alternative support, 
impact concerns, suggestions for alignment modifications, 2) concerns about a (false) rumor that Forest Trail was to 
be permanently closed at Old SR 74, and 3) various property and right-of-way acquisition-related 
questions/comments.  Copies of the sign-in sheet, comment sheets, and comment sheet summaries are presented in 
Attachment H6 (Pages 535 to 573). 
 
Public Notification Prior to Construction 
 
To ensure that the public is notified of construction activities, the following plan note will be added to the final 
design plans (see Page 12 and Environmental Commitments, Page 36):  “The Contractor will advise the Project 
Engineer a minimum of fourteen (14) days prior to the following:  the start of construction activities, lane closures, 
and or road closures.  The Project Engineer will forward this information to the Clermont County TID.  The Clermont 
County TID will, in turn, notify the public, the local emergency services, affected schools and businesses, and any other 
impacted local public agency of any of the above mentioned items, via media sources”. 
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Public Controversy on Environmental Grounds      
      

Will the project involve substantial controversy concerning community and/or natural resource Yes  No   
impacts?      
Remarks: This project does not involve any substantial controversy concerning community and/or natural resource impacts, 

and no substantial controversy was brought up during the public involvement meetings held for this project (see 
discussion above and Attachments H3, H4 and H6, Pages 350 to 573). 

 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS & REGULATED SUBSTANCES 

Documentation Yes No Concurrence Date 
Environmental Site Assessment Screening/Checklist   Various (see below) 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment   Various (see below) 

Phase II Environmental Site Assessment   Various (see below) 

Design for Remediation   NA 
    

Remarks: Previous CLE-275-10.15 ESA Studies Relevant to the Aicholtz Connector 
 
Studies for hazardous materials were conducted in 2004 by H.C. Nutting for the CLE-275-10.15 project in a portion of 
the Aicholtz Connector study area.  An Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) Screening and a Phase I ESA were 
conducted in June and October 2004, respectively, and were approved by ODOT-OES on July 28, 2004, and November 
27, 2004, respectively (see Attachment I1, Pages 574 to 597).  As a result of these studies, 13 properties were initially 
recommended to be advanced to Phase II ESA, three of which are located in the Aicholtz Connector study area:   
 

 LineX (4414 Aicholtz Road) 
 True Quality Collision (4425 Aicholtz Road) 
 Midas Muffler (620 Rust Lane)   

 
Due to minor design modifications to the CLE-275-10.15 Preferred Alternative, an ESA Screening Addendum was 
completed by ENTRAN in February 2007 and approved by ODOT-OES on March 21, 2007.  In the March 21, 2007 IOC, 
ODOT-OES recommended that one additional site in the Aicholtz Connector study area be advanced for a Phase I ESA 
(see Attachment I2, Page 598): 
 

 Mechanics Plus Auto Repair (539 Old SR 74)  
 
Due to further changes in the CLE-275-10.15 Preferred Alternative, ODOT-OES issued an IOC on January 3, 2008 
recommending eight sites be advanced for further Phase II ESA study if impacted by the CLE-275-10.15 project (see 
Attachment I3, Page 599).  Only two of these eight sites are located in the Aicholtz Connector study area:  
 

 Sunoco Gas Station (4514 Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road) 
 Midas Muffler (620 Rust Lane) 

 
In January 2008, ENTRAN completed a Phase I ESA on the Mechanics Plus Auto Repair property (539 Old SR 74) (see 
Attachment A14, Page 135) and concluded no further Phase II study was warranted.  In an IOC dated February 12, 2008, 
ODOT concurred with this finding, but stated that if right-of-way is required from this site, then additional 
environmental site assessment may be necessary (see Attachment I3, Page 600). 
 
In September 2008, a Phase II ESA was completed by Burgess and Niple for the eight sites recommended in ODOT’s 
January 3, 2008 IOC (for the CLE-275-10.15 project), including the Midas Muffler property (620 Rust Lane) and the 
Sunoco Gas Station property (4514 Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road), both of which are located in the Aicholtz Connector 
study area (see Attachment A14, Page 135).  ODOT reviewed the Phase II ESA report and no further study/action was 
recommended for the Midas Muffler property, but recommended a plan note for Petroleum Contaminated Soil (PCS) be 
developed for the Sunoco Gas Station and included in the final CLE-275-10.15 design plans (see Attachment I4, Page 
601).   



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

County CLE Route CR 3   Section Aicholtz Connector PID 82553 SJN 487815 

 

This is page 35 of 37, which is part of : Categorical Exclusion, Level 2                   Date: July 15, 2011 

 
Form version: 7/12/2010    

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS & REGULATED SUBSTANCES 

Aicholtz Connector ESA Studies 
 
In February 2010, ENTRAN completed an ESA Screening for the entire Aicholtz Connector study area.  This ESA Screening 
summarized all of the previous ESA studies conducted for the CLE-275-10.15 and Aicholtz Connector projects, and 
evaluated all other properties in the study area not previously studied/cleared.   The ESA Screening recommended 
environmental site assessments for the following properties:        
 

 Sunoco Gas Station (4514 Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road) – Phase II ESA Completed in 2008 (see above). 
 Midas Muffler (550 Old SR 74) – Phase II ESA Completed in 2008 (see above). 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 Kroger Grocery Store/Gas Station (550 Old SR 74) – Phase II ESA recommended (if impacted). 
 Mechanics Plus Auto Body (539 Old SR 74) – Additional (Phase II) ESA recommended (if impacted). 
 True Quality Collision (4425 Aicholtz Road) – Phase II ESA recommended (if impacted). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 CarStar Autobody Collision Repair Shop (580 Old SR 74) – Phase I ESA recommended.  
 Shultz Property (4499 Aicholtz Road) – Phase I ESA recommended. 

 
ODOT reviewed this ESA Screening and in an IOC dated April 6, 2010 concurred with its findings (see Attachment I6, 
Page 603). 
 
In May 2011, ENTRAN completed a Phase I ESA on the CarStar Autobody Collision Repair Shop and the Shultz Property 
due to their location adjacent to the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative.   The Phase I study concluded that 
neither property was a hazardous materials concern, that contaminated soils are not expected to be encountered 
within the construction limits of the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative, and no further Phase II study is 
warranted.  ODOT reviewed this Phase I ESA and in an IOC dated June 3, 2011 concurred with its findings (see 
Attachment I7, Page 604).  The IOC also stated that no Phase II  ESA is required for the True Quality Collision (4425 
Aicholtz Road) under the current (Preferred Alternative) impact scenario (see Attachment A14, Page 136).   
 
Status of Recommended Phase II ESA’s in Aicholtz Connector Study Area 
 
Previous environmental site assessments conducted for the CLE-275-10.15 and Aicholtz Connector projects concluded 
that Phase II ESA’s are warranted on the following properties should they be impacted by the Aicholtz Connector 
Preferred Alternative (see Attachment A14, Pages 135 and 136): 
 

 Kroger Grocery Store/Gas Station (550 Old SR 74) 
 Mechanics Plus Auto Body (539 Old SR 74)  
 True Quality Collision (4425 Aicholtz Road)  (Phase II ESA required if the current impact scenario changes 

during detailed design of the Preferred Alternative) 
 
At the present time, the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative (see Attachment A13, Page 134 and Attachment A14, 
Pages 135 and 136) is not expected to require any right-of-way from Kroger or Mechanics Plus and only strip right-of-
way from True Quality Collision.  If the impact status of any of these three properties should change due to design 
modifications to the Preferred Alternative, Phase II ESA’s will be conducted and coordinated with Clermont County and 
ODOT (see Environmental Commitments on Page 37). 

 

PERMITS 
           

OES/Agency Permit Determination (PD) Required  Not Required  Complete? Yes  No   
           

Army Corp of Engineers (404/Section 10 Permit) Required Not Required Approval Date Expiration Date 
Individual (IP)   NA NA 

Regional General Permit (RGP)   NA NA 

Nationwide (NWP)                  No(s). 14    NA NA 
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PERMITS 
Pre-Construction Notification (PCN)   NA NA 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) Required Not Required Approval Date Expiration Date 
Level 1 Review – General Isolated Wetland Permit   NA NA 

Level 2 Review – Individual Isolated Wetland Permit   NA NA 

Level 3 Review – Individual Isolated Wetland Permit   NA NA 

401 Water Quality Classification (WQC)   NA NA 

NPDES Construction Storm Water Permit     

Other Permits Required Not Required Approval Date Expiration Date 
U.S. Coast Guard Section 9 Bridge Permit   NA NA 

Wetland and/or Stream Mitigation   NA NA 

Flood Plain Permit   NA NA 
     

Remarks: The Preferred Alternative does not impact any flood plains or wetlands (see Pages 15, 16 and 19), but will impact 
approximately 200 feet of surface stream at two crossing locations (see Page 14 and Attachment A14, Pages 135 and 
136).  As a result, no flood plain permit will be required, but a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Nationwide 
Permit will be required.  If the surface stream impacts below Ordinary High Water (OHW) total more than 0.10 acre, 
then a Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) and mitigation will be required.   All necessary permit applications and 
mitigation plans will be completed during detailed design by the Clermont County TID once final stream impacts are 
determined.  The project will also require a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and an NPDES Storm 
Water Permit.  All regulations and conditions associated with the required NPDES permit shall require the 
Contractor’s full compliance (see Environmental Commitments on Page 37). 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS MADE AND RESOURCES TO BE AVOIDED 

Maintenance of Traffic/Public Notifications 
 
To ensure that the public is notified of construction activities, the following plan note will be added to the final design plans:  “The 
Contractor will advise the Project Engineer a minimum of fourteen (14) days prior to the following:  the start of construction 
activities, lane closures, and or road closures.  The Project Engineer will forward this information to the Clermont County TID.  The 
Clermont County TID will, in turn, notify the public, the local emergency services, affected schools and businesses, and any other 
impacted local public agency of any of the above mentioned items, via media sources” (see Pages 12, 26 and 33). 
 
Utilities  
 

Utility relocations are anticipated, and the following note will be added to the final design plans:  “All utility relocations shall be 
coordinated between the Contractor and the utility owners in such a way as to avoid and/or minimize any inconvenience to 
potentially affected customers.  All utility relocations not included in this contract shall be ongoing throughout the construction 
period.  Upon the contract award, the coordination of all necessary relocations with the utilities shall become the responsibility of 
the Contractor” (see Page 13). 
 
Community Impacts: Displacement of Residences 
 
The acquisition of right-of-way and the relocation of residents will be conducted by the Clermont County TID in accordance with 
ODOT-Office of Real Estate procedures (http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/), Titles II and III of the Federal Uniform Relocation and 
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (as amended), the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 
1987, and 49 CFR Part 24 (see Pages 13 and 30). 
 
Hazardous Materials/ Phase II ESA’s 
 
Previous environmental site assessments conducted for the CLE-275-10.15 and Aicholtz Connector projects concluded that Phase II 
ESA’s are warranted on the following properties should they be impacted by the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative: 
 

http://www.dot.state.oh.us/real/
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Project Location Map 



Project Location

CLERMONT COUNTY

NORTH

7,0000 FEET Attachment A1
Project Location

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553

Clermont County, OhioJULY 2011
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Eastern Corridor Tier I Recommended Plan 
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The Eastern Corridor Tier 1 work evaluated rail transit 
alternatives and recommended preservation of a corridor 
for the Wasson Line (the solid yellow line in the exhibit 
below) for future rail transit.  In the Eastgate area, this line 
is located in the Aicholtz Road corridor with a proposed 
station at the Union Township Civic Center.  

EASTERN CORRIDOR MULTI MODAL PLANA  C

C  C  T  I  D
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ATTACHMENT A3 
 

Eastgate Area Planned Improvements 



MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDMOUNT AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS IN THE EASTGATE AREA

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with 
ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 Interchange project and other local 
road network projects to improve travel efficiency, 
safety, and access in the Eastgate area.  
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2030 Regional Transportation PlanOhio ● Kentucky ● Indiana Regional Council of Governments 8-15

2030 Plan

212 Bobmeyer 
Road

Bobmeyer Road 
to Bypass SR 4

Extend Bobmeyer Road to 
Bypass SR 4 (airport) 3.5

230 Cincinnati-
Dayton Road

West Chester 
Road to I-75 Widen to three lanes 7.0

266 Grand 
Boulevard

Grand Boulevard 
to Peck Boulevard

Four-lane extension of 
Grand Boulevard and 
railroad overpass

23.4

240 Oxford State 
Road

Spurlino Way to 
SR 4

Reconstruction and 
widening 21.7

202 S. Gilmore 
Road Resor to Mack Add southbound lane 2.3

258
Washington 
Boulevard 
Extension

Extend 
Washington 
Boulevard in 
Hamilton, across 
Great Miami to 
US 127

New extension 19.4

222 Wayne-
Madison Road SR 4 to SR 73 Add two lanes and railroad 

grade separator 29.3

207 SR 4 Liberty Fairfield 
Intersection Capacity improvements 5.9

217 SR 4 Bypass SR 4 to Symmes 
Road Widen to four lanes 9.4

218 SR 4 Bypass Symmes to 
Hamilton Mason Widen to four or six lanes 10.5

233 SR 4 Bypass Hamilton-Mason 
to SR 4 North

Widen to four lanes 16.0

250 SR 747
Princeton Road 
to SR 4 (north 
junction)

Widen to five lanes 23.5

220 US 27 SR 129 
intersections

Improve both US 27/SR 129 
intersections 4.7

254 US 27 Millville area Bypass west of Millville 31.4

255 US 27 Ross to Millville Widen to four lanes 23.4

256 US 27 Millville to 
Stillwell Beckett Widen to three lanes 9.4

Clermont County

TIP Committed Funding

82553 433 Aicholtz Road 
Connector

Mt. Carmel-
Tobasco to 
Eastgate 
Boulevard

Widen existing Aicholtz/Rust 
Lane to three lanes 0.5

Project 
ID

Plan 
ID Facility Location Description

$ Cost 
(M) 

(YOE)
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2030 Regional Transportation PlanOhio ● Kentucky ● Indiana Regional Council of Governments8-16

82552 402 Aicholtz Road 
Extension

Glen Este-
Withamsville 
Road to Bach-
Buxton Road

New five-lane roadway 0.5

82554 403 Aicholtz Road 
Widening

Eastgate 
Boulevard to Glen 
Este-Withamsville

Widen to five lanes 0.5

82581 401
Amelia-
Olive Branch 
Relocation

Clough Pike to 
Olive Branch-
Stonelick Road at 
SR 32

New three-lane connector 
and ramp improvements 5.2

82561 441 Heitman Lane 
Extension

Olive Branch-
Stonelick to 
east terminus of 
Heitman Lane

Widen to three lanes 0.4

82582 442 Old SR 74

Olive Branch-
Stonelick Road 
to Armstrong 
Boulevard

Widening to three lanes 
with four foot paved 
shoulders and curb and 
gutter

0.2

82557 404 Old SR 74-
Phase 1

Eastgate Blvd. 
to Bach-Buxton 
North

Add one lane 0.5

82558 Tina Drive 
Extension

Old SR 74 to Tina 
Drive

New two-lane connector 
with turn lanes at Old SR 74 
intersection

2.1

82589 414
SR 32-
DeLaPalma/
McKeever

McKeever and 
DeLaPalma 
Intersection at 
SR 32

Access management with 
potential grade separations 1.0

82586 446 SR 32-
Frontage Road

Bauer Road to 
Half Acre Road

New three-lane frontage 
road with additional turn 
lanes at major intersections

1.0

76289 IR 275

Approximately 
1.5 miles north 
of SR 32 to 1.0 
miles south of 
SR 32, including 
portions of SR 32

Reconstruct interchange 
with SR 32 97.4

82563 SR 28
Branch-Hill 
Guinea Pike to 
SR 48

Add one lane 0.8

Project 
ID

Plan 
ID Facility Location Description

$ Cost 
(M) 

(YOE)

82555

Eastgate North 
Frontage Road 
(aka Eastgate 
Drive North)

Eastgate 
Boulevard to 
Jackson Square 
Drive

Relocate existing from 
Eastgate Boulevard to 
Jackson Square with three 
lane section. Part of PID 
76289

5.9*
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2030 Regional Transportation PlanOhio ● Kentucky ● Indiana Regional Council of Governments 8-17

82140 SR 28

From 0.44 miles 
west of IR 
275 to IR 275 
southbound exit 
ramp

Construct a five lane 
roadway (three lane 
existing) with a four-foot 
sidewalk on one side

3.0

79111 SR 28 
Business

SR 28 to Cook 
Road

Widen to four through 
lanes with turn lanes at 
signalized intersections and 
landscaped median

7.6

22970-2 438
SR 32/Bach-
Buxton 
Interchange

Elick Lane to Old 
SR 74

Extend five lane Bach-
Buxton extension with SR 
32 interchange

2.0

22970-1 440

SR 32/
Glen Este-
Withamsville 
Overpass

Glen Este-
Withamsville 
Road

New Glen Este-Withamsville 
overpass 0.5

82588 417 SR 32-Batavia 
Interchange

SR 32 
interchange in 
Village of Batavia

Convert existing half 
interchange to full 0.5

82587 445 SR 32-Harold 
Road

1000’ west of 
existing Herold 
Road intersection 
on SR 32

New interchange 0.8

75303 SR 125
SR 125 and 
Amelia-Olive 
Branch Road

Intersection improvement/
park-and-ride construction 4.7

2030 Plan

82553 433 Aicholtz Road 
Connector

Mt. Carmel-
Tobasco to 
Eastgate 
Boulevard

Reconnect Aicholtz Road 
under I-275 to Mt. Carmel-
Tobasco Road

10.4*

82552 402 Aicholtz Road 
Extension

Glenn Este-
Withamsville 
Road to Bach-
Buxton Road

New connection between 
Glenn Este-Withamsville 
Road and Bach-Buxton 
Road

12.9*

82554 403 Aicholtz Road 
Widening

Eastgate 
Boulevard to Glen 
Este-Withamsville 
Road

Widen to five lanes with 
sidewalks 7.6*

82581 401
Amelia-
Olive Branch 
Relocation

Clough Pike to 
Olive Branch-
Stonelick Road at 
SR 32

New connector from 
Olive-Branch Stonelick 
Interchange to Clough Pike 
with sidewalks

5.1*

447 Business 28-
Phase 2

Cook Road to SR 
28 East Junction

Widening to five lanes 
with curb and gutter and 
sidewalks

7.0

Project 
ID

Plan 
ID Facility Location Description

$ Cost 
(M) 

(YOE)
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ATTACHMENT A5 
 

CCTID 2011 RTIP 



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS PID NO. PE/EIS R/W Utilities Construction Total Cost Const Yr. Status

Intelligent Transportation System  (ITS) Phase 1/2 90100 250,000$ -$ 2,710,000$ 2,960,000$ 2011/2013 Funded

EASTERN CORRIDOR
Segment IVa Tier 2 PE/EIS 82370 2,647,500$ TBD TBD 2,647,500$ TBD PE/EIS
Glen Este-Withamsville Overpass 82370 600,000$ 2,000,000$ 6,000,000$ 8,600,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Bach-Buxton Interchange 82370 2,000,000$ 5,000,000$ 38,000,000$ 45,000,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Oasis Rail Corridor Tier 2 PE/EIS 86463 250,000$ TBD TBD 250,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Aicholtz Road Extension 82552 500,000$ 8,000,000$ 4,500,000$ 13,000,000$ TBD
Old SR 74 - Phase 1 (Eastgate to Bach-Buxton) 82557 750,000$ 2,000,000$ 6,750,000$ 9,500,000$ TBD
Old SR 74 Extension to OBS 82561 400,000$ 1,250,000$ 4,700,000$ 6,350,000$ TBD PE/EIS

Eastgate Local Network Improvements
Eastgate North Frontage Road 82555 350,000$ 2,000,000$ 2,600,000$ 4,950,000$ 2012 Funded
Tina Drive Extension 82558 325,000$ 600,000$ 1,600,000$ 2,525,000$ 2012 Funded
Aicholtz Connector/Re-Establishment 82553 520,000$ 4,000,000$ 5,500,000$ 10,020,000$ 2013 PE/EIS
Aicholtz Road Widening 82554 750,000$ 5,000,000$ 6,250,000$ 12,000,000$ TBD
Clough Pike Widening 84731 685,000$ 1,500,000$ 6,208,000$ 8,393,000$ 2013 Funded
Eastgate South Improvements 82559 200,000$ 300,000$ 2,000,000$ 2,500,000$ TBD

SR 32 CORRIDOR WEST
Ivy Pointe Blvd Ext to Aicholtz Rd. 90110 150,000$ 300,000$ 1,750,000$ 2,200,000$ 2013 PE/EIS
Laurel Drive Emergency Culvert Replacement 90130 -$ -$ 150,000$ 150,000$ 2011 Funded
Glen Este-Withamsville at Aicholtz Improvements 90140 -$ -$ 750,000$ 750,000$ 2011 Funded
Old 74 Widening OBS Ext to Armstrong Blvd. 82582 350,000$ 650,000$ 3,750,000$ 4,750,000$ 2013 Funded
Amelia-Olive Branch Relocation 82581 300,000$ 150,000$ 4,000,000$ 4,450,000$ TBD PE/EIS

SR 32 CORRIDOR EAST
SR 32 Frontage Road - Bauer to Half Acre 82586 1,000,000$ 1,000,000$ 10,000,000$ 12,000,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Bauer/Herold Rd. Interchange 82587 1,200,000$ 1,780,000$  $       13,377,000 16,357,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Batavia Rd. Interchange 82588 1,120,000$ 1,447,000$  $       12,594,400 15,161,400$ TBD PE/EIS
McKeever/Dela Palma 82589 1,130,000$ 1,319,000$  $       12,612,600 15,061,600$ TBD PE/EIS
Bauer/SR 32 Intersection 82590 500,000$ 500,000$ 6,000,000$ 7,000,000$ TBD PE/EIS
Afton Intermodal Development TBD 204,800$ 255,000$ 1,890,200$ 2,350,000$ TBD

SR 28 CORRIDOR
Business 28 - Phase 1 79111 1,100,000$ 2,460,000$ 6,620,745$ 10,180,745$ 2011 Funded
Wolfpen - Pleasant Hill Improvements 82139 842,000$ 720,000$ 2,630,000$ 4,192,000$ 2011 Funded
SR 28 Improvements - I-275 to Castleberry 82140 580,000$ 600,000$ 2,000,000$ 3,180,000$ 2011 Funded
Business 28 - Phase 2 TBD 500,000$ 1,500,000$ 4,000,000$ 6,000,000$ TBD
SR 28 Improvements (BHG Rd to Goshen Rd) 82563 750,000$ 750,000$ 7,500,000$ 9,000,000$ TBD PE/EIS
SR 28 /BHG Intersection Improvements 90060 214,000$ 500,000$ 2,000,000$ 2,714,000$ 2012 Funded
I-275/SR 28 WB/SB Loop Ramp 83537 ODOT ODOT -$ -$ 2013 Funded

SR 131 CORRIDOR
SR 131 at McCormick Trail Widening 90010 CCEO $68,960 250,000$ 318,960$ TBD Funded
US50/SR131/Milford Parkway/Chamber Drive 90070 90,000$ PE/EIS
US50/SR131/Milford Parkway Intersection 89291 210,000$ 150,000$ 1,800,000$ 2,160,000$ 2013 Funded

US 50 CORRIDOR
Stonelick-Williams Corner Covered Bridge 83661 123,000$ -$ 1,135,000$ 1,258,000$ 2012 Funded
US 50 - SR 450/Eastman Intersection - Phase I 90080 36,450$ - 38,000$ 74,450$ 2011 Funded
US 50 - SR 450/Eastman to Techne Center - II/III 90080 100,000$ 100,000$ 1,800,000$ 2,000,000$ TBD PE/EIS
SR 450/Union Gateway 90040 194,200$ -$ 3,150,700$ 3,344,900$ TBD PE/EIS

Program Management Task Orders
Environmental Services 82577 355,800$ 355,800$
Integrated Traffic Modeling and Simulation 82578 80,000$ 80,000$
Eastern Corridor TDM Enhancements 90090 245,000$ 245,000$
Real Estate and ROW Acquisition 82579 600,000$ 600,000$
Geotech Services 82580 200,000$ 200,000$
Surveying Services 90050 200,000$ 200,000$
Environmental Engineering 90120 100,000$ 100,000$

Total 22,102,750$ 46,499,960$ 186,616,645$ 255,129,355$

Clermont County TID Regional Transportation Improvement Program - July 2011   
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program ‐ February 2007    

 

 

  2 of 10
   

Project Descriptions 
 
I-275/SR 32 INTERCHANGE 
Transportation System Management Improvements  
(Eastgate Area Local Network) 
 
The following projects are being initiated through the Clermont County Transportation 
Improvement District to provide for (a) maintenance of traffic during construction of the 
TRAC Tier I Project Upgrade to IR275-SR32 Interchange project, CLE-275-10.40 (PID Nos. 
22972 and 76289), (b) access to and from the commercial and residential districts, and (c) 
transportation system management actions (TSM) for improvement of the local road network 
in the Eastgate area in support of the Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal Transportation Projects 
Tier 2 (PID NO. 22970).  CCTID projects include PE/EIS and related activities to further 
develop these projects consistent with appropriate PDP requirements: 
 
Aicholtz Road Extension 

 
Project Description: A new road network connection will be created via the 
extension of Aicholtz Road from the existing intersection of Glen Este–Withamsville 
Road and the Glen Este High School entrance to Bach-Buxton Road.  The project 
involves improvements to approximately 6300 lineal feet of roadway with right-of-
way needs varying from seventy (70) to one hundred (100) feet in width.  Typical 
roadway sections include the installation of curb and gutter storm drainage, two 
through lanes with a center turn lane as needed, landscaped medians, lighting, 
potential bike/pedestrian paths, and traffic signals at the new Glen Este–
Withamsville Road/Aicholtz Road/High School, Aicholtz/Glen Este-Withamsville/High 
School Campus Entrance, and the Aicholtz Road/Bach-Buxton Road intersections. 
 

- PDP process: Minor 
- NEPA process: CE 
- Project Management: CCTID 
- Contract Administration: CCTID 
- Estimated Cost: $11,000,000 
- Construction Year: 2009 

 
Aicholtz Road Connector 

 
Project Description: A new local network connection will be accommodated with 
the construction of underpass structures on I-275, as a part of the I-275/SR 32 
Interchange project that will facilitate re-connection of Aicholtz Road under I-275.  
The project will begin five hundred feet east of Mt. Carmel-Tabasco Road on Old SR 
74 and continue east for approximately four thousand (4000) feet to Eastgate 
Boulevard.  The project will include the addition of curb and gutter storm drainage, 
four (4) foot paved shoulders, street lighting, and landscaped medians where 
applicable.  The project will require right-of-way widths varying from sixty (60) to 
seventy (70) feet and is a critical maintenance of traffic element for the I-275/SR 32 
Interchange project. 
 

- PDP process: Minor 
- NEPA process: CE 
- Project Management: CCTID 
- Contract Administration: CCTID 
- Estimated Cost: $6,000,000 
- Construction Year: 2011 
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ATTACHMENT A6 
 

ODOT Certified Traffic 
CLE-275-10.15 Crash Data (from Level 4 CE) 
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Red Flag Summary 
AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR 
CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 

October 5, 2009 

Form Date: January 2007 Page 1 of 23
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Red Flag Summary 
AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR 
CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 

October 5, 2009 

Form Date: January 2007 Page 2 of 23

Note
This form is a modified version of the Ohio Department of Transportation Red Flag Form dated January 2007. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Project Name (County, Route, Section): CLE-CR 3-0.00  PID: 82553 
Date Red Flag Summary Completed: 10/5/2009 Prepared By: ENTRAN 
City, Township or Village Name(s): Union Township Project Manager: Deborah Osborne 

Project Description: 
The Aicholtz Connector will provide a new transportation connection from Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road at Old State 
Route 74 to Eastgate Boulevard in Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio. Project right-of-way width will address 
highway, rail transit, and pedestrian facilities consistent with the 2006 Eastern Corridor Tier 1 Record of Decision related 
to Transportation System Management actions and preservation of the Wasson Rail Transit Corridor. Addition of curb 
and gutter storm drainage, paved shoulders, and street lighting and landscaping will be provided where applicable.

Project Limits/General Location: 
Project limits begin just west of Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road at Old State Route 74 and extend east approximately 7,000 
feet to Eastgate Boulevard. Preservation of the Wasson Rail Transit Corridor extends an additional 2,000 feet east to a 
planned future transit station at the Union Township Civic Center (consistent with the Eastern Corridor 2006 Tier 1 
Record of Decision). The study corridor primarily follows existing Old State Route 74/Aicholtz Road alignment with a 
new connection under I-275.

GENERAL PROJECT PLANNING INFORMATION 

Structures: 
Bridge Number  T2549-1.30   Structure File Number      
Bridge Number                 Structure File Number      
Bridge Number                 Structure File Number      

Project Sponsor:   CCTID
Is local legislation required?  Yes  No 
Is FHWA oversight required?  Yes  No   Possible 
Is project location on congestion/safety list?  Yes  No

Estimated Cost:   $5,500,000

Funding Source(s): 
 Federal 
 State 
 Local   CCTID
 Private      

Are funding splits required?  Yes  No 
 Specify:      

Anticipated quarter and Fiscal Year of project award: 
 2013 3rd Quarter

Problem identified by (indicate document date):
 District Work Plan       
 Congestion Study       
 Safety Study         
 Major New         
 MPO TIP      2008
 MPO LRP          
 Access Ohio          
 Hot Spot Location       
 HSP Location         
 Other           

ATTACHMENT A7 
Page 54



Red Flag Summary 
AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR 
CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 

October 5, 2009 

Form Date: January 2007 Page 3 of 23

GENERAL PROJECT PLANNING INFORMATION 
Are there any other projects in the area (ODOT, local or utility) that might conflict with the project (e.g., a local project 
on the proposed detour route for the ODOT project, a resurfacing project a year after a pavement marking project)?  

 Yes  No  Specify.   CLE-275-10.15; Eastern Corridor Multimodal Projects - This project is being coordinated 
 with ODOT’s planned improvement of the I-275/SR 32 interchange and planned multimodal improvements associated 
 with the Eastern Corridor, including preservation of a future rail transit corridor that extends to the Union Township 
 Civic Center. 

Are there growth or land use changes in the area surrounding the project that could have an impact on project scope? 
  Yes  No    Specify. A recent market study conducted for the Eastgate area (December 2007) identified future 
development opportunities and an Ivy Point Village concept (mixed use) along Aicholtz Road within the project area.   

Are there any known public involvement issues?   Yes  No  Specify. A public open house will be held October 15, 
2009 to identify potential issues. 

Briefly describe the Purpose and Need (Must be a separate document for Major Projects): 

The Aicholtz Connector project is listed in the Clermont County Transportation Improvement District’s (CCTID’s) 
Regional Transportation Plan as a Group 1 Transportation System Management (TSM) project for the I-275/SR 32 
Interchange area.  The purpose of the Group 1 projects (including the Aicholtz Connector) is to improve traffic flow and 
access to and from the Eastgate commercial and residential districts and provide TSM improvements to the local road 
network in the Eastgate area in support of the Eastern Corridor Multimodal Transportation project (PID 22970).  The need 
for the project centers on the lack of an east-west connection for Aicholtz Road at I-275, which is hampering access to 
and from local businesses and negatively affecting traffic flow and safety by forcing drivers to take circuitous routes on 
the local road network or shortcuts through local business parking lots to reach intended destinations. 

GENERAL EXISTING INFORMATION:
Legal Speed      35 mph – Old SR 74; 25 mph – Aicholtz Road and Rust Lane
Design Speed   40 mph
Traffic Data: 

Opening Year ADT:   14,000
  Design Year ADT:   14,000

(Traffic data for the Aicholtz Connector is being updated under the CCTID task order.  Opening Year and Design 
Year ADT will be revised when information becomes available.) 

  Design Hourly Volume:       
  Directional Distribution:      
  Trucks (24 Hour B&C):       

Functional Classification: 
 Interstate, freeway 
 Arterial 
 Collector – Old SR 74 
 Local – Aicholtz Road and Rust Lane

Locale:
 Rural 
 Urban 

National Highway System (NHS):  
      NHS Routes:   None
   Non-NHS Routes:   None
Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation (3R) Project? Yes No
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Red Flag Summary 
AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR 
CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 

October 5, 2009 

Form Date: January 2007 Page 4 of 23

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:

Much of the study area for the Aicholtz Connector project was previously assessed for the I-275/SR 32 Interchange and Eastern 
Corridor projects (see Appendix A), as documented in the following: 

Phase I History Architecture Investigation for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Gray & Pape 2004) 
Phase I Archaeological Investigation for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Gray & Pape 2004) 
Cultural Resources Context Sensitive Information in Support of the PE/EIS Part A Development of the
Eastern Corridor (Gray & Pape 2002) 
Ecological Survey Report (Level 1) for I-275/SR32 Interchange (ENTRAN 2004) 
Environmental Site Assessment Screening for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (H.C. Nutting, (June 2004) 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment  for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (H.C. Nutting, October 2004) 
Phase II Environmental Site Assessment for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (Burgess and Niple, November 2008) 
Categorical Exclusion Level 4 for I-275/SR 32 Interchange (June 2009) 
Eastern Corridor Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (November 2004) 

Additional environmental study documents reviewed for this Red Flag study include: 

Environmental Assessment for Ivy Pointe, Union Township (ENTRAN 2006) 
Hall Run, Salt Run and Lower East Fork Little Miami River Preservation and Restoration Opportunities 
Inventory Report (ENTRAN 2006) 

Based on agreement between Ohio Department of Transportation and the Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District at the Aicholtz Connector scoping meeting held August 11, 2009, clearances obtained by ODOT and regulatory 
agencies for resources within the area previously assessed will be utilized for this project (by reference in the Aicholtz 
Connector CE document and related submittals). Areas outside the previously-cleared corridors will be assessed. All 
resources will be screened for any changes in condition since the Eastern Corridor and I-275/SR 32 Interchange studies 
were completed and additional study will be conducted as necessary. 

Known environmental features in the Aicholtz Connector study area are depicted on Exhibit 2 and described in the table 
below.  Maps of resources assessed in previous studies are included in Appendix A. 

SITE VISIT: 

A site visit is required for ALL projects.  The site visit shall consist of visual inspection of the entire project area 
including the ditch lines, cut slopes, stream banks, bridge foundations, pavement, embankment slopes, etc.

Date(s) of Red Flag site visit:    September 22 and September 25, 2009 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:

Involvement Resource/Feature Location/Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible

Parkland, nature preserves and wildlife areas  No Section 4(f) public resources (parks, recreation areas, 
nature preserves, wildlife areas) or Section 6(f) properties 
(public properties developed with Land and Water 
Conservation Funds) are located in the project study area.  

Yes  No  
 Possible

Cemetery No cemeteries are located in the project study area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Scenic River No scenic rivers are located in the project study area.   

The project occurs in the Little Miami River watershed – 
in the headwater portions of tributaries to the East Fork 
Little Miami River (Hall Run and Salt Run).  The Little 
Miami River is a state scenic river and component of the 
national scenic river system, however the project is 
located about 5 miles from the mainstem. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Public Facilities The Union Township Civic Center is located in the project 
study area (see Exhibit 2).  The property serves as a park-
and-ride location and is served by a METRO bus route to 
downtown Cincinnati.  An in-door gymnasium is located 
in this facility, however, the predominant use of the Civic 
Center is not for recreation and this facility is not 
considered a Section 4(f) property. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Threatened and Endangered Species and/or 
habitat  

The project study area lies was within the range of the 
Federal Endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and 
running buffalo clover (Trifolium stoloniferum), and the 
Federal Candidate species, rayed bean mussel (Villosa 
fabalis) and sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus).  In 
2004, the USFWS determined that the I-275/SR 32 
Interchange project (which covered much of the Aicholtz 
Connector study area) “may affect but not likely adversely 
affect” the Indiana bat, and would have “no effect” on 
running buffalo clover, rayed bean mussel or sheepnose 
mussel.  The Aicholtz Connector is not expected to affect 
the rayed bean mussel and sheepnose mussel, but may 
affect potential Indiana bat and running buffalo clover 
habitat.  Further field investigation will be conducted to 
identify potential impacts. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Existing wet areas  Three jurisdictional wetlands identified in the I-275/SR 32 
Ecological Survey Report (2004) occur within the 
Aicholtz Connector study area (see Exhibit 2).  All three 
are small Category 1 or 2 features. Further field 
investigation will be conducted to assess current wetland 
conditions along the Aicholtz Connector corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Streams, rivers and watercourses  The project occurs in the East Fork subwatershed of the 
Little Miami River (Hydrological Unit Code 05090202-
130). Eight surface streams identified in the I-275/SR 32 
Interchange Ecological Survey Report (2004) occur within 
the Aicholtz Connector study area.  Hall Run is an OEPA-
designated Warmwater Habitat (streams with high quality 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:
Involvement Resource/Feature Location/Comments 

physical habitat and biological characteristics), the 
remaining streams are small, low to moderate-quality 
Class I, Modified Class II and Class II Primary Headwater 
Habitat streams.  Further field investigation will be 
conducted to assess current stream conditions along the 
Aicholtz Connector corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Historic Building(s)  Nineteen (19) buildings over 50 years old and located 
within the Aicholtz Connector study area were evaluated 
in the I-275/SR 32 Interchange Phase I History / 
Architecture report.  None of these 19 resources were 
determined by ODOT and SHPO to be eligible for listing 
on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).   

Cultural resources studies conducted in support of the 
Eastern Corridor Tier 1 EIS (Gray & Pape 2002) 
identified one resource in the Aicholtz Connector study 
area that requires additional study to determine NRHP 
eligibility (the Aicholtz Farm, see Exhibit 2).

Yes  No  
 Possible

Historic Bridge(s) (Location)  No historic bridges are located in the Aicholtz Connector 
study area based on review of ODOT’s Historic Bridge 
list.

Yes  No  
 Possible

Farmland (Location)  Most of the Aicholtz Connector study area is residentially 
and commercially developed.  Small amounts of farmland 
occur in the project study area along Aicholtz Road, east 
of Eastgate Boulevard (the Aicholtz Farm). 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Air Quality non-attainment area or concerns 
(ozone particulate or air toxics) 

The Aicholtz Connector project is located in Clermont 
County and within the jurisdiction of the Ohio-Kentucky-
Indiana Regional Council of Governments (OKI) 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).  All of 
Clermont County is in a non-attainment area for eight-
hour ozone and PM2.5.   

The Aicholtz Connector is not a project of air quality 
concern with regard to PM2.5 (minor widening/connector 
road construction with and ADT of less than 125,000 
vehicles per day and less than 8% heavy truck traffic) and 
will not require a PM2.5 hot-spot analysis.  

A carbon monoxide hot-spot analysis is not required for 
the Aicholtz Connector project since it is not expected to 
result in an increase of 10,000 vehicles-per-day between 
opening day and 10 years hence (2030 Build ADT 
volumes expected to be less than 7,000 vehicles per day 
on Aicholtz Connector). 

The Aicholtz Connector will have “low potential Mobil 
Source Air Toxics (MSAT) effects” due to a projected 
2030 ADT of less than 140,000 vehicles per day. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:
Involvement Resource/Feature Location/Comments 

Yes  No  
 Possible

Landfill(s), Superfund Site(s) and/or evidence 
of hazardous materials  

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) Screening, Phase I 
and Phase II ESA work was conducted on various parcels 
along the Aicholtz Connector corridor as part of the I-
275/SR 32 Interchange project (see attached map).  Based 
on review of these previous studies and site 
reconnaissance, there are several properties that may 
require additional ESA work (Phase I and/or Phase II).  
An updated ESA screening will be conducted for parcels 
impacted by the Aicholtz Connector to determine 
additional ESA investigation needs.   

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Known Archaeological Sites  No known archaeological sites are located in the Aicholtz 
Connector project study area.   

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Streams No TMDL streams occur in the Aicholtz Connector 
project study area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

ODOT MS4 Phase 2 Regulated Areas According to the ODOT Storm Water Management 
Program website, the Aicholtz Connector project study 
area occurs in an ODOT MS4 Phase 2 Regulated Area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Sensitive environmental justice areas  The Aicholtz Connector project is not expected to have 
adversely high or disproportionate impacts on 
environmental justice populations.  The closest 
environmental justice populations by census block group 
are located west of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and south 
of SR 32 east of Gleneste-Withamsville Road 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) floodplains 

There is no FEMA-mapped 100-year floodplain in the 
Aicholtz Connector project study area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Lake Erie Coastal Management Area There are no Lake Erie Coastal Management Areas in 
proximity to the Aicholtz Connector project study area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Sole Source Aquifers  No Sole Source Aquifers occur in proximity to the 
Aicholtz Connector project study area. 

Portions of the Buried Valley Sole Source Aquifer (a 
USEPA-designated sole source aquifer) occur along 
mainstem Little Miami River and East Fork about 4 to 5 
miles north of the project area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Wellhead Protection Areas  No Wellhead Protection Areas occur in proximity to the 
Aicholtz Connector project study area. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Does it appear that noise abatement will be  
an issue for the project? 

A Detailed Noise Analysis is currently in progress for the 
I-275/SR 32 Interchange project.  Residential areas along 
Aicholtz Road in the immediate vicinity of I-275 and SR 
32 are being analyzed for noise impacts/noise abatement 
as part of that study.  The noise analysis for the Aicholtz 
Connector project will be conducted in coordination with 
the I-275/SR 32 Interchange Detailed Noise Analysis.   

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Other environmental issues Mitigation/green infrastructure and stormwater 
management opportunities identified from the CCTID’s 
environmental task order work will be coordinated with 
this project.   
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GEOMETRIC ISSUES: 
Use the design speed, design functional classification and available traffic data to make a preliminary determination 
as to the geometric standards for the project. Compare these requirements to accident data and impacts if deviations 
are being considered. 
Design Exception 

Required? 
Design Feature Preliminary Comments Regarding Justification 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Lane Width (including curve widening)  Widening is proposed as needed on Old SR 74 and on 
Aicholtz Road east of I-275 to meet current standards.  
Segment west of I-275 to Old SR 74 will be on a modified 
or new alignment meeting current standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Graded Shoulder Width Widening is proposed as needed on Old SR 74 and on 
Aicholtz Road east of I-275 to meet current standards.  
Segment west of I-275 to Old SR 74 will be on a modified 
or new alignment meeting current standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Bridge Width Existing bridge on Aicholtz Road (west of I-275) to be 
replaced with a culvert at existing or alternate location. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Structural Capacity Existing bridge on Aicholtz Road (west of I-275) to be 
replaced with a culvert at existing or alternate location. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Horizontal Alignment (including 
Excessive Deflections, Degree of Curve, 
Lack of Spirals, Transition/Taper Rates 
and Intersection Angles) 

Alignment adjustments will be made along corridor to 
meet current standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Vertical Alignment (including grade 
breaks) 

Alignment adjustments will be made along corridor to 
meet current standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Grades Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Stopping Sight Distance Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Pavement Cross Slopes Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Superelevation (Maximum rate, 
transition, position) 

Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Horizontal Clearance Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards.  Design of underpass of I-275 being 
coordinated with CLE-275-10.15 to meet current 
standards. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Vertical Clearance Adjustments will be made along corridor to meet current 
standards.  Design of underpass of I-275 being 
coordinated with CLE-275-10.15 to meet current 
standards. 
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GEOMETRIC ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following geometric issues are present or should be considered during project development. Consider 
work on the mainline as well as any side roads or service roads. Provide additional comments as needed. 

 Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the existing horizontal alignment 
need to be modified? 

Alignment adjustments anticipated along corridor with 
possible new alignment between Old SR 74 and I-275. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the existing vertical alignment 
need to be modified? 

Alignment adjustments anticipated along corridor with 
possible new alignment between Old SR 74 and I-275. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does stopping sight distance need to be 
increased? 

Proper SSD will need to be verified. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does intersection sight distance need to 
be increased? 

Heavy vegetation obstructs intersection of Aicholtz Road 
and Omni Drive. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there geometric issues that may 
affect traffic safety (including Full or 
Half-Clover Leaf Interchange, Slip 
Ramps, Weave Areas, and short 
acceleration/deceleration lanes).   

None identified at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any hazards in the clear zone? Standard grading will need to be established along the 
corridor.

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does existing guardrail need to be 
replaced (e.g., too low, poor condition)? 

Existing guardrail will be impacted by widening or 
realignment and may need to be replaced based on 
proposed conditions. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the area for guardrail anchor 
assemblies insufficient? (E-98 or B-98)?  

No issues anticipated. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the number of turn lanes or 
through lanes need to be increased? 

A center turn lane will be included along the corridor 
where relevant.  Possibly investigate need for additional 
turn lane at intersection of Eastgate Boulevard. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are changes to access control required? Consider commercial drive consolidation where 
practicable.  Project involves changing a local residential 
dead-end street into a urban collector. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any drive locations that will 
require special attention during design 
(e.g., very steep grades, high volume 
commercial drives, drives close to 
bridges or intersections)? 

Consider access management options with commercial 
drives near Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate 
Boulevard to maximize safety and reduce congestion such 
as consolidation or realignment. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are new mailbox turnouts required? New roadway to be a curbed section. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any evidence of accidents due to 
substandard vertical clearance on 
overpass structures? 

No overpass currently exists. 
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GEOMETRIC ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following geometric issues are present or should be considered during project development. Consider 
work on the mainline as well as any side roads or service roads. Provide additional comments as needed. 

 Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will an interchange be added or 
modified? 

See CLE-275-10.15 project. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do the existing intersection radius 
returns need to be modified to 
accommodate larger truck turning 
movements? 

Radius returns to be designed to accommodate WB-50 
vehicles. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does grading need to be upgraded? To 
what criteria (e.g., clear zone, safety, 
standard)? 

Establish standard grading at a minimum along entire 
corridor.

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other geometric issues? None identified at this time. 

GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES   
(a Geotechnical Red Flag report prepared by Resource International [October 2009] is included in Appendix B)

Based on the information compiled during this study indicate whether or not the following geotechnical issues are 
present or should be further considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed.

Design Issues Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of soil drainage 
problems (e.g., wet or pumping 
subgrade, standing water, the presence 
of seeps, wetlands, swamps, bogs)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the groundwater table anticipated to 
be affected by construction? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of any embankment or 
foundation problems (e.g., differential 
settlement, sag, foundation failures, 
slope failures, scours, evidence of 
channel migrations)?  

Wetland areas and hydric soils in vicinity – see page 5 
(Environmental Issues). 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of any slope 
instability (soil or rock)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of unsuitable 
materials (e.g., presence of debris or 
man-made fills or waste pits containing 
these materials, indications from old 
soil borings)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of rock strata (e.g., 
presence of exposed bedrock, rock on 
the old borings)? 

Bedrock was encountered in historic borings conducted on 
projects CLE-IR 275-6.68 and CLE-74-0.02 at depths 
ranging from 10 to 15 feet. The underlying bedrock 
formations in this area are prone to karstification.

ATTACHMENT A7 
Page 62



Red Flag Summary 
AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR 
CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 

October 5, 2009 

Form Date: January 2007 Page 11 of 23

GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES   
(a Geotechnical Red Flag report prepared by Resource International [October 2009] is included in Appendix B)

Based on the information compiled during this study indicate whether or not the following geotechnical issues are 
present or should be further considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed.

Design Issues Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of active, reclaimed or 
abandoned surface mines? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there information pertaining to the 
existence of underground mines? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable  

Is there Acid Mine Drainage present 
within the study area? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does subgrade stabilization or an 
undercut appear to be needed? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should the Office of Geotechnical 
Engineering be contacted to evaluate 
the project site? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Were there any significant items found 
during plan and specification review?   

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other geotechnical 
issues?  

Gas lines owned by Duke Energy are located at the 
intersection of Aicholtz Road and Omni Drive.  Lines 
consist of an intermediate/main and a high pressure main 
with a line running on the north side of Aicholtz Road 
from Omni Drive to Eastgate Boulevard and on both sides 
of Omni Drive.

PAVEMENT ISSUES:
Indicate if the following pavement issues are present or should be considered during project development. Side road 
and service road work should be considered in this assessment. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are pavement cores needed to determine 
the existing pavement buildup and/or 
condition? 

Pavement cores will be needed, especially for areas where 
pavement salvage may be possible (such as Old SR 74 and 
Aicholtz Road east of I-275). 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the proposed pavement buildup 
unknown? (For pavement preservation 
projects, pavement treatment, including 
pavement type & thickness should be 
specified in the design scope of services)

Proposed pavement buildup to meet Clermont County 
Engineer’s standards for a county facility and are to be 
checked with the geotechnical recommendations.  
Tentative buildup is 6” 304; 6”301; and two lifts of 1-1/2” 
448 plus underdrains. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do dynaflect tests indicate the existing 
pavement is in poor condition? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the proposed pavement buildup 
need to be approved by the Pavement 
Selection Committee? 

No comments. 
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PAVEMENT ISSUES:
Indicate if the following pavement issues are present or should be considered during project development. Side road 
and service road work should be considered in this assessment. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are joint repairs needed? Possible on Old SR 74 if existing pavement has concrete 
base and salvage is in the final design. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are pressure relief joints needed? Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are pavement repairs needed? Existing pavements to be salvaged will require some 
pavement repairs. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the maintenance of traffic scheme 
require additional permanent or 
temporary pavement? 

The need for additional permanent or temporary pavement 
will be evaluated during development of Maintenance of 
Traffic plan. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does curb need to be replaced due to 
deteriorated condition or lack of curb 
reveal? 

There is no existing curb. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does sidewalk need to be replaced or 
installed? 

A sidewalk/shared use path is being considered along the 
entire corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are new curb ramps needed? If the walk/path is included ramps with truncated domes 
are to be installed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do truncated domes need to be 
installed? 

If the walk/path is included ramps with truncated domes 
are to be installed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any work on side roads, service 
roads, or ramps? 

Minimal work is projected for side roads to tie into the 
Aicholtz Road project. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any special drive treatments or 
preferences (e.g., concrete for all drive 
aprons, curved aprons, etc.)? 

Drives and aprons to be replaced in kind.  Asphalt aprons 
to be used on gravel drives. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Has the site received repeated 
resurfacings in recent years? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does pavement deterioration appear to 
be caused by drainage or geotechnical 
problems?  

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other pavement issues? None identified at this time. 
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STRUCTURAL ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following structure issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed. Provide a separate table for each structure.
Structure:  Design Issue Comments 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is it impossible for the structure to be 
replaced with a prefabricated box culvert 
or 3-sided box? 

Existing bridge on Aicholtz Road (west of I-275) to be 
replaced with a culvert at existing or alternate location. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the bridge (including foundation) 
violate current design live loading? 

While possible, the existing bridge on Aicholtz Road 
(west of I-275) to be replaced with a culvert at existing or 
alternate location. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Was the existing structure not built 
according to plan? 

Nothing unusual observed, but existing plan was not 
available.

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is deck coring needed? No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the deck delaminated? Based on observations some delamination is likely. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is non-destructive testing needed to 
determine the amount of delamination? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the bridge deck in poor condition?  The deck has exposed rebar. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does a deck condition survey (see 
Bridge Design Manual) need to be 
performed? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there areas to be patched or repaired 
on the deck? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the bridge a poor candidate for an 
overlay?  

Bridge deck would need to be replaced, but existing 
bridge on Aicholtz Road (west of I-275) to be replaced 
with a culvert at existing or alternate location. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the bridge rail violate current 
standards? 

Guardrail needs tubular backup and is low. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is fatigue analysis required? Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should all fatigue prone details be 
retrofitted or replaced?  

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the abutment (including backwall, 
beam seats, breastwall, wingwall, etc.) 
in poor condition? 

No comments. 
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STRUCTURAL ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following structure issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed. Provide a separate table for each structure.
Structure:  Design Issue Comments 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any evidence of substructure 
movement (e.g., settlement, rotation)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are the piers in poor condition?  Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any evidence of existing beam 
deterioration/section loss, strands 
exposed, shear joints leaking or 
longitudinal cracks? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are the bearings in poor condition? Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is elimination of the deck joint 
impossible? What modifications are 
necessary? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are new approach slabs needed? Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is it impossible for the hinges to be 
removed to make the members 
continuous? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the bridge on a curve, skew or 
superelevation transition? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any evidence that the bridge 
does not meet hydraulic capacity? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there existing sidewalks on or 
adjacent to the bridge? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will the structure work require any 
special maintenance of traffic (e.g., 
closing of roadway for erection of 
beams, maintenance of waterway traffic, 
location of cut line, etc.)?  

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there any erosion in the existing 
channel? 

Some scour evident at bridge location.  Channel also has 
significant rock channel protection to control erosion. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the foundation exposed due to scour? No comments. 
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CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 
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Form Date: January 2007 Page 15 of 23

STRUCTURAL ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following structure issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed. Provide a separate table for each structure.
Structure:  Design Issue Comments 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will there be more than 25’ of channel 
relocation? 

Not likely at existing crossing, but channel may need 
relocation if alternate crossing location is desired. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do no opportunities exist to construct 
the bridge faster (e.g., precast walls, 
segmental construction)? 

Replace with culvert. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the bridge need to accommodate 
future roadway lanes or railroad tracks? 

The replacement crossing does need to accommodate 
additional lane, widening and future transit rail line. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will temporary shoring be required next 
to the railroad? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any problems with the existing 
retaining walls? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other structures issues? None identified at this time. 

HYDRAULIC ISSUES: 
Indicate if the following drainage issues are present or should be considered during project development. Side 
road and service road work should be considered in this assessment. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Based on visual evidence (height of 
debris, erosion or other markings left 
from high water) and approximate 
drainage areas, does the existing 
drainage system (culverts, storm sewers 
and/or ditches) appear to be 
inappropriately sized and not 
functioning properly?  

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of alignment or flow 
velocity problems (e.g., scour, bank 
erosions, silting) at culvert entrances or 
exits? 

Some scour evident at bridge location.  Channel also has 
significant rock channel protection to control erosion. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there sinkholes or other 
deterioration in the pavement that would 
indicate separations in the existing 
pipes? 

None observed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 

Is ditch clean-out required? May be required in some areas. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should guardrail over culverts be 
eliminated with clear zone grading? 

Not applicable. 
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CLE-CR 3-0.00; PID 82553 
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Form Date: January 2007 Page 16 of 23

HYDRAULIC ISSUES: 
Indicate if the following drainage issues are present or should be considered during project development. Side 
road and service road work should be considered in this assessment. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should the existing culverts be replaced? No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should the existing culverts be 
extended? 

Extension of culvert under Old SR 74 if required. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will a new alignment concentrate flow 
(in culverts) that is currently overland 
flow? 

New alignment will concentrate flow in streams due to 
change from residential lawns to pavement, unless 
detention is included in design. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will the maximum height of cover 
(100’) be exceeded for any culvert? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will bankfull design be used for any 
culverts? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the existing drainage system have 
an odor that might indicate that it 
includes septic connections? 

None observed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the exposed curb height in existing 
gutters inadequate to contain flow 
(include height of proposed 
resurfacing)? 

Not applicable.  No existing curb. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do the existing inlets or catch basins 
need to be raised to meet proposed 
grade? 

Possible along Old SR 74 and along Aicholtz Road east of 
I-275. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the project affect a wetland or 
waterway (e.g., stream, river, 
jurisdictional ditch)? 

See Page 4 (Environmental Issues) 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is the existing and/or proposed channel 
alignment incompatible with the 
existing/proposed structure? 

Location of crossing to be determined. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will channel relocation be required? Location of crossing to be determined. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
System (MS4) requirements apply? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will post construction flow requirements 
be required? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of existing field tiles? None observed. 
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HYDRAULIC ISSUES: 
Indicate if the following drainage issues are present or should be considered during project development. Side 
road and service road work should be considered in this assessment. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are underdrain outlets not functioning 
properly? 

Not applicable.  No underdrain observed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will a new storm sewer outfall be 
required? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the drainage work warrant any 
special maintenance of traffic 
considerations? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other hydraulic issues?  None identified at this time. 

TRAFFIC CONTROL ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following traffic control (signals, signing, pavement markings, etc.) issues are present or should be 
considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do the existing signs need to be replaced 
due to poor condition? 

Most existing signs will be removed as they will not be 
pertinent to the proposed facility. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any obvious deviations from 
requirements of the Ohio Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(OMUTCD)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is a particular type of pavement marking 
desired (e.g., paint, epoxy, 
thermoplastic)? 

Paint for striping; Thermoplastic for other markings. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will pavement planning affect loop 
detectors? 

At the project termini. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will pavement widening affect pole 
locations? 

Possible at Eastgate Boulevard. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will resurfacing affect signal height? At the project termini. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does it appear that any traffic control 
items will fall outside existing right of 
way limits (e.g., large signs, strain 
poles)? 

New right-of-way will be required along the corridor and 
traffic control items will fall within those limits. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any accidents that can be 
related to existing signal deficiencies 
(e.g., timing, lack of turn lanes)? 

To be determined. 
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TRAFFIC CONTROL ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following traffic control (signals, signing, pavement markings, etc.) issues are present or should be 
considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do turn lane lengths appear to have 
insufficient storage capacity? 

Not for existing traffic. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does the controller need to be upgraded? Signal installations at Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and 
Eastgate Boulevard have been recently upgraded. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do proprietary materials need to be 
specified? 

Decorative poles. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Should signs or signal installations be 
supplemented with lighting? 

Roadway lighting is planned. Existing signals have 
lighting. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are any TODS signs present? Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

If traffic control at an intersection is 
being changed from stop control to 
signalization, does the stop condition 
road need to be upgraded to 
accommodate faster traffic? 

Not applicable. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other traffic control 
issues? 

None identified at this time. 

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC ISSUES: 
Briefly describe the maintenance of traffic and any constraints.   A list of considerations has been provided below. 
Maintenance of Traffic Considerations: 

Limits on traffic detour (including local alternate detours) 
due to load limits, bridge width restrictions, shoulder 
condition, emergency vehicle impact 
Temporary pavement requirements  
Speed limit during construction 
Pedestrian Traffic 
Additional width at culverts 
Drive Access 
Stopping Sight Distance 
Construction Access 

Right of Way acquisition  
Permitted lane closures 
Cross-overs 
Short duration road closures 
Temporary structure requirements Additional signal 
heads (drives and/or side roads) 
Construction timeframe issues 
Innovative contracting 
Maintaining railroad traffic 
Turn movement restrictions 

Maintenance of Traffic Description:   
Two-way two lane traffic will be maintained to all active driveways and adjoining streets.  Access shall be provided using 
existing pavement or a combination of existing pavement and temporary pavement as needed.  Maintenance of traffic 
may require a flagger operation in some instances during the course of the project construction providing two-way one 
lane traffic.  A detour for thru traffic may be utilized along Old SR 74 if the project is constructed before access is 
removed to SR 32 near Rust Lane by the adjacent CLE-275-10.15 project.   
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RIGHT OF WAY/SURVEY ISSUES: 

Indicate if right of way or survey issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will there be any work beyond the 
existing right of way limits? 

Segments along the corridor will require widening or 
possible new alignments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will major real estate relocation 
acquisition be involved? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will relocation of residences be 
involved? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will relocation of businesses be 
involved? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will the project cause relocation of 
parties that might be eligible for 
relocation assistance?  If so, list the 
estimated number of residential and 
non-residential relocations? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will the project require modifying the 
access control to any properties?  If so, 
list the estimated number and type of 
properties affected. 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any objects within the 
existing right of way limits that may be 
considered an encroachment? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will it be difficult of impossible to 
determine the number of involved 
property owners? If not how many are 
involved? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will temporary parcels be needed (e.g., 
for drive work)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will right of way need to be acquired 
for an agency other than ODOT (e.g., 
county, city)? 

Clermont County 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will additional right of way be needed 
for utility relocations? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will right of way need to be acquired 
for storm sewer outfalls? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do property owners need to be 
contacted for the locations of 
underground items such as leach fields, 
septic systems, or field tiles that might 
be affected by the proposed take? 

No comments. 
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RIGHT OF WAY/SURVEY ISSUES: 

Indicate if right of way or survey issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any mineral rights 
considerations? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any specific property owner 
concerns?  If so, list property owners 
and concerns. 

None known at this time.  A public open house will be 
held October 15, 2009 to identify potential issues. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are work agreements prohibited for 
any reason? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are the centerline of right of way and 
centerline of construction different? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will right of way be acquired for 
wetland or stream mitigation? 

To be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed and mitigation needs are investigated. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other right of way or 
survey issues?  

This project will consider right-of-way preservation for 
future pedestrian/bike facility and future rail transit. 

UTILITY ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following utility issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Do existing utilities need to be 
relocated?   

Overhead poles will need to be relocated along Aicholtz 
east of I-275 to accommodate widening.  Gas lines owned 
by Duke Energy are located at the intersection of Aicholtz 
Road and Omni Drive.  Lines consist of an 
intermediate/main and a high pressure main with a line 
running on the north side of Aicholtz Road from Omni 
Drive to Eastgate Boulevard.  A fiber optic line occurs 
along I-275 in the median.  Various underground electrical 
lines are mapped in the I-275/SR 32 vicinity south of SR 
32 and possibly occur in the Aicholtz corridor.   

Sanitary sewer, water lines and stormwater mains in the 
vicinity are mapped on Exhibit 3.  Water and/or sewer 
lines occur along Old SR 74, Rust Lane, Omni Drive, 
Aicholtz Road and Eastgate Boulevard.  A sanitary sewer 
line also follows along the south side of Hall Run.  The 
Hall Run Sanitary Flow facility is located north of SR 32 
just east of Old SR 74 (outside the project study areas).  
Other utilities in the area and potential impacts will need 
to be determined once conceptual alternatives are 
developed. 
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UTILITY ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following utility issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is it impossible to minimize utility 
conflicts? (e.g., by careful placement of 
storm sewer and underdrains)? 

Design will attempt to minimize utility conflicts. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Would the project benefit from 
subsurface utility engineering (SUE)? 

SUE consultant is part of design team. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there existing utilities on an 
existing structure that need to be 
relocated? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any specific utility 
requirements or concerns?  

Clermont County Water Resources recently improved 
sections of sanitary sewer in the project area and impacts 
to these new facilities are to be avoided if possible. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is additional right of way needed to 
accommodate utility relocations? 

To be determined once utility impacts are identified. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there water or sanitary lines that 
will be relocated as part of the ODOT 
contract? 

To be determined once utility impacts are identified. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other utility issues? Two cell towers occur in the study area along Aicholtz 
Road east of I-275. 

MISCELLANEOUS ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide additional 
comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will any of the construction activity 
take place over, under, or near railroad 
property?   

No railroad property involved. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Could material with long lead times for 
delivery have an impact on the 
construction schedule (e.g., strain 
poles, large box culverts, steel beams, 
etc.)? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will a value engineering study be 
required due to project cost (total cost 
greater than $20 million) or project 
complexity? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will warranties be used? None planned at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there aesthetic concerns?  Aesthetic considerations will be made in this corridor. 
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MISCELLANEOUS ISSUES: 

Indicate if the following issues are present or should be considered during project development. Provide additional 
comments as needed. 

Design Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any concerns relating to noise 
walls? 

Location of corridor may impact locations of noise walls 
on I-275 and noise analysis is planned for this corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there no areas available within the 
existing right of way for portable plants 
or waste and borrow sites? 

No comments. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any specific concerns related 
to pedestrian or bicycle access? 

Shared use path is proposed for corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any concerns related to 
landscaping? 

Aesthetic considerations will be made in this corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any concerns related to 
existing or proposed lighting (e.g., light 
trespass, river navigation, airway 
clearance)? 

Roadway lighting is planned for the corridor. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other project concerns?  The project will consider existing and future development 
opportunities, mitigation and stormwater management 
opportunities, and will be closely coordinated with 
Clermont County Water and Sewer and other utilities, as 
well as adjacent projects (Eastern Corridor Segment II/III 
and Segment IVa) to assure that issues and logical termini 
(including roadway, rail transit, utility and pedestrian 
connections) are adequately addressed.   

Mitigation/green infrastructure and stormwater 
management opportunities identified from the CCTID’s 
environmental task order work will also be coordinated 
with this project.   

PERMIT ISSUES:  

Indicate if the following permit issues are present or should be considered during project development.  Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will an individual Corps of Engineers/ 
Environmental Protection Agency 
404/401 permit be required? 

A crossing of Hall Run is anticipated. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Does it appear that the project can be 
constructed under a nationwide 
404/401 permit? If so, which permit 
and what specific requirements apply? 

A crossing of Hall Run is anticipated. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Will a Coast Guard permit be required? None of the streams in the project area are Traditional 
Navigable Waters.  
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PERMIT ISSUES:  

Indicate if the following permit issues are present or should be considered during project development.  Provide 
additional comments as needed.

Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is review by a local public agency or 
project sponsor required?  

Unknown at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is Airway/Highway clearance analysis 
required? 

No airstrips are located in the project vicinity. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) coordination for work 
involving historic bridges or historic 
properties required? 

SHPO coordination will be required for Aicholtz Farm 
eligibility and effect determinations if impacted. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is coordination with ODNR for work 
involving State Scenic Rivers, State 
Wildlife Areas or State Recreational 
Areas required? 

No State Scenic Rivers, State Wildlife Areas or State 
Recreational Areas occur in the Aicholtz Connector study 
area.

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Is coordination with any other agency 
required (see Location and Design 
Manual Volume 3)? 

None expected at this time. 

SCOPE, SCHEDULE AND BUDGET CONSIDERATIONS: 
Based on the responses to the red flag questions, do any of the following need to be modified?

Issue Comments 
Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Conceptual scope No modifications needed at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Work limits No modifications needed at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Probable environmental document type No modifications needed at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Major/Minor/Minimal classification No modifications needed at this time. 

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Schedule No modifications needed at this time.  A key 
consideration in Aicholtz Connector project development 
is coordination with I-275/SR 32 detailed design.  Key 
milestone is submittal of Aicholtz Connector I-275/SR 32 
Coordination Technical Memorandum in January 2010.  

Yes  No  
 Possible 
 Not Applicable 

Budget No modifications needed at this time. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Resource Mapping – Previous Studies

Phase I History Architecture Investigation for I-275 / SR 32 
Interchange (Gray & Pape 2004) 

Phase I Archaeological Investigation for I-275 / SR 32 Interchange 
(Gray & Pape 2004) 

Cultural Resources Context Sensitive Information in Support of the 
PE/EIS Part A Development of the Eastern Corridor (Gray & Pape 
2002) 

Ecological Survey Report (Level 1) for I-275 / SR32 Interchange 
(ENTRAN 2004) 

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) Screening for I-275 / SR 32 
Interchange and Phase I ESA  for I-275 / SR 32 Interchange (H.C. 
Nutting, June 2004 and October 2004) 
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ATTACHMENT B 

Aicholtz Connector Geotechnical Red Flag Report 
Resource International (October 2009)
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The purpose of this Red Flag Summary is to identify concerns that could cause revisions to the following:
Purpose

 Anticipated environmental, design and construction scope of work
 Proposed project development schedule
 Estimated project budget
 Potential impacts of the project on the surrounding area

 A written Red Flag Summary is required for both major and minor projects.  A written Red Flag Summary is 
optional for minimal projects; though red flag issues must still be identified.

Instructions

 A field review is required for all projects. Each specialty area of the Red Flag Summary should be completed by 
individuals who possess sufficient experience to enable them to correctly identify and evaluate issues arising from 
the field review.

 In the Location/Comments field provide information concerning potential impacts that is brief, but gives enough 
detail to allow an understanding of the issue(s).  

 The scope of services document should account for any issues identified in the Red Flag Summary that have the 
potential to affect scope, schedule, and budget. 

 A list of resources that may need to be consulted in order to complete this form can be found in the introduction to 
Appendix H of the Project Development Process Manual.

Provide an expanded Study Area Map identifying project design and environmental constraints identified 
through the Red Flag Summary.  Tables, photographs or other support material may also be submitted with the 
Red Flag Summary to illustrate specific problem areas.  (This information is mandatory for Major Projects.) 

Red Flag Summary Deliverables

General

Project Name (County, Route, Section): CLE-CR 3 Aicholtz Connector PID: 82553
Date Red Flag Summary Completed: October 1, 2009 Prepared By: Rii CS/JPS 

City, Township or Village Name(s): Union Twp., Ohio ODOT Project Manager:
  
GENERAL PROJECT PLANNING INFORMATION:

Project Description:  It is understood that the completion of the geotechnical portion of the red flag summary is required 
for the proposed new network connection via Aicholtz Road, generally west of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and east of 
Eastgate Boulevard in Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio. 

  
Project Limits/General Location:  The project limits start at the intersection of Old SR 74 and Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Rd. 
and extends east to Rust Rd.; the projects extends along rust road to Aicholtz Rd. and continues along Aicholtz Rd. to I-
275; the project limits continue along Aicholtz Rd. on the eastern side of I-275 to just east of the Union County Civic 
Center. 
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ODOT DISCIPLINE INVOLVEMENT: 
List name and phone number of individual(s) representing each discipline during the site visit and preparation of the 
Red Flag Summary. One individual may represent multiple disciplines. 

DISCIPLINE NAME PHONE NUMBER
ODOT County Manager** Dave Yacchari 513-933-6660
District Production Administrator** N/A
District Planning and Programming 
Administrator** 

N/A

District 8 Geotechnical Engineer Joe Smithson 513-933-6707
Clermont County Engineers Office Craig Stephenson 513-732-8883
ODOT Office of Geotechnical 
Engineering

Stephen Taliaferro 614-351-2873

Clermont County Engineer’s Office Todd Slone 513-732-8090
Union Township Matt Taylor 513-752-1741

** The County Manager, Production Administrator and Planning/Programming Administrator (or qualified 
representative) must attend the site visit.

General Project Planning Information
Structures:
Bridge Number _________
Structure File Number  
Bridge Number _________ Structure File Number ________
Bridge Number _________ Structure File Number ________

Project Sponsor: ______________________
Is local legislation required?  Yes  No
Is FHWA oversight required?  Yes  No
Is project location on congestion/safety list?  Yes  No

Estimated Cost: __________ Problem identified by (indicate document date):
 District Work Plan __________
 Congestion Study __________
 Safety Study __________
 Major New __________
 MPO TIP  __________
 MPO LRP  __________
 Access Ohio  __________
 Hot Spot Location __________
 HSP Location __________
 Other __________

Funding Source(s):
 Federal
 State
 Local ___________
 Private __________

Are funding splits required?  Yes  No
Specify: ___________________

Anticipated quarter and Fiscal Year of project award: 
_______________

 Are there any other projects in the area (ODOT, local or utility) that might conflict with the project (e.g., a local project
on the proposed detour route for the ODOT project, a resurfacing project a year after a pavement marking project)?   
 Yes  No Specify. unknown

 Are there growth or land use changes in the area surrounding the project that could have an impact on project scope? 
 Yes  No    Specify. unknown
Are there any known public involvement issues?  Yes  No Specify. unknown

Briefly describe the Purpose and Need (Must be a separate document for Major Projects):  The purpose of the 
geotechnical red flag summary is to identify geotechnical concerns that could cause revisions to the anticipated design
and construction scope of work, the proposed project development schedule, the estimated project budget, or the potential 
impacts of the project on the surrounding area.
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GENERAL EXISTING INFORMATION:

Legal Speed  35 mph
Design Speed      
Traffic Data:

Opening Year ADT:      
  Design Year ADT:      
  Design Hourly Volume:      
  Directional Distribution:      
  Trucks (24 Hour B&C):      
            (Traffic data does not need to be certified for the Red Flag Summary.)  
Functional Classification:

 Interstate, freeway
 Arterial
 Collector
 Local

Locale:
 Rural
 Urban

National Highway System (NHS): 
      NHS Routes:         

Non-NHS Routes:      
Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation (3R) Project?  Yes  No

ODOT DISTRICT CONCERNS:  Spoke to District 8 Geotechnical Engineer – Joe Smithson
                                                           Spoke to Clermont County Engineers Office – Craig Stephenson

     – Todd Slone
List any comments/requests from the ODOT District 8 Geotechnical Engineer / Clermont County Engineers Office.

In searching for maintenance records for the CLE-CR 3 Aicholtz Connector, Resource International spoke with Mr. Joe 
Smithson, Geotechnical Engineer for District 8.  Mr. Smithson indicated that ODOT did not maintain records for the 
study area as their department only maintains State Routes and Interstates.  He directed me to contact Clermont County 
directly.  Rii spoke with Mr. Craig Stephenson and Mr. Todd Slone of the Clermont County Engineers Office.  Mr. Slone
indicated that there have been some pothole repairs and guardrail work along Aicholtz Road between Gleneste 
Withamsville and Eastgate Blvd.

GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES

Based on the information compiled during this study indicate whether or not the following geotechnical issues are 
present or should be further considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed.

Design Issues Comments
 Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of soil drainage problems 
(e.g., wet or pumping subgrade, standing 
water, the presence of seeps, wetlands, 
swamps, bogs)?

Wetland areas and hydric soils in vicinity – See 
comments on page 5 regarding information from the 
ODNR Division of Soil and Water Conservation. 

SITE VISIT:

A site visit is required for ALL projects.  The site visit shall consist of visual inspection of the entire project area 
including the ditch lines, cut slopes, stream banks, bridge foundations, pavement, embankment slopes, etc.  
Date(s) of site visit: September 23, 2009 
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GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES

Based on the information compiled during this study indicate whether or not the following geotechnical issues are 
present or should be further considered during project development. Provide additional comments as needed.
 Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is the groundwater table anticipated to be 
affected by construction?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of any embankment or 
foundation problems (e.g., differential 
settlement, sag, foundation failures, slope 
failures, scours, evidence of channel 
migrations)? 

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of any slope instability 
(soil or rock)?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable

Is there evidence of unsuitable materials 
(e.g., presence of debris or man-made fills 
or waste pits containing these materials, 
indications from old soil borings)?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of rock strata (e.g., 
presence of exposed bedrock, rock on the 
old borings)?

Bedrock was encountered in historic borings 
conducted on projects CLE-IR 275-6.68 and CLE-
74-0.02 at depths ranging from 10 to 15 feet. The 
underlying bedrock formations in this area are prone 
to Karstification.

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there evidence of active, reclaimed or 
abandoned surface mines?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Is there information pertaining to the 
existence of underground mines?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable

Is there Acid Mine Drainage present within 
the study area?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable

Does subgrade stabilization or an undercut 
appear to be needed?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Should the Office of Geotechnical 
Engineering be contacted to evaluate the 
project site?

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable

Were there any significant items found 
during plan and specification review?  
Specify.

Yes  No 
 Possible
 Not Applicable 

Are there any other geotechnical issues?  
Specify.

Gas lines owned by Duke Energy are located at the 
intersection of Aicholtz Rd. and Omni Dr. Lines 
consist of an intermediate/main and a high pressure 
main with a line running on the north side of 
Aicholtz Rd. from Omni Dr. and Eastgate Blvd. and 
on both sides of Omni Dr.

Other Geotechnical Information: 

Geology
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Several episodes of ice advanced throughout Ohio during the Pleistocene Epoch. Clermont County was covered under the 
Illinoian Stage (130,000 to 300,000 years old) of glaciation, evidenced by the presence of ground moraine deposits over 
the entire county.  Most of the county is overlain by rolling ground moraine deposits, and a few dissected ground moraine 
deposits at the southern end, comprised of the Rainsboro, Centerville, Richmond, Butler, Mapledale, Millbrook, 
Mogadore, and Titusville Tills. These tills consist of silty loam till covered with a thin layer of loess. A ground moraine 
or till is the sheet of debris left after a steady retreat of the ice.  The debris left behind by the ice ranges in composition, 
from clay sizes to boulders (including silt, sand, and gravel).  

Based on the Bedrock Geology and Topography Maps of the Withamsville, Ohio Quadrangle, obtained from the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources (ODNR), bedrock underlying the glacial deposits consists of Ordovician-aged, 
interbedded limestone and shale. Regionally, from Kentucky to Ohio, the percentages of the shale and limestone change 
progressively in the lithostratigraphic unit which underlies the site. The Grant Lake Formation (50% limestone, 50% 
shale) is the shale-dominant lateral equivalent of the Grant Lake Limestone (80% limestone, 20% shale). The Grant Lake 
Formation, predominantly underlying the site, starts transitioning into the Grant Lake Limestone, just east of I-275 and 
south of the site near Clough Pike and I-275. Both of these formations are subdivided into several members (Mount 
Auburn, Straight Creek, Corryville, and Bellevue Members), which also transition slightly between formations, and are 
not individually mapped in this area.  Several of these members are prone to karstification, including the Grant Lake 
Formation, Bellevue and Mount Auburn Members and the Grant Lake Limestone, Bellevue and Straight Creek 
Memebers.  Karst features (i.e. sinkholes, solution cavities, sinking streams, caves and springs) develop from cavities 
created in the carbonaceous bedrock due to the limestone dissolved in the groundwater.  These features are not always 
apparent on the property surface. Generally, both of these Formations consist of gray to bluish gray (weathering to light 
gray to yellowish gray), planar, wavy, irregular, and nodular, thin to thick interbedded layers of limestone and shale. The 
Grant Lake Formation ranges between 60 and 130 feet thick and the Grant Lake Limestone ranges between 80 and 120 
feet thick. 

The bedrock topography roughly follows the surface terrain, with ridges and valleys following the ground surface. The 
bedrock is relatively shallow in the area of the site, ranging from 10 to 40 feet from the ground surface. The bedrock 
undulates around an approximate elevation of 850+ feet mean sea level. The bedrock outcrops in several locations along 
creek beds located north of State Route 32, approximately a half to one mile both east and west of Interstate 275. 
Significant outcrops appear in the creek bed west of the site in the adjoining Hamilton County.  All of these creek beds
drain into the Little Miami River north and west of the site.    

Hydrogeological Setting
The primary aquifer, within the site area, consists of the surficial, weathered, interbedded shale and limestone bedrock. 
Permeable, intermittent sand and gravel deposits of variable thickness within moraine till and outwash deposits could also 
supply some wells within the river valleys. ODNR located area water well logs, within and in close proximity to the study 
area, indicate groundwater is developed within the bedrock in wells cased to depths of 12 to 43 feet deep. The depth to the 
static water level reported in these water well logs ranges from 5 to 45 feet from the ground surface. The ODNR Ground
Water Resources of Clermont County, Ohio, which is compiled from more regional groundwater well log data, states the 
study area lies within an area with yields seldom exceeding 3 gallons per minute (gpm). Wells are developed from upper 
strata of bedrock or overlying glacial cover or valley fill containing discontinuous sand and gravel deposits.  

The ODNR Ground Water Pollution Potential of Clermont County, Ohio, identifies the hydrogeologic setting of the site 
as Glacial Till over Bedded Sedimentary Rock, with a pollution potential index rating ranging between 86 and 94. This 
indicates the area has a low pollution potential based on factors affecting the groundwater at the site, such as depth to 
water, aquifer media/conductivity, and the topography.  

Ohio Department of Natural Resources Records

Division of Geological Survey
Several geological maps, published by the Geological Survey were also reviewed and incorporated into other sections of 
this report.

Division of Soil and Water Conservation
The Soil Survey of Clermont County, Ohio, identifies approximately 10 soil types over the study area; they include the 
Avonburg silt loam (AvA, AvB, and AvB2), Avonburg-Urban land complex (AwA), Cincinnati silt loam (CcC2), 
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Clermont silt loam (Ct), Edenton loam (EbD2), Eel silt loam (Ee), Hickory loam (HkD2), Rossmoyne silt loam (RpB and 
RpC2), Rossmoyne-Urban land complex (RtB), and the Shoals silt loam (Sh). Of these soil types, five of the ten
identified within the site are, which comprise approximately 63 percent of the total area, are listed as hydric soils. Hydric 
soils is defined as soil that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding long enough during the growing 
season to develop anaerobic conditions in the upper part. The hydric soil types include the following: Avonburg silt loam, 
Clermont silt loam, Eel silt loam, Rossmoyne silt loam and Shoals silt loam. An area that meets the hydric soil definition, 
and also contains hydrophytic vegetation and hydrologic conditions (once delineated), can be considered a jurisdictional 
wetland. 

There is one wetland in, and a few small wetlands identified in close proximity, to the study area, according to the United 
States Geological Survey, National Wetlands Inventory (USGS NWI) Map of the area.  These wetlands are identified 
from stereoscopic analysis of high altitude aerial photographs based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography and 
typically reflect conditions during the specific year and season when the photographs are taken. The closest wetland to the 
site, located just south of Aicholtz Road, at the southern limit of the project, is classified as a Palustrine, emergent, 
semipermanently flooded, diked/impounded wetland. The other wetlands, which are considered outside of the study area, 
are classified as a Palustrine, unconsolidated bottom, intermittently exposed, either diked/impounded or excavated. The 
USGS NWI, Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater habitats of the United States Manual, define classification of these 
wetlands.

Division of Mineral Resources Management
There are no known, present-day or abandoned, underground coal mines or strip mines mapped within the site area. There 
are three registered sand and gravel quarries located less than five miles of, but outside the limits of, the site area. 

There are no known oil and gas wells within five miles of the site area.
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Picture 1 – Sunoco Gas Station at the Intersection of Old SR 74 and Mt. 
Carmel Tobasco Rd., looking west

Picture 2 – Aicholtz Rd. Bridge/Culvert west of I-275 at Cut-off, looking 
southwest
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Picture 3 – 4-foot Diameter Culvert under Old SR 74, looking northwest

Picture 4 – Dead end/Cut-off of Aicholtz Rd. East of I-275, looking west
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Picture 5 – Duke Energy Gas Line Marker/Meter at Omni Rd., looking 
south

Picture 6 – Duke Energy Gas Line Marker at Omni Rd., looking south
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Picture 8 – Unknown Utility access adjacent to Aicholtz Road, looking 
west

Picture 7 – Aicholtz Rd. Bridge/Culvert near Union Twp. Civic Center, 
looking southeast
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Project Study Area and Photograph Log Index (Aerial Base)
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Study Area Photograph Log



Study Area Photograph Log

Photo 1:  Facing southeast from the SR 32/Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road intersection across Kroger’s 
stormwater basin and parking lot toward Old SR 74 .

Photo 2:  Facing west along the north side of Old SR 74 toward the Old SR 74/Mount Carmel-Tobasco 
Road intersection (in the background); a stormwater basin for the adjacent Carstar commercial 
property is in the foreground. 

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 3:  Facing east along the north side of Old SR 74 (behind Kroger) toward the Old SR 74/Forest Trail 
Drive intersection.

Photo 4:  Facing west along the north side of Old SR 74 toward the Old SR 74/Mount Carmel-Tobasco 
Road intersection. 
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 5:  Facing east along the south side of Old SR 74 toward Forest Trail Drive (in background); a large 
cleared/vacant property is in the foreground.  

Photo 6:  Facing northeast across the Forest Trail Drive/Old SR 74 intersection.

ATTACHMENT A9 
Page 115



Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 7:  Facing east along Rust Lane, just east of Old SR 74.

Photo 8:  Facing northwest along Aicholtz Road toward the Aicholtz Road/Rust Lane intersection and 
the Aicholtz Road cul-de-sac at SR 32.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 9:  Facing east along Aicholtz Road toward the cul-de-sac located on the west side of I-275 . 

Photo 10:  Facing east along Aicholtz Road from the cul-de-sac at I-275 (this photograph is taken from 
the cul-de-sac on the east side of I-275).
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 11: Facing west along Aicholtz Road toward the cul-de-sac located on the east side of I-275.

Photo 12: Facing west along Aicholtz Road toward the Aicholtz Road/Omni Drive intersection.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 13:  Facing southeast from Aicholtz Road (on the east side of I-275) across a stormwater basin for 
an adjacent commercial property.

Photo 14:  Agricultural land planned for development (as part of the Ivy Pointe Commerce Park) east of I-
275 and south of Aicholtz Road.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 15:  Access drive to large commercial property located east of I-275 and south of Aicholtz Road 
(adjacent to the Ivy Pointe Commerce Park).

Photo 16:  Facing east along the south side of Aicholtz Road toward the Aicholtz Road/Eastgate 
Boulevard intersection.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 17:  Facing west along Aicholtz Road toward the Aicholtz Road/Eastgate Boulevard intersection.

Photo 18:  Wetland A (0.03 acre; Category 1) located in a stormwater basin near the Aicholtz 
Road/Eastgate Boulevard intersection.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 19:  Stream Site S1 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Modified Class II PHWH.

Photo 20:  Stream Site S2 (Hall Run); Warmwater Habitat.
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Photo 21:  Stream Site S3 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Modified Class I PHWH.

Photo 22:  Stream Site S4 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Modified Class I PHWH.

Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 23:  Stream Site S5 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Modified Class I PHWH.

Photo 24:  Stream Site S6 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Modified Class II PHWH.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 25:  Stream Site S7 (Unnamed Salt Run Tributary); Modified Class II PHWH.

Photo 26:  Stream Site S9 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Class I PHWH.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 27:  Stream Site S11 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Class II PHWH.

Photo 28:  Stream Site S29 (Unnamed Hall Run Tributary); Warmwater Habitat; Aicholtz Road bridge in 
background.
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Study Area Photograph Log

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

Photo 29:  Pond (P1) and adjacent Upland Forest habitat located south of Aicholtz Road, just west of I-
275 (between Holiday Drive and I-275).

Photo 30:  True Quality Collision property located at 4425 Aicholtz Road (east of I-275, between Omni 
Drive and Eastgate Boulevard); a Phase II ESA is required on this property (to be completed during 
detailed design).
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ATTACHMENT A10 

 
Preliminary Alternatives (December 2009 Public Meeting) 



MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 1 AND 1A

Summary of Alternatives 1 and 1a
Description

Fit with Project Goals
Supports Goal 1

Supports Goals 2 and 3

Supports Goals 1 and 3
Supports Goal 2

Supports Goal 4

Supports Goals 3 and 4
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 2 AND 2A

Summary of Alternatives 2 and 2a
Description

Fit with Project Goals

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Supports Goals 2 and 4
Supports Goal 4

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Supports Goals 3 and 4
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 3 AND 3A

Summary of Alternatives 3 and 3a
Description

Fit with Project Goals
Supports Goal 1

Supports Goal 2

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Does Not Support Goal 4

ATTACHMENT A10 
Page 130



Why not an I-275 overpass?
A required overpass clearance of 17 feet puts the bridge surface approximately 60 feet higher than existing Aicholtz Road, which would 
require extensive fill for bridge approaches and result in a larger impact footprint.
The Aicholtz Road / Omni Drive intersection would need to be raised approximately 20 feet to meet the new roadway elevation.
The multi-modal bridge and extensive fill would result in higher construction costs.
A larger impact footprint would result in a greater number of relocations (an additional 5 to 13 residences) and a greater loss of greenspace 
along Hall Run.
The extensive fill requirements would limit access for existing and future development; service roads or additional property acquisitions 
would be required to provide access.

Based on these issues, an Aicholtz Road overpass of I-275 was eliminated from further consideration.
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Refined Alternatives (February 2011 Public Meeting) 



A  C PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

C  C  T  I  D
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ATTACHMENT A12 
 

Impact Matrix (February 2011 Public Meeting) 



A  C PRELIMINARY IMPACT MATRIX

C  C  T  I  D

ALTERNATIVE 1 ALTERNATIVE 2
(Preliminary Preferred Alternative) ALTERNATIVE 3 ALTERNATIVE 4

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Stream Impacts  189 lf 
(unnamed tributary 2x) 

155 lf 
(unnamed tributary 2x) 

900 lf 
(Hall Run 2x & unnamed tributary 3x) 

753 lf 
(Hall Run 2x & unnamed tributaries 3x) 

Wetland Impacts 0 0 0 0 

Endangered Species Impacts  0 0 0 0 

Floodplain  0 0 0 0 

Hazardous Materials Concern Up to 2 sites Up to 3 sites Up to 2 sites Up to 2 sites 

Cultural Resources  - History Architecture  0 0 0 0 

Cultural Resources – Archaeological (known) 0 0 0 0 

Section 4(f)/6(f) Parks  0 0 0 0 

Noise Issues: 
Aicholtz Connector Barrier Anticipated? 
ODOT I-275/SR 32 Barrier C Needed? 

 
No (unfeasible) 
No (need eliminated) 

 
No (unfeasible) 
No (cost prohibitive) 

 
No (unfeasible) 
Yes 

 
No (unfeasible) 
Yes 

Air Quality MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed 

Environmental Justice  None None None None 

Potential Displacements 9 residential; 1 business 2 residential; 0 business 5 residential; 1 business 4 residential; 0 business 

ENGINEERING AND COSTS
Engineering Constraints None Disruption of utility service lines Multiple stream crossings Multiple stream crossings 

Existing R/W Use 5.6 acres 7.6 acres 5.1 acres 3.7 acres 

Construction Costs $5.52 million $5.53 million $6.26 million $5.65 million 

R/W Costs $2.96 million $0.54 million $2.27 million $1.51 million 

FIT WITH PROJECT GOALS 
Goal 1: Improve Access  / Travel Efficiency  

 New E-W Connection? 
 Provide local trips off SR 32 1 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

Goal 2: Plan for Future Development  /  Re-Development 
Opportunities 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Bisects north section of Ivy Pointe expansion and 
planned Ivy Pointe Road/sewer extension 

Goal 3: Planning for R/W for Future Bike / Pedestrian 
and Rail 

Roadway/future rail transit would likely be 
along I-275/SR 32 within an existing 
transportation corridor and separated from 
pedestrian access along Hall Run; multimodal 
underpass  

Future rail transit would likely be along              
I-275/SR 32 corridor separated from roadway 
to minimize conflicts with existing 
development; separate pedestrian access 
along Hall Run; multimodal underpass  

Future rail transit would likely be along   I-
275/SR 32 corridor separated from roadway 
to minimize conflicts and avoid expensive 
crossing structures; pedestrian access parallel 
to roadway could mostly follow Hall Run; 
multimodal underpass 

Future rail transit would likely be along I-275/SR 
32 corridor separated from roadway to minimize 
conflicts and avoid expensive crossing structures; 
longer rail transit corridor needed; pedestrian 
access parallel to roadway could mostly follow 
Hall Run; multimodal underpass 

  Goal 4:  Protect the Natural Environment: 
 Impacts to Hall Run 
 Greenspace Preservation Opportunity 
 Stormwater Management Opportunity 

High: 
 Avoids Hall Run mainstem 
 Avoids Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins 

along Aicholtz Road; supports 
opportunity to integrate future 
stormwater management facilities into 
Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

High: 
 Avoids Hall Run mainstem 
 Avoids Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins 

along Aicholtz Road; supports 
opportunity to integrate future 
stormwater management facilities into 
Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

Low: 
 Two mainstem crossings 
 Bisects Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins along 

Aicholtz Road, but reduces opportunity 
to integrate future stormwater 
management facilities into Hall Run 
greenspace preservation plan 

Low: 
 Two mainstem crossings 
 Bisects Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Impacts existing stormwater basin along 

Aicholtz Road; may reduce potential future 
stormwater management opportunities at 
Ivy Pointe and opportunity to integrate 
future stormwater management facilities 
into Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

Goal 5 (NEW):  Maximize Use of Existing R/W Moderate High Moderate Low 
[1] Planning level traffic analyses for the 2030 Build scenario (HNTB, 2009) indicate a 5% to 10% reduction in traffic on SR 32 (depending on location) between Gleneste Withamsville Road and Mount Carmel Tobasco Road in the Eastgate area compared to the 2030 No Build. 
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Preferred Alternative 



A  C PRELIMINARY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

C  C  T  I  D
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Environmental Composite Map 
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PROJECT PLAN SHEETS 

 
 Attachment B1   Title Sheet 
 Attachment B2   Schematics and Typical Sections 
 Attachment B3   General Notes and Conceptual MOT Plan 
 Attachment B4   Plan, Profile and Cross Sections 

 
 



ATTACHMENTS B1-B2 
 
 Attachment B1   Title Sheet 

 Attachment B2   Schematics and Typical Sections 
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ATTACHMENT B3 

 
General Notes and Conceptual MOT Plan  
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Plan, Profile and Cross Sections  
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From: Keith Smith [Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2004 8:36 AM 
To: Osborne, Deborah 
Subject: Fw: 04-0255; ODOT EC CLE-IR275-10.40 ( PID 22972) 
 
Deb,  
 
These just came in.  
 
Thanx,  
 
Keith  
 
 
 
Keith Smith, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer, ODOT D-8 
Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us 
1-800-831-2142 or 513-933-6590  
----- Forwarded by Keith Smith/Planning/D08/ODOT on 11/17/2004 08:34 AM -----  
 Chris Staron  

11/17/2004 08:07 
AM  

         
        To:        Keith Smith/Planning/D08/ODOT@ODOT, Hans Jindal/Planning/D08/ODOT@ODOT, Mark 
Clark/Planning/D08/ODOT@ODOT  
        cc:          
        Subject:        Fw: 04-0255; ODOT EC CLE-IR275-10.40 ( PID 22972) 

 
 
Here are ODNR's comments on the subject project, if you have any questions or comments, please contact 
me.  
 
Thanks  
 
Chris  
 
 
----- Forwarded by Chris Staron/Environmental/CEN/ODOT on 11/17/2004 08:04 AM -----  
 "Sanders, Randy" <Randy.Sanders@dnr.state.oh.us> 

11/15/2004 04:19 PM  

         
        To:        <megan.michael@dot.state.oh.us>, <chris.staron@dot.state.oh.us> 
        cc:        <fredric.steck@dot.state.oh.us>  
        Subject:        04-0255; ODOT EC CLE-IR275-10.40 ( PID 22972) 

 
 
 
ODNR COMMENTS TO ODOT, Ecological Coordination CLE-IR275-10.40 (PID 22972)  

Location:  Western Clermont County and extends along existing SR 32 and I-275 in the Eastgate area.    

Project:   Includes safety, access and capacity improvements to the I-275/SR 32 Interchange and an 
approximately 2.5 mile segment of State Routes 32.  Proposed improvements involve modifying the 
configuration of the existing I-275/SR 32 and Eastgate Boulevard interchanges, and consolidating and 
managing access along SR 32.  The project also includes improved access at Bells Lane/ SR 32 and Glen-
Este-Withamsville Road/SR 32, a new connection of Aicholtz Road Under I-275, elimination of Old SR 
74/SR 32 intersection, and construction of an Old SR 74 overpass over SR 32 to connect with Aicholtz 
Road.  
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The Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) has completed a review of the above referenced 
project.  These comments were generated by an inter-disciplinary review within the Department.  These 
comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, 
as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the National Environmental Policy Act, the Coastal Zone Management 
Act, Ohio Revised Code and other applicable laws and regulations.  These comments are also based on 
ODNR’s experience as the state natural resource management agency and do not supersede or replace the 
regulatory authority of any local, state or federal agency nor relieve the applicant of the obligation to 
comply with any local, state or federal laws or regulations.    

Rare and Endangered Species:  The ODNR Natural Heritage Database contains no new or additional data 
to report and no other comments.  

Fish and Wildlife:  Provided mitigation is provided for the unavoidable impacts to streams and wetlands, 
the ODNR, Division of Wildlife has no comments regarding this project. Work should be done in such a 
way that it does no impact mussels or their habitat.  

ODNR appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments.  Please contact Randy Sanders at 
614.265.6344 if you have questions about these comments or need additional information.  

Randall E. Sanders  

Environmental Administrator  

Division of Real Estate & Land Management  

Ohio Department of Natural Resources  

2045 Morse Rd, C4  

Columbus, Ohio 43229-6693  

614.265.6344  

Fax 614.267.4764  

randy.sanders@dnr.state.oh.us  
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
HUNTINGTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

502 EIGHTH STREET 
HUNTINGTON, WEST VIRGINIA 25701-2070 

February 2 1,2008 

Operations and Readiness Division 
Regulatory Branch 
Hall Run and UnTribs to Salt Run - 2007-385-ELM 
CLE-275-10.15, PID: 76289 

Timothy M. Hill 
Office of Environmental Services 
Ohio Department of Transportation 
Post Office Box 899 
Columbus, Ohio 432 16-0899 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

This letter is in response to the Level 1 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) received by this 
office on May 2,2007 requesting comments and jurisdictional determinations for water 
resources located within the study area of the proposed roadway upgrades to the IR-275 and SR- 
32 Interchange and the extension of Old SR 74 located in Union Township, Clermont County, 
Ohio. 

The Corps of Engineers' authority to regulate waters of the United States is based on the 
definitions and limits of jurisdiction contained in 33 CFR 328 and 33 CFR 329. Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act requires that a Department of the Army (DA) permit be obtained prior to 
placing dredged or fill material into waters of the United States, including wetlands. Section 10 
of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 requires that a DA permit be obtained for any work in, on, 
over or under a navigable water. 

Based on the information provided and site visit conducted on August 1, 2007, it has 
been determined that Wetland 50 (0.08 ac) and Wetland 57 (0.06 ac) abut the relatively 
permanent water (RPW) identified as Unnamed Tributary (UT) 7; RPWs 6 and 7 are tributaries 
to Hall Run (RPW), which is a direct tributary to the East Fork of the Little Miami River, a 
traditional navigable water (TNW); RPWs 16, 19,20, and 24 are tributaries to Salt Run, which is 
also a direct tributary to the East Fork of the Little Miami River; and non-RPW 18, an indirect 
tributary to Salt Run, was determined to exhibit a significant nexus to the East Fork of the Little 
Miami River. In addition, the open-water area identified as Pond 1 was determined to be an 
impoundment of UT 7. Therefore, Hall Run, the streams listed above, Pond 1, and Wetlands 50 
and 57 are subject to regulation under Section 404 of the CWA. 

Wetlands 16 (0.03 ac), 17 (0.01 ac) and 56 (0.005 ac) are surrounded by upland and are not 
part of a surface water tributary system of a water of the United States. Based on the absence of 

Pr~nted on Recycled Paper 
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a hydrological connection or adjacency to a water of the United States, these wetlands were 
determined to be isolated waters. Isolated waters are only regulated under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act when the use, degradation or destruction of which could affect interstate or 
foreign commerce. These wetlands exhibit no apparent connection to interstate or foreign 
commerce and are therefore, not subject to the provisions of Section 404 of the CWA. However, 
you should contact Mr. Arthur Coleman with the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 
Division of Surface Water at 6 14-644-200 1, to determine state permitting requirements for 
isolated wetlands. 

Finally, open water areas identified as Ponds 2 and 3 were determined to be artificial 
decorative features created by excavating andlor diking dry land as part of a go-cart and 
miniature golf course. Ponds 2 and 3 are not waters of the U.S. 

This determination has been conducted to identify the limits of the Corps of Engineers' 
Clean Water Act jurisdiction for the sites identified within the study area of the ESR. This 
jurisdictional verification is approved and is valid for a period of five years from the date of this 
letter unless new information warrants revision of the delineation prior to the expiration date. 
Should you disagree with our jurisdictional determination, you have the right to file an 
administrative appeal under the Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 33 1. 

Enclosed you will find a Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) fact sheet and Request for 
Appeal (RFA) form. If you request to appeal this determination, you must submit a completed 
RFA form to the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division Office at the following address: 

Mr. Mike Montone 
Great Lakes and Ohio River Division 

550 Main Street, Room 10032 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3222 

Phone: (5 1 3) 684-62 12 

In order for an RFA to be accepted by the Corps, the Corps must determine that it is 
complete, that it meets the criteria for appeal under 33 CFR Part 33 1.5, and that it has been 
received by the Division Office within 60 days of the date of the NAP. Should you decide to 
submit an RFA form, it must be received at the above address by April 21,2008. It is not 
necessary to submit an RFA form to the Division office if you do not object to the 
determination in this letter. 

This determination has been conducted to identify the limits of the Corps of Engineers' 
Clean Water Act jurisdiction for the particular site identified in this request. This determination 
may not be valid for the wetland conservation provisions of the Food Security Act of 1985. If 
you or your tenant are United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) program participants, or 
anticipate participation in USDA programs, you should request a certified wetland determination 
from the local office of the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), prior to starting 
work. 
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LITTLE MIAMI RIVER
14 DIGIT WATERSHEDS

HUC 05090202130060

Study Area
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HAMILTON

CLERMONT

BROWN

BUTLER

PREBLE

WARREN

MONTGOMERY

DARKE

MIAMI

CLINTON

GREENE

CLARK

CHAMPAIGN

ADAMS

HIGHLAND

SCIOTO

PIKE

ROSS

FAYETTE

MADISON

PICKAWAY

FRANKLIN

SHELBY

MERCER

VAN WERT

AUGLAIZE

LOGAN

ALLEN

PAULDING

DEFIANCE

WILLIAMS

PUTNAM

HENRY

FULTON

UNION

HARDIN

WYANDOT

DELAWARE

MORROW

MARION

CRAWFORD

HANCOCK

WOOD

LUCAS

SENECA

SANDUSKY

OTTAWA

LAWRENCE

GALLIA

JACKSON

VINTON

MEIGS

ATHENS

HOCKING

FAIRFIELD PERRY

LICKING

MORGAN

MUSKINGUM

WASHINGTON

NOBLE

GUERNSEY

MONROE

BELMONT

KNOX

RICHLAND

ASHLAND

COSHOCTON

HOLMES

WAYNE

HURON

ERIE

LORAIN

MEDINA

TUSCARAWAS

STARK

HARRISON

JEFFERSON

CARROLL

COLUMBIANA

SUMMIT

CUYAHOGA

LAKE

PORTAGE

MAHONING

TRUMBULL

GEAUGA

ASHTABULA

Known Ranges of
Federally Listed Species in Ohio

Indiana Bat

Piping Plover

Scioto Madtom

Karner Blue Butterfly

Mitchell's Satyr

American Burying Beetle

Running Buffalo Clover

Clubshell Mussel

Fanshell Mussel

Northern Riffleshell Mussel

Pink Mucket Pearly Mussel

Purple Cat's Paw Pearly Mussel

White Cat's Paw Pearly Mussel

Copperbelly Watersnake

Lake Erie Watersnake

Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid

Lakeside Daisy

Northern Monkshood

Small Whorled Pogonia

Virginia Spiraea

Eastern Massasauga
Rattlesnake

Sheepnose Mussel

Timber Rattlesnake

Bald Eagle

Eastern Hellbender

ENDANGERED THREATENED

CANDIDATE SPECIES OF CONCERN

Produced by ODOT Office of Environmental Services: November 10, 2010

Rabbitsfoot Mussel

Kirtland's Warbler

Rayed Bean Mussel

Snuffbox Mussel

PROPOSED ENDANGERED
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ATTACHMENTS C3 
 

Indiana Bat Guidance Email from ODOT 



1

deVilliers, Mike

From: Megan.Michael@dot.state.oh.us
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 10:10 AM
To: Mike.Pettegrew@dot.state.oh.us
Cc: deVilliers, Mike; Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us
Subject: Re: Fw: CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector (PID# 82553): Requesting OES Guidance on Indiana 

Bat
Attachments: ATT19550.gif; ATT19551.gif

 
This project is entirely within the Cincinnati Urban Area.  No further habitat surveys for the Indiana bat are required for this 
project.  Please instruct the consultant to include this email in the Ecological Survey Report.   If you have any questions, 
please contact me.  
 
Megan Michael, Environmental Specialist 
ODOT-CO-OES Ecological Section 
1980 West Broad Street, Floor 3 
Columbus, Ohio  43223 
(614) 644-7099/megan.michael@dot.state.oh.us  
 

Mike Pettegrew/Environmental/CEN/ODOT  

02/04/2010 09:49 AM  

To Megan Michael/Environmental/CEN/ODOT@ODOT  
cc

Subject Fw: CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector (PID# 82553): Requesting OES Guidance on 
Indiana Bat

 

 
 
Megan  
 
Can you please investigate this inquiry and reply back to the district/consultant.  Thanks in advance.  
 
Michael Pettegrew 
Environmental Supervisor, ODOT-Central Office 
Office of Environmental Services (OES), Ecological Section 
1980 West Broad Street-3rd Floor, Columbus, OH  43223 
(614)-466-7102 / fax (614)-728-7368  
mike.pettegrew@dot.state.oh.us  
 
----- Forwarded by Mike Pettegrew/Environmental/CEN/ODOT on 02/04/2010 09:45 AM -----  
Keith Smith/Planning/D08/ODOT  

02/03/2010 07:13 AM  

To Mike Pettegrew/Environmental/CEN/ODOT@ODOT  
cc

Subject Fw: CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector (PID# 82553): Requesting OES Guidance on 
Indiana Bat

 

 
 
Mike,  
 
The Consultant is requesting guidance on the determination of Indian Bat Habitat and whether or not this project requires 
full coordination. Please look over and comment.  
 
Thanx,  
 

ATTACHMENT C3 
Page 215



2

Keith  
 
 
 
 
Keith Smith, P.E. 
Acting Planning & Environmental  
Engineer / Team Leader, ODOT D-8 
Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us 
1-800-831-2142 or 513-933-6590  
----- Forwarded by Keith Smith/Planning/D08/ODOT on 02/03/2010 07:10 AM -----  
"deVilliers, Mike" <MdeVilliers@entran.us>  

02/02/2010 02:28 PM  

To <Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us>
cc "Osborne, Deborah" <DOsborne@entran.us>  

Subject FW: CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector (PID# 82553): Requesting OES Guidance on 
Indiana Bat

 

 
 
 
Keith,  
As per our telephone conversation today (2/2/10) I am forwarding the original email request for OES guidance on Indiana bat for the 
CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector project (PID# 82553).  Please see below.  Thank you.  
   
Michael de Villiers 
Senior Environmental Specialist 
 

 
 
Celebrating 40 Years of Service 
 
1848 Summit Road 
Cincinnati, OH 45237 
T 513.761.1700 
D 513.619.6463 
F 513.761.1728 
www.entran.us  
From: deVilliers, Mike  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2009 2:19 PM 
To: 'Keith.smith@dot.state.oh.us' 
Cc: Osborne, Deborah 
Subject: CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector (PID# 82553): Requesting OES Guidance on Indiana Bat  
   
Keith,  
We are drafting the Level 2 Ecological Survey Report (ESR) for the CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector project (ODOT PID# 
82553).  The study area, located in Clermont County, is within the “Generalized Urban Areas” as identified on Page 63 of 
the Ecological Manual (September 2009).  As directed in the Ecological Manual we are requesting OES guidance on how 
to proceed with discussion of Indiana Bat for this project.  A USGS base Study Area map is attached for your use.  The 
study area is located on the Withamsville USGS quadrangle. Please let me know if you need additional information.  I can 
be reached by phone at (513) 761-1700 or via email at mdevilliers@entran.us  
Thank you in advance for your timely response.  
   
Michael de Villiers 
Senior Environmental Specialist 
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Celebrating 40 Years of Service 
 
1848 Summit Road 
Cincinnati, OH 45237 
T 513.761.1700 
D 513.619.6463 
F 513.761.1728 
www.entran.us  
   
ENTRAN Job#: 6090015[attachment "Attachment USGS Map.pdf" deleted by Megan 
Michael/Environmental/CEN/ODOT]  

ATTACHMENT C3 
Page 217



ATTACHMENTS C4 
 

Ecological Resources Clearance 



May 31, 2011 
 MOA Project Notifications 
  
 
 
DISTRICT 

 
 C-R-S  PID  WATERBODY 

 
WETLANDS 

1 VAN-697-1.78 84565 Little Auglaise River N/A 

2 FUL/HEN-2/66-0.00/2.87 86886 
2 U.T. of Brush Creek 

U.T. of Owl Creek 
N/A 

2 WOO-US 23/281/795 85250 Henry Creek N/A 

2 WOO-SR 281-0.00/12.93 86499 
2 U.T. of Beaver Creek 
3 U.T. of Cutoff Creek 

Cutoff Ditch  
N/A 

4 STA-172-0.00 76341 
West Sippo Creek 

Sugar Creek 
Elm Run 

N/A 

5 LIC-70-13.67 85540 

U.T. South Fork Licking 
River 

U.T. South Fork Licking 
River 

NA 

5 LIC/PER-668-0.10/22.07 91040 U.T. to Valley Run N/A 

6 UNI-245-0.42 87257 
Big Darby Creek  

(non-scenic section) 
N/A 

7 AUG-East Auglaize 89055 N/A N/A. 

7 

CLA-George Rogers 
Clark Park Estel 

Wenrick Parking Lot 
Expansion 

89507 N/A N/A 

8 
CLE-CR3-0.00  
(Aicholtz Road) 

82553 
Trib to Hall Run  

(2 crossings) 
N/A 

8 GRE-New Germany 
Trebein Road 84222 N/A N/A 

8 HAM-IR74-3.54/VAR 82961 Dry Fork Whitewater 
River N/A 

8 WAR-US42-3.47 87209 Trib to Muddy Creek N/A 
9 ADA-US52-23.32 None Trib to Ohio River N/A 
9 ADA-SR73-13.06 89132 N/A N/A 
9 ADA-SR348-2.10 None Trib to Ohio Brush Cr N/A 
9 BRO-SR41-1.00 87811 N/A N/A 
9 BRO-SR221-1.25 80617 White Oak Creek N/A 
9 BRO-SR221-2.38 83095 Cane Run N/A 
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9 BRO-SR286-3.42 83907 E. Fk. Five Mile Creek N/A 
9 HIG-TR194-1.48 80746 Ohio Brush Creek N/A 
9 JAC-SR139-11.64 75441 Trib to MacDowell Run N/A 
9 LAW-CR22-0.06 81561 Storms Creek N/A 
9 SCI-SR139-0.16 80605 N/A N/A 
10 GAL-7-19.54 86822 Clark Run N/A 
10 HOC-33-13.13 87515 Threemile Creek N/A 
10 HOC-180-4.03  83261 Long Run N/A 

10 MRG-San Toy Covered 
Bridge 86768 San Toy Creek N/A 

 
Projects listed in bold are projects that May Affect a federally listed species and require full USFWS 
review. 
 
*   Projects with no waterway impacts that are sent only to USFWS for Indiana bat coordination. 
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United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE 

Ecological Services 

4625 Morse Suite 104 


Columbus, Ohio 43230 

(614)416-8993/FAX 416-8994 

July 20, 2011 

TAILS: 31420-2011-1-0856 85540) 
31420-2011-1-0832 89055) 
31420-2011-1-0833 (PID 89507) 
31420-2011-1-0835 (PID 

M. Hill, Administrator 
31420-2011-1-0836 (PID 82961 

1420-2011-1-0837 (PID 87209) 

Environmental 31420-20J 1-1-0838 (PID None) 

Ohio Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 

31420-2011-1-0839 (prO 89132) 
31420-2011-1-0840 (PID None) 
31420-2011-1-0841 (PID 87811) 

Columbus, 16-0899 3 [420-2011-1-0842 (PID 80617) 
31420-2011-1-0843 (pID 83095) 
31420-2011-1-0844 83907) 

Attn: Michael Megan Michael 31420-2011-1-0834 80746) 
31420-2011-1-0846 (PID 75441) 

RE: MOA Project Notifications, May 2011 
31420-2011-1-0847 (PID 81561) 
31420-2011-1-8048 (PID 
31420-2011-1-0849 (PID 

Dear Mr. 

is in response to your May 31,2011 MOA Project Notifications ,requesting Fish & 
review and comments on projects involving bridge or 

nr,"fPmpnr" on essentially al and other that 
These project notifications are in accordance with Memorandum of 

Agreement Coordination Highway Which Stream 
and/or Minor Wetland Fills and Programmatic Consultation FHWA, and 

We that unavoidable impacts to streams, and other habitats be mitigated. 
On include to we recommend that they to allow 

on projects include plans to use riprap or similar materials 
we recommend using native to control erosion, Of, at a minimum, 

vegetation in combination with these materials. On all pertinent projects, we recommend that 
riparian zones be to the extent addition, areas 

should be kept well away from streams wetlands, all disturbed areas in the project should 
be mulched with native plant species. 

Service mitigation activities that 
and encourage native of invaSive is 
in maintaining quality orCioo:seo project 

all disturbed areas during to encourage establishment of vegetation cover and 
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INDIANA SAT (MYOTlS SODALlS) COMMENTS 

We note and appreciate your thorough 
Indiana bat roosting habitat 
replacement projects, we recommend that, prior to any 
carefully presence of bats, 

removal, the underside 
April I to 

be 
30. If any bats are 

2 


of the bridge, immediately contact this to provide 
information. 

bat, the following projects fall the PC I-a or PC 1 category 
impacts the PC: LIC-70-13.67 (PID 85540), AUG-East (PID 89055), ADA-SR73
13.06 (PID 89132), BRO-SR41-1.00 (PID 87811), BRO-SR221-1.25 (PID 80617)", BRO-SR221-2.38 

83095)", HIG-TRI94-1.48 80746), and JAC-SRI39-11.64 (PID 75441). 
concurs with your detennination that these as proposed, may but are not likely to adversely 
affect the Indiana bat. We no objection to projects, provided conditions in the PC are 
followed and that management (BMPs) are implemented during and following construction 

and impacts to fish and habitats. lvinter 
is not required for under the Programmatic Consultation (PC), the 

adhere to the current cutting clearing only norWOt7M 

April 1, on these and other projects, lfsome tree removal 
conducted betvveen April 1 September we request that trees containing .3Ut,'UUtt: 

habitat be marked for avoidance months, ifat all poss ible. 
making request in light severe stress being imposed on bat populations by the 
white-nose syndrome 

note that your May 31,2011 of 
impacts in 2007 PC, seasonal However, on information 
provided, this does not meet the In an email dated July 20 11, 
Megan Michael OES) clarified the project was misclassified and should be 
the PC 1 workers at the LIC-70-13.67 site 

the eastern massasauga rattlesnake catenalus) 
listing as endangered, had known to occur near and Buckeye Lake, 

within proximity to the 3.67 site. Although no impacts to eastern 
massasauga are anticipated, all worker.~· should be instructed not to Imrm or kill the if 
encountered, and to lise caution, as the eastern massasauga is a venomous species. 

It should be noted the January 27, 201 J Survey the BRO-SR41
1.00 project indicated that forty roost trees and potential 

by the project. the project write-up stated up to 
no roost trees the In an email from 
20, 2011, she that the write-up provided the correct information and 
provided in the based on a February 16,20 II review by ODOT were meant to 
supersede data in the ESR. 

following projects fall under the PC2 category within the PC: LI..A·-l:i,eOlr!!e 

Clark Park Estel Wenrick Parking Lot Expansion (PID 89507), GRE-New Germany Trebein Road 
(PID 84222), and SCI-SR139-0.16 (PID 80605)". The Service concurs 
these as proposed, may affect, but are not likely to affect 

ODOT's to follow measure A-J the 

Additional comments on are included in this 
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3 


for these projects, the project area will be cleared only between September 15 
and April 15. Please note that the encourages the use of tree removal 

September 30 and Aprill, ifpossible, as bats have been observed at their 
traditional summer areas in the staying in the previously 

Please note on all projects that involve tree dearing: If an applicant plans to clear trees prior to 
a 404 and/or 401 penn it, the two conditions must be to: 1) Section 7 
with must be and 2) No tree on any of the 

should occur until both the u.S. Corps and EPA that h>"CUM''''''''' 

a 404INWP and a 401 authorizing project as a is This will ensure that 
will be limited to the footprint of whichever alternative is ultimately permitted, and that no 

unnecessary clearing will occur. No tree clearing should occur until these two conditions have 

bean (Villosajabalis), a freshwater 
HAM-IR74-3.S4fVAR (PlD 82961) and BRO-

supporting documentation that approximately 140 
to the Whitewater River, will be impacted by the HAM-
of White Oak designated as an Exceptional Warm 

to the Ohio will by the 
bean by Megan 

Michael at 

following lie within range of the running buffalo clover (Trifolium a 
plant federally listed as endangered: WAR-US42-3.47 (PID 87209), (plD 
None), ADA-SR348-2.10 None), (PID 80617), BRO-SR221-2.38 (pID 83095), 
BRO-SR286-3.42 (PID 83907), LAW-CR22.0.06 (PID 81561), SCI-SRI39-0.16 (PID 80605), and 
HOC-180-4.03 (PID We understand from your project areas were 
surveyed for running by OES in either May 20 J0 or Mayor June 2011. 
Although some suitable habitat was identified at each site during these surveys, no individual of the 

were found. Based on this infonnation, the concurs with your determination that this 
project may ajject but is not to clover. 

The SCI-SRI39-0.16 project (PID 80605) within range of the timber rattlesnake (Crotalus 
of concern. As stated in your supporting documentation on this 

in an email Michael (ODOT dated June 20, 2011, we understand that 
no the timber rattlesnake exists in the project area, but suitable habitat was found 
adjacent to the area in a mature forest will not impacted by Based on this 
information, concurs with your that may but is not likely to 
r1nuo,·~o,,,! affect the timber rattlesnake. Although no impacts to the timber rattlesnake are anticipated, 
this species couldpossib{V be fOlllld travelillg through or baskillg within the project area. Due to the 
potentialfor the snakes to occur in this area, all workers should be illstrueted not to harm or kill the 
snakes ami to use caution, as the timber rattlesnake is a vellomous species. 

These comments have been nrp'n<>rprj under authority of the and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 
Stat. 401, as 16 U.S.C. et seq.), the Endangered 01J'O,,",HO;' of 1 as amended, and are 
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4 


consistent with the intent of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service's Mitigation Policy. 

This concludes consultation on these actions as required by section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species 
Act. Should, during the term of these actions, additional information on listed or proposed species or 
their critical habitat become available, or if new information reveals effects of the actions that were not 
previously considered, consultation with the Service should be reinitiated to assess whether the 
determinations are still valid . 

If you have questions, or if we may be of further assistance in this matter, please contact Karen Hallberg 
at extension 23 in this office. 

Sincerely, 

~ h.D. 

cc: 	 ODNR, DOW, SCEA Unit, Columbus, OH (email only) 
USACE, Ohio Regulatory Transportation Office, Columbus, OH (email only ) 
OEPA, Columbus, OH (email only) 
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Osborne, Deborah

From: Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 1:51 PM
To: Osborne, Deborah
Subject: CLE-CR Aicholtz  PID 82553  ODNR Comments on the May 2011, MOA
Attachments: MOA List.docx

 
Hi Deb,  
 
Please find attached the ODNR comments for  CLE-CR Aicholtz  PID 82553. There were no specific comments related to 
this project. Please include this information in the final CE document.  
 
If you should have any questions, feel free to contact me.  
 
Thanx,  
 
Keith  
 
 
Keith Smith, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer/Team Leader, ODOT D-8 
Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us 
1-800-831-2142 or 513-933-6590  
----- Forwarded by Keith Smith/Planning/D08/ODOT on 07/27/2011 01:45 PM -----  
Chris Staron/Environmental/CEN/ODOT  

07/27/2011 01:14 PM  

To CEN.EnvironmentalDEC
cc Mike Pettegrew/Environmental/CEN/ODOT@ODOT, Megan 

Michael/Environmental/CEN/ODOT@ODOT  
Subject ODNR Comments on the May 2011, MOA

 

 
 
All,  
 
Below are ODNR comments on the May 2011, MOA.  

LIC-70-13.67 (PID 85540) - A plan note will need to be added to the project discussing if the snake is found within the 
project area ODNR will need to be notified.  

UNI-245-0.42 (PID 87257) - A mussel survey will be required for this project, contact Megan Michael to discuss the survey 

HAM-IR74-3.54/VAR (82961) - OES is currently discussing the need for cave salamander surveys, contact this office for 
further information.  

Please forward any comments or questions to this office.  

Thanks  

Chris  
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"Mitch, Brian" <Brian.Mitch@dnr.state.oh.us>  

07/25/2011 02:09 PM  

To <tim.hill@dot.state.oh.us>
cc <Megan.Michael@dot.state.oh.us>, <Mike.Pettegrew@dot.state.oh.us>

Subject 11-0254; ODOT MOA Dated May 31st, 2011 
 

 
 
 
   

                 

ODNR COMMENTS TO Tim Hill, ODOT Office of Environmental Services, 1980 West Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43223 

   

   

Project: The ODOT MOA Dated May 31st, 2011 includes the following PID’s: 84565, 86886, 85250, 86499, 76341, 85540, 91040, 
87257, 89055, 89507, 82553, 84222, 82961, 87209, 89132, 87811, 80617, 83095, 83907, 80746, 75441, 81561, 80605, 86822, 87515, 
83261 and 86768. These projects will require bridge or culvert replacements and/or roadway improvements on essentially the existing 
alignments.  

   

Location: The projects in the ODOT MOA Dated May 31st, 2011 will be located in ODOT Districts 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10.  

   

   

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) has completed a review of the above referenced project.  These comments were 
generated by an inter-disciplinary review within the Department.  These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the National Environmental Policy Act, the Coastal 
Zone Management Act, Ohio Revised Code and other applicable laws and regulations.  These comments are also based on ODNR’s 
experience as the state natural resource management agency and do not supersede or replace the regulatory authority of any local, state 
or federal agency nor relieve the applicant of the obligation to comply with any local, state or federal laws or regulations.    

   

   

Fish and Wildlife: The ODNR, Division of Wildlife (DOW) has the following comments.  

   

LIC-70-13.67 (PID 85540):  This project is near an area of known records for the Eastern massasauga (Sistrurus catenatus), a state 
endangered and a Federal candidate snake species.  It appears that impacts will occur in areas that are routinely disturbed by mowing 
or farming.  Therefore, the project is not likely to impact this species.  However, if an eastern massasauga is encountered, ODOT 
should immediately stop construction, and the DOW should be contacted as soon as possible.  

ATTACHMENT C4 
Page 218

6binauj
Text Box
h



3

   

UNI-245-0.42 (PID 87257):  The Ohio Biodiversity Database has records within Big Darby Creek about one mile downstream of the 
bridge site for the wavy-rayed lampmussel (Lampsilis fasciola), a state species of concern, the rayed bean (Villosa fabalis), a state 
endangered mussel, the clubshell (Pleurobema clava), a state and federal endangered mussel species, and the snuffbox (Epioblasma 
triquetra), a state endangered species.  The DOW agrees with ODOT that this project will require a mussel survey and relocation prior 
to construction, if in-stream work cannot be avoided.  The DOW requests the opportunity to review and comment on any survey that is 
done for this project.  

   

HAM-IR74-3.54/VAR (82961):  The project is within the range of the cave salamander (Eurycea lucifuga), a state endangered 
species.  Records show this species has been found near the proposed project area.  After consultation with a herpetologist, due to the 
project’s proximity to current records, a habitat survey is required on the proposed site.  At a minimum, the survey should include the 
area on the east side of Dry Fork Creek and the bridge as shown by the eastern area circled in yellow on the attached map.  The survey 
must be done by a professional herpetologist approved by the DOW.  Unless the herpetologist determines that the presence of the cave 
salamander is highly unlikely, a presence/absence survey will be required.      

   

CLA-George Rogers Clark Park Estel Wenrick Parking Lot Expansion (PID 89507):  The Ohio Biodiversity Database shows this 
project site is actually within about 1,500 feet of the Prairie Fringed Orchid population (Platanthera leucophaea), a state threatened & 
federal threatened species, that is located within the Estel Wenrick Wetlands park and within about 200 feet of the closest known 
population that is on private property, not one mile as stated in the rare species write-up.  However, since the project site is in upland 
habitat, we do not see any potential for negative impact on the orchids, assuming that wetlands are avoided in all aspects of the 
project.  

   

Boating and Navigation: The ODNR, Division of Watercraft, Scenic Rivers Program has the following comments.  

   

ODOT PID 87257: UNI-245-0.42  

   

1.       A sediment and erosion control plan should be developed for the site and implemented before earthwork commences.  Particular 
attention should be given to any drainage ways, ditches and streams that could convey sediment laden water directly to the 
river.  Properly installed (framed and entrenched) sediment fence should be utilized around the work site perimeter and storm water 
inlets.  Appropriately designed rock-check dams and other erosion controls should be utilized in ditches and drainage ways.  All 
controls should be properly maintained until final site stabilization is achieved.  All sediment and erosion controls should be removed 
upon stabilization of the project area with vegetation.  Straw bales should not be permitted as a form of erosion control.  All denuded 
areas, including ditches, culverts and river/stream banks, should be permanently seeded and mulched (or fiber mat) immediately upon 
completion of earthwork or temporarily seeded and mulched (or fiber mat) within seven days if the area is to remain idle for more than 
thirty days. Access roads constructed on slopes should be graveled to prevent erosion from surface runoff.  

   

2.      Idle equipment, petrochemicals and toxic/hazardous materials should not be stored in the floodplain or near any drainage ways, 
ditches or streams that could convey such materials to the river.  Petrochemicals and toxic/hazardous materials should not be 
discharged into the river, its floodplain or any drainage ways, ditches or streams. Refueling of equipment should not occur in the 
floodplain or near any drainage ways, ditches or streams. A spill containment and cleanup plan should be generated prior to the start of 
the project.  
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3.      Where feasible, for replacement structures or bridges on new alignments; no in-stream structural components should be 
permitted.  All piers and abutments should be placed above the normal high water mark of the stream bank and should be placed as far 
back from the top of the bank as is possible.  Columnar piers are preferred over flat faced piers.  Every attempt should be made to 
expand the structural opening to accommodate the one-hundred year flood flow.  

   

4.      All components of the existing structure (piers, abutments, etc.) should be completely removed. Piers should be removed down 
to the same elevation as the surrounding riverbed. Every effort should be made to keep deck material and other debris out of the river 
during removal. Asphalt deck material should be removed before any portion of the bridge is removed. If any material falls into the 
water, it should be removed immediately. All debris, excess fill material and material excavated from the river bottom should be 
disposed of at an approved upland site (above 100 year flood elevations).  

   

5.      If feasible, storm water drainage from the completed bridge deck should be discharged into the road-side ditches rather than 
draining to the bridge and being discharged over the side of the bridge or through scuppers.  

   

6.      All near-stream work should be conducted during low flow period (July 1 through October 31).  If feasible, pier construction 
utilizing drilled shafts and holding pits (for sediment laden water and excess concrete) is recommended.  

   

7.      Rip- rap used should be kept to the minimum amount needed to prevent scour and should consist of clean rock only (free of any 
toxic or fine material).  All fill material used as rip rap, work platforms or cofferdams shall be a minimum of three inches in diameter 
and be washed to remove fine particulate matter (clay, silt, sand and soil).  If necessary, work platforms should be kept to the absolute 
minimum size needed to facilitate in-stream work.  In-stream work should be conducted through the use of water diversions not 
requiring the placement of earthen fill (sheet piling, membrane dams, etc.) wherever possible.  Any fill should be completely removed 
from the streambed immediately upon completion of in-stream work. If feasible, the use of Aqua Barriers is recommended.  

   

8.      If dewatering is necessary to facilitate in-stream work or pier construction, all wastewater should be pumped onto a vegetated 
area a sufficient distance from the river to allow for complete infiltration.  No wastewater of any kind should be discharged directly 
into the river or any other drainage ways, ditches or streams. All storm water drainage should be directed onto a vegetated area to 
allow for complete infiltration. If discharge to a vegetated area is not feasible, then wastewater should be discharged into a sediment 
filter bag or into a temporary detention/retention pond with sufficient retention time to permit for the settling of all suspended solids.  

   

9.      All streambank vegetation should be left undisturbed to the maximum extent possible. Areas where vegetation is removed 
should be re-vegetated with native tree species. Any disturbed streambanks should be returned to previously existing contours and 
elevations. Trees should be one inch in diameter and balled/ burlap nursery stock.  After a full growing season for the trees, any stakes 
and guide wires should be removed and properly disposed of.  Any trees that die during the first growing season should be 
replaced.  Cutting or clearing of any riparian vegetation within 1000 feet of the river beyond the existing right-of-way should be 
avoided at all costs. Care should be taken not to girdle or scuff tree trunks or damage any standing trees.  

   

10.   If painting, sand or water blasting any portion of the bridge is necessary then appropriate aprons should be utilized to provide for 
complete containment of all paint debris particles and other debris.  Appropriate aprons should be utilized to provide for complete 
containment of all paint and/or sealant over-spray.  Any such debris should be removed immediately and disposed of at an upland site 
(above 100 year flood elevations).  
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ODNR appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments.  Please contact Brian Mitch at (614) 265-6378 if you have questions 
about these comments or need additional information.  
   
Brian Mitch, Environmental Review Manager  
Ohio Department of Natural Resources  
Environmental Services Section  
2045 Morse Road, Building E-3  
Columbus, Ohio  43229-6693  
Office: (614) 265-6378  
Fax: (614) 262-2197  
brian.mitch@dnr.state.oh.us  
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OEPA Drinking Water Resources Map 
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FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map 
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Attachment E1   CLE-275-10.15 Cultural Resources  Study Area and Agency Comments/Clearances  
Attachment E2  Phase I History/Architecture Clearance 
Attachment E3   Phase I Archaeology Clearance 
Attachment E4  Land &Water Conservation Fund Grant Listing for Clermont County 
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AIR QUALITY AND NOISE 

 
Attachment F1  PM2.5 Coordination, Agency Comments, and FHWA Conformity Determination  
Attachment F2  Quantitative MSAT Analysis (CLE-275-10.15) and OEPA Clearance 
Attachment F3  Noise Impact Analysis and ODOT IOC 
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PM2.5 Coordination, Agency Comments, and FHWA Conformity Determination 



 

 

 
  
 
 

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

Date:   May 11, 2011 

To:   
Pat Manger, P.E., Clermont County Transportation Improvement District 
Keith Smith, P.E., ODOT District 8 

From:   Jesse Binau, Deputy Environmental Services Manager 

Subject:   PM2.5 Coordination Information 

 

Project: Aicholtz Connector (CLE-CR 3-Aicholtz Connector) 

PID: 82553 

County: Clermont 

ODOT District: 8 

Sponsoring Agency: Clermont County Transportation Improvement District 

Construction Year: FY 2014 

Project Description: 

The Aicholtz Connector is a local road improvement project located between Forest Trail Drive and 
Eastgate Boulevard in Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio.  Proposed improvements primarily 
follow existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road with a reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275.  
Total length is about 1.3 miles.  The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve local 
connectivity and access in the Eastgate area and help reduce congestion on SR 32.  The project is 
being sponsored by the Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID) in 
cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT and Union Township.    
 
The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement of the I-275/SR 32 
interchange (CLE-275-10.15) and future multimodal improvements associated with the Eastern 
Corridor (HAM/CLE-32F-2.50).  The focus of the project is to reconnect Aicholtz Road under I-275 in 
conjunction with construction of ODOT’s I-275 bridges at this location, and to provide the geometric 
and intersection improvements needed to address safety and capacity issues in support of the 
Aicholtz Road reconnection.  As part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the area, the 
reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 is being planned to accommodate rail transit and 
pedestrian components of the Eastern Corridor which will be developed in detail at a future time. 

Purpose and Need 
Summary: 

The Aicholtz Connector is listed in OKI’s 2011 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and in the 
CCTID Regional Transportation Plan as a Group 1 Transportation System Management (TSM) project 
for the I-275/SR 32 interchange area.  Project goals developed for the Aicholtz Connector by the 
study team and confirmed through public involvement conducted to date include the following: 
 
  Improve access and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off SR 32. 
  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development 

and redevelopment opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector corridor. 
  Plan for future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities as part of a phased approach. 
  Protect the natural environment by preserving greenspace and managing stormwater. 
  Maximize use of existing public right-of-way.   

 
The Aicholtz Connector is an independent project, and the need for it centers on the lack of an east-
west connection (from the east side of I-275 to the west side of I-275) in the Eastgate area south of 
SR 32.  This lack of connectivity is hampering access to and from local businesses and residential 
areas, forcing local traffic onto SR 32 and adding to congestion in the I-275 interchange area.  The 
lack of a complete (circular) local road connection around the Eastgate area also forces traffic to 
take indirect routes within the local network.  Reconnecting Aicholtz Road between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard will re-establish a vital link in the local network that provides 
better access to Eastgate area businesses and reduces congestion on SR 32 (2 percent to 18 percent 
reduction in 2030 traffic volumes depending on location).   
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Preferred  
Alternative: 

A Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz Connector was identified on the basis of environmental 
impacts, construction and right-of-way costs, and ability to address the project goals listed above, 
and has been confirmed through public involvement.  The proposed typical section includes two 12-
foot lanes with 4-foot shoulders and a 6-inch vertical curb.  The Preferred Alternative begins just 
east of Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road at Forest Trail Drive and extends east approximately 1.3 miles 
to Eastgate Boulevard.  The proposed alignment closely follows existing Old SR 74/Rust 
Lane/Aicholtz Road right-of-way, and the proposed reconnection under I-275 links the segments of 
Aicholtz Road east and west of the I-275 corridor (see attached exhibit).   

Traffic Volumes: 

Existing Traffic Volumes 

 
Traffic counts taken by the Clermont County Engineer in 2002 on Aicholtz Road between Rust Lane 
and the cul-de-sac at I-275 (west of I-275) indicated an average daily traffic volume of 73 vehicles 
per day.  Traffic counts taken by the Clermont County Engineer in 2000 on Aicholtz Road between 
Eastgate Boulevard and the cul-de-sac at I-275 (east of I-275) indicated an average daily traffic 
volume of 122 vehicles per day.  Truck % not available. 
   
2010 Build Traffic 
 
ODOT-Certified Opening Day (2010) traffic for the Aicholtz Connector project (January 2010) 
indicates that 12,160 vehicles per day will use the Aicholtz Connector east of Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and 4,570 vehicles per day will use the Aicholtz Connector west of Eastgate Boulevard 
(with 2% truck traffic).  These volumes account for the closure of the Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection 
(under CLE-275-10.15), a new Aicholtz Road connection under I-275, and improvements to Rust 
Lane/Aicholtz Road (see attached exhibit). 
   
2030 Build Traffic  
 
ODOT-Certified Opening Day (2010) traffic for the Aicholtz Connector project (January 2010) 
indicates that 14,830 vehicles per day will use the Aicholtz Connector east of Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and 7,710 vehicles per day will use the Aicholtz Connector west of Eastgate Boulevard 
(with 2% truck traffic).  These volumes account for the closure of the Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection 
(under CLE-275-10.15), a new Aicholtz Road connection under I-275, and improvements to Rust 
Lane/ Aicholtz Road (see attached exhibit). 
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Binau, Jesse

Subject: FW: Fw: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553-  PM2.5 Project Level Conformity 
Determination Request for Nonexempt Project

Morris.Patricia@epamail.epa.gov 

05/16/2011 10:48 AM  
   

 

To Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us
cc Paul.Braun@epa.state.oh.us, Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us, "Binau, Jesse" <JBinau@entran.us>, 

leigh.oesterling@dot.gov, Erica.Schneider@dot.state.oh.us
Subject Re: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553-  PM2.5 Project Level Conformity Determination Request for Nonexempt 

Project 
 

Noel,  
I concur that based on the expected traffic for this project, it is not a project of air quality concern as defined by the 
conformity rule.  
Pat  
Patricia Morris 
Environmental Scientist 
USEPA Region 5 
(312) 353-8656 
morris.patricia@epa.gov  
 
-----Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us wrote: ----- 
 
To: Patricia Morris/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, Paul.Braun@epa.state.oh.us 
From: Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us 
Date: 05/13/2011 10:02AM 
cc: Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us, "Binau, Jesse" <JBinau@entran.us>, leigh.oesterling@dot.gov, 
Erica.Schneider@dot.state.oh.us 
Subject: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553- PM2.5 Project Level Conformity Determination Request for Nonexempt 
Project 
 
 
Patricia/Paul:  
 
The subject non-exempt project is located in a PM2.5 non-attainment area, however, is a  
project that we believe is not a project of air quality concern and has met the statuatory  
requirements of the Clean Air Act and is exempt from PM2.5 Hotspot Analysis.   The project  
is located east of Cincinnati in Summerside, Ohio in Clermont County.  See attached  
project location mapping and description. 
 
This project is listed on OKI's 2011 TIP.  This project does not have  
an ADT >125,000 AND diesel trucks >8% in the design year.  This project  
requires a project level conformity determination from FHWA in accordance  
with 40CFR93 and the FHWA and EPA Transportation Conformity Guidance for  
Qualitative Hot Spot Analysis in PM2.5 and PM10 Nonattainment and  
Maintenance Areas.  Attached is the traffic information for the project.  As  
you can see, the traffic volumes are very low.  Please let me know if you  
agree that this project is not a project of air quality concern and no  
PM2.5 hotspot analysis is required so that we can request FHWA issuance of  
their project level conformity determination for this project.  A response  
by May 20, 2011 (1 week) would be greatly appreciated.  
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Binau, Jesse

Subject: FW: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553-  PM2.5 Project Level Conformity Determination 
Request for Nonexempt Project

"Paul Braun" <Paul.Braun@epa.state.oh.us>  

05/16/2011 12:24 PM  

To <Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us>, <Morris.Patricia@epamail.epa.gov>
cc <leigh.oesterling@dot.gov>, <Erica.Schneider@dot.state.oh.us>, 

<Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us>, "Jesse Binau" <JBinau@entran.us>
Subject Re: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553-  PM2.5 Project Level Conformity 

Determination Request for Nonexempt Project 
 

 
 
 
Noel,  
   
I also concur based on the expected traffic.  
   
Thanks for the opportunity to review.  
Paul  
   
Paul J. Braun, P.E. 
State Implementation Plan Development and Rulemaking 
Ohio EPA, Division of Air Pollution Control 
614-644-3734 
 
>>> <Morris.Patricia@epamail.epa.gov> 5/16/2011 10:48 AM >>>  
Noel,  
I concur that based on the expected traffic for this project, it is not a project of air quality concern as defined by the 
conformity rule.  
Pat  
Patricia Morris 
Environmental Scientist 
USEPA Region 5 
(312) 353-8656 
morris.patricia@epa.gov  
 
-----Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us wrote: ----- 
 
To: Patricia Morris/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, Paul.Braun@epa.state.oh.us 
From: Noel.Alcala@dot.state.oh.us 
Date: 05/13/2011 10:02AM 
cc: Keith.Smith@dot.state.oh.us, "Binau, Jesse" <JBinau@entran.us>, leigh.oesterling@dot.gov, 
Erica.Schneider@dot.state.oh.us 
Subject: CLE-Aicholtz Connector; PID# 82553- PM2.5 Project Level Conformity Determination Request for Nonexempt 
Project 
 
 
Patricia/Paul:  
 
The subject non-exempt project is located in a PM2.5 non-attainment area, however, is a  
project that we believe is not a project of air quality concern and has met the statuatory  
requirements of the Clean Air Act and is exempt from PM2.5 Hotspot Analysis.   The project  
is located east of Cincinnati in Summerside, Ohio in Clermont County.  See attached  
project location mapping and description. 
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If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call or send an email. 
 
Noel Alcala, P.E., Noise and Air Quality Coordinator 
ODOT, Office of Environmental Services 
Phone:  614-466-5222  
 
 
[attachment "Aicholtz Connector - PM2.5 Coordination.pdf" removed by Patricia Morris/R5/USEPA/US] [attachment "F1 
- MSAT and Clearance.pdf" deleted by Noel Alcala/Environmental/CEN/ODOT]  
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ATTACHMENT F2 
 

Quantitative MSAT Analysis (CLE-275-10.15) and OEPA Clearance 



September 20071848 SUMMIT ROAD
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45237-2804
513.761.1700 / FAX 513.761.1728

Engineering
Planning

Surveying
Environmental

Quantitative Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) Analysis

CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289
Clermont County, Ohio

Prepared for:

The Ohio Department of Transportation, District 8
505 South SR 741
Lebanon, Ohio 45036

Prepared by:
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I.    APPLICABILITY & BACKGROUND 
 
A. Applicability 
 

Section 112(b) of the federal Clean Air Act currently lists 189 air toxics, also known as hazardous air pollutants 
(HAPs).  Air toxics are emitted by a variety of industrial sources and by motor vehicles, and present a threat of 
adverse effects to human health and/or the environment.  The United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) has assessed this list of air toxics and has identified a subset of 21 of these toxics as “Mobile Source Air 
Toxics” (MSATs), which are set forth in the EPA final rule: Control of Emissions of Hazardous Air Pollutants 
from Mobile Sources (66 FR 17235).  The EPA has also extracted six of these 21 MSATs and labeled them 
“priority” MSATs; these are: benzene, formaldehyde, acetaldehyde, diesel particulate matter / diesel exhaust 
organic gases, acrolein, and 1,3-butadiene.   
 
While these six MSATs are considered the priority transportation toxics, the EPA stresses that these lists are 
subject to change and may be adjusted in future rules.  The EPA has not established regulatory concentration 
targets for the six relevant MSAT pollutants appropriate for use in the project development process. 
 
Highway air toxics assessment procedures, coordination requirements, and mitigation measures are based on: 
 

• Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA 
Documents (February 3, 2006) 

• FHWA Title 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 771 

• FHWA Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 93 

• FHWA Title 66 Code of Federal Regulations 17235 

• FHWA Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 1502 

• The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) Office of Environmental Services (OES) Technical 
Guidance TG-POL-01-06 dated August 1, 2006 

 
The FHWA and ODOT guidance divides projects into four categories:  those that require no analysis, those that 
have no potential for meaningful MSAT effects, those with low potential for MSAT effects, and those with higher 
potential for MSAT effects. 
 
This project meets the criteria for “higher potential MSAT effects” since it adds capacity and adds new travel 
lanes.  The analysis quantifies the MSAT effects of construction of the CLE-275-10.15 project.  The FHWA 
Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents (February 3, 2006) requires this analysis for 
capacity-adding highway construction projects with predicted traffic volumes exceeding 140,000 – 150,000 
vehicles per day (if adjacent land uses are sensitive to MSAT effects). 

 
B. MSAT Background Information 
 

In addition the criteria air pollutants for which there are National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), EPA 
also regulates air toxics.  Most air toxics originate from human-made sources, including on-road mobile sources, 
non-road mobile sources (e.g., airplanes), area sources (e.g., dry cleaners), and stationary sources (e.g., factories 
or refineries).   
 
Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs) are a subset of the 189 air toxics defined by the Clean Air Act (CAA).  The 
MSATs are compounds emitted by highway vehicles and non-road equipment.  Some toxics are present in fuel 
and emitted into the air when the fuel evaporates or passes through the air unburned.  Other toxics are emitted 
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from the incomplete combustion of fuels or secondary combustion products.  Metal air toxics also result from 
engine wear or from impurities in oil or gasoline. 
 
The EPA is the lead Federal Agency for administering the CAA, and has certain responsibilities regarding the 
health effects of MSATs.  The EPA issued a Final Rule on Controlling Emissions of Hazardous Air Pollutants 
from Mobile Sources (66 FR 17229; March 29, 2001).  This rule was issued under the authority in Section 2020 
of the CAA.  In its rule, the EPA examined the impacts of existing and newly promulgated mobile source control 
programs, including its reformulated gasoline (RFG) program, its national low emission vehicle (NLEV) 
standards, its Tier 2 motor vehicle emissions standards and gasoline sulfur control requirements, and its proposed 
heavy duty engine and vehicle standards and on-highway diesel sulfur control requirements.   Even with a 
projected 64-percent increase in VMT between 2000 and 2020, FHWA estimates that these programs will reduce 
on-highway emissions of benzene, formaldehyde, 1,3-butadiene, and acetaldehyde by 57 to 65 percent, as shown 
in the following graph: 
 

 
 

As a result, the EPA concluded that no further motor vehicle emissions standards or fuel standards were necessary 
to further control MSATs.  The agency is preparing another rule under authority of CAA Section 202(l) that will 
address these issues and could make adjustments to the full 21 and the six primary MSATs. 

 
C. Existing Conditions 
 

The CLE-275-10.15 project consists of proposed capacity and safety improvements to SR 32 and the existing      
I-275/SR 32 and Eastgate Boulevard interchange areas in Union Township in western Clermont County, Ohio 
(locally referred to as the “Eastgate Area”; see Exhibits 1 and 2).  The project begins on SR 32 about 0.3 miles 
west of Bells Lane and proceeds east through the I-275/SR 32 interchange and the Eastgate Boulevard 
interchange, to a point about 0.2 miles east of Eastgate Square Drive.  The project also involves an approximately 

 
2 
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2.9-mile section of I-275 beginning approximately 1.1 miles north of the existing I-275/SR 32 interchange and 
extending south to a point approximately 1.2 miles south of the existing I-275/SR 32 interchange.   
 
The CLE-275-10.15 project was developed out of the Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal Projects study, a 
comprehensive transportation study and improvement program involving a 200 square-mile portion of eastern 
Hamilton County and western Clermont County (commonly referred to as Cincinnati’s “Eastern Corridor”).  
Western Clermont County is currently the only Cincinnati suburb area that is not directly connected by interstate 
or major controlled-access highway to the employment and economic core of Cincinnati and Hamilton County.  
Consequently, commuter traffic heading west toward Cincinnati from Clermont County and other eastern outlying 
areas, and the reverse commuter traffic heading east toward Clermont County, is forced to use the substandard 
and inefficient SR 32 corridor, or one of the other local or regional non-expressway facilities serving the Eastern 
Corridor (such as Clough Pike, SR 125 or US 50).   
 
Additionally, SR 32, in combination with I-275, is a key route for the regional, intrastate and interstate movement 
of goods and services in the eastern sector of the Cincinnati metropolitan area and OKI region.  SR 32 is part of 
the national Appalachian Development Highway System (ADHS) network.  The ADHS network connects all of 
the multi-state Appalachian Region to important eastern seaboard export markets, as well as midwestern, north-
central and south-central regional markets.  The vicinity surrounding the project area is home to numerous 
businesses, restaurants, and retail shopping centers. In addition to handling substantial commuter traffic and 
freight movement, the SR 32 corridor and the surrounding local road network is handling a substantial amount of 
the local and regional traffic trying to access this major commerce area.   
 
The combination of commuter traffic, freight movement, and local business/shopping traffic in and through the 
Eastgate Area is resulting in high traffic volumes that, for the most part, are expected to substantially increase by 
2030.  The efficiency of travel and the effective movement of goods and services will continue to degrade in the 
project area unless capacity and access / safety improvements are implemented.  Without the proposed 
improvements, declining transportation conditions will critically hinder the efficient movement of freight and 
services, as well as the ability of people to connect with local and regional employment and economic centers. 
 
Transportation needs in the Eastern Corridor study area, including the CLE-275-10.15 project area, were 
evaluated in Tier 1 of the Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal projects study and has been documented in the Eastern 
Corridor Tier 1 EIS (September 30, 2005) and Record of Decision (June 2, 2006).  Key purpose and need 
elements identified for the Eastern Corridor included: a) existing transportation network deficiencies within the 
corridor, affecting capacity, safety and accessibility, b) limited availability of alternative transportation options 
(modes), c) inadequate regional linkage and mobility between social and economic destinations, and d) expected 
future economic expansion and population growth in the project area.  These corridor-level transportation issues 
apply to all of the multi-modal projects included in the Eastern Corridor Tier 1 recommended plan, including the 
CLE-275-10.15 project.  Specific transportation goals for the CLE-275-10.15 project area, in support of the 
overall purpose and need for the Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal projects program, include the following: 

 
• Improve safety on I-275 and SR 32 by addressing merge/weave problems, reducing motorist confusion, 

eliminating access point conflicts, and addressing stop-and-go conditions and left-turn conflicts. 
 
• Meet ODOT Macro-Corridor goals for SR 32 by beginning to establish limited-access east of I-275, 

including, where appropriate, access point removal or consolidation and grade separations.  
 
• Improve connectivity and establish a coordinated mainline and local road network improvement program to 

provide better handling of different trip types (local versus regional) and vehicular modes.      
 
• Provide capacity to achieve minimum Level of Service “D” for peak period key elements. 
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• Ensure that the SR 32 and Eastgate area improvements do not result in any degradation of level-of-service 
on I-275.  

 
• Preserve and possibly enhance access to the Eastgate Mall area and surrounding retail complex. 
 
• Provide opportunity for enhanced transit access and service.  

 
The project area is extensively developed and comprised of mixed land uses, including commercial/retail, 
industrial, office, and single and multi-family residential (see Exhibit 2).  The larger commercial/retail facilities in 
the area include Eastgate Mall, Eastgate Pavilion, Eastgate Crossing, Eastgate Station, Biggs Place, Meijer and 
Wal-Mart.  Smaller businesses occur as strip development along SR 32, including a variety of restaurants, gas 
stations, automotive repair/service facilities, motels, and banks.  Residential development in the area mostly 
occurs west of the I-275/SR 32 interchange along Bells Lane, Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road, Old SR 74 and Aicholtz 
Road, and to the north and south of SR 32 east of Gleneste-Withamsville Road.   
 
Existing I-275 in the project area is classified as an Urban Interstate.  SR 32 is classified as an Urban Principal 
Arterial.  Old SR 74 serves as an alternative east-west route that crosses SR 32 at both the east and west ends of 
the project area.  Access from the major roadways to shopping centers, businesses, and residential development in 
the area is provided from local side roads and drives that run both perpendicular and parallel to SR 32              
(see Exhibit 2). 
 

D.  Proposed Improvements 
 

The CLE-275-10.15 project is the first of several roadway improvement projects to be implemented as part of the 
Eastern Corridor work program identified in the Tier 1 EIS.  The CLE-275-10.15 project is the initial stage of 
action for the Eastgate Area of the Eastern Corridor, and focuses on addressing transportation inadequacies 
associated with the existing I-275/SR 32 and Eastgate Boulevard interchanges and the adjacent segment of SR 32 
from approximately Bells Lane to Gleneste-Withamsville Road.  Specifically, the CLE-275-10.15 project will 
improve levels-of-service to “D” or better in the I-275/SR 32 and SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchanges and on 
SR 32 in the project area, and improve motorist safety by addressing high traffic volumes and access point 
conflicts through implementation of the following design plan (see Exhibit 3):  

 
• Widen SR 32 from a four-lane facility to (primarily) a six-lane facility. 
 
•   Remove the existing Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection and extend Old SR 74 to the west to intersect with Mt. 

Carmel-Tobasco Road to provide adequate spacing between the I-275/SR 32 interchange ramps and the Old 
SR 74/SR 32 intersection, and eliminate the existing merge/weave problem on SR 32 in this area.    

 
•   Eliminate the existing SR 32/Bells Lane intersection to provide better traffic flow on SR 32 in the vicinity of 

the proposed Old SR 74/Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road/SR 32 intersection.   
 
•    Replace the existing cloverleaf ramps in the I-275/SR 32 interchange with a combination of directional and 

loop ramps and appropriately-spaced signalized intersections on SR 32 in order to eliminate the 
merge/weave problem in the I-275/SR 32 interchange area. 

 
•  Construct a series of braided ramps between the I-275/SR 32 and SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchanges to 

eliminate the merge/weave problem on SR 32 in this area. 
 
•   Reconfigure the SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchange from a partial cloverleaf design to a modified 

diamond interchange, eliminate one signalized intersection in the SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchange 
area, and improve intersection spacing in the SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchange area to improve traffic 
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flow on Eastgate Boulevard and level-of-service and safety throughout the SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard 
interchange area. 

 
•  Eliminate the existing SR 32/Eastgate Square Drive and Jackson Square Drive right-in/right-out intersection 

to improve traffic flow and safety between the SR 32/Eastgate Boulevard interchange and the SR 
32/Gleneste-Withamsville Road intersection. 

 
In conjunction with this project, a number of other local projects are also being developed under the Eastern 
Corridor Tier 1 work program umbrella to improve local road network travel along the SR 32 Corridor in the 
Eastgate Area vicinity.  The following is a summary of these local projects: 

 
•  Tina Drive Extension:  This project (PID 82558) involves an extension of Tina Drive from Bells Lane to Old 

SR 74 (relocated/extended as part of CLE-275-10.15) to allow for the elimination of the existing SR 
32/Bells Lane at-grade intersection. 

 
• Eastgate North Frontage Road:  This project (PID 82555) involves widening and other improvements to the 

Eastgate North Frontage Road, and is a local road network project being coordinated with improvements to 
the Eastgate Boulevard interchange under CLE-275-10.15. 

 
•  Old SR 74 Improvements:  This is a planned local road project that involves widening and other 

improvements to old SR 74 between Eastgate Boulevard and Elick Lane/Bach-Buxton Road (PID 82557). 
 
• Aicholtz Road Connector:  This project (PID 82552) involves the construction of a connector road (Aicholtz 

Road) from relocated Old SR 74 at Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road southeast to Eastgate Boulevard.   
 

Since these projects are being developed in conjunction with the CLE-275-10.15 project (or are in close proximity 
to CLE-275-10.15), they have been included in the 2010/2030 Build condition, as shown on Exhibit 3. 

 
II. MSAT ANALYSIS 
 
A. Analysis Objectives 
 

The analysis of MSAT is an emerging science with limited project-level analysis techniques.  This project meets 
the “higher potential MSAT effects” criteria, thus requiring a quantitative MSAT analysis.  ODOT has developed 
a quantitative analysis procedure through coordination with FHWA, U.S. EPA, and Ohio EPA.  This procedure 
uses a variation of the conformity analysis based on regional travel demand models to calculate the regional 
MSAT contribution from project alternatives in the opening and design year scenarios.  The analysis then 
compares the contribution from each project alternative and provides a recommendation based on the comparison.   
 
In the case of the subject project, the preferred alternative was selected prior to the MSAT analysis requirement; 
therefore, this analysis is limited to a comparison of the preferred Build and No Build alternatives in the Opening 
Year (2010) and the Design Year (2030).   

 
B.  Sensitive Areas  
 

Land uses which are sensitive to MSAT effects include residential development, schools, hospitals, nursing 
homes, day care facilities, and other land uses where vulnerable populations exist.  An MSAT analysis focuses on 
land uses that are located within approximately 500 feet of the proposed edge of pavement; this distance was 
selected for MSAT analysis projects through coordination with Ohio EPA and FHWA, as it is consistent with the 
area of effect for PM2.5 (particulate matter). 
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The majority of MSAT-sensitive land uses within 500 feet of the proposed edges of pavement in the project area 
are located in residential subdivisions in the northwest and southwest quadrants of the I-275 / SR 32 interchange 
(see Exhibit 4).  A lesser number of MSAT-sensitive land uses are located in the southeast quadrant of the I-275 / 
SR 32 interchange, and in the northwest quadrant of the SR 32 / Eastgate Boulevard interchange.  A breakdown of 
approximate number and land use type of MSAT-sensitive receptors within 500 feet of the edge of pavement of 
roadways with planned improvements associated with this project is provided below: 
 

 I-275 / SR 32 Interchange, Northwest Quadrant
 

• 35 single-family residences along or adjacent to Cardinal Drive 
• 20 single-family residences along Summerside Road, Elmont Drive, Vermona Drive, and Georgeann Lane 
• 14 single-family residences along Bells Lane, Marjorie Drive, and Anna Mae Drive 
• 10 single-family residences along Roney Lane 
• 4 apartment buildings on Bells Lake Drive (Bells Lane Apartments) 

 
 I-275 / SR 32 Interchange, Southwest Quadrant
 

• 35 single-family residences along Rust Lane and Aicholtz Drive 
• 45 single-family residences along Holiday Drive, Festive Court, Happiness Lane, and Ho Hum Drive 
• 60 single-family residences along Cider Mill Drive 
• 5 apartment buildings along Long Acres Drive  
 

 I-275 / SR 32 Interchange, Northeast / Southeast Quadrants
 

• 20 single-family residences along Melody Lane, Deer Valley Drive, Diane Drive, and Danny Drive 
• 10 single-family residences along Glenridge Drive, just northeast of the SR 32/Eastgate Blvd. interchange 
• 8 single-family residences along Aicholtz Road, between I-275 and Omni Drive 

 
C.  Traffic 
 

Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volumes on I-275 and SR 32 in the project area are expected to exceed the 140,000-
150,000 criterion level by 2030, thus requiring a quantitative MSAT analysis for the project.  Table 1 (below) 
displays the traffic volume data for the primary roadways with project-related realignments or capacity 
improvements which could potentially impact pollution-sensitive land uses: 

 
  Table 1:  Traffic Data 

Base Year (2000) Opening Year (2010) *** Design Year (2030) *** 
Roadway Segment 

ADT Truck % ADT Truck % ADT Trucks % 

I-275 
North of SR 32 
South of SR 32 

 
73,090* 
65,770* 

 
7% 
6% 

 
68,800 
60,500 

 
4% 
4% 

 
75,200 
65,500 

 
4% 
4% 

SR 32 
West of I-275 

Between I-275 and Eastgate Blvd. 
East of Eastgate Blvd. 

 
30,980* 
64,610* 
41,250* 

 
4% 
6% 
5% 

 
33,000 
77,900 
53,200 

 
3% 
2% 
2% 

 
43,700 
95,900 
71,900 

 
3% 
2% 
2% 

Old SR 74 
North of SR 32 
South of SR 32 

 
14,075** 
10,815** 

 
N/A 
N/A 

 
11,600 
16,000 

 
2% 
2% 

 
16,300 
27,000 

 
2% 
2% 
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Base Year (2000) Opening Year (2010) *** Design Year (2030) *** 
Roadway Segment 

ADT Truck % ADT Truck % ADT Trucks % 

Eastgate Boulevard 
North of SR 32 
South of SR 32 

 
20,191** 
17,318** 

 
N/A 
N/A 

 
13,300 
20,000 

 
2% 
2% 

 
14,200 
21,100 

 
2% 
2% 

Eastgate North Drive 
East of Eastgate Blvd. 

 
4,517** 

 
N/A 

 
10,400 

 
2% 

 
11,300 

 
2% 

 *  Source:  ODOT-OTS website (2000 traffic counts).  
 **  Source:  Clermont County Engineer’s Office Website (2001, 2004 and 2006 traffic counts). 
 *** Source:   Derived from February 2007 ODOT-Certified Traffic (DHV / 10%) 

 
III. EFFECTS ANALYSIS 
 

The MSAT modeling for this project was performed by the ODOT-Office of Technical Services using MOBILE 
6.2 conformity analysis modeling software.  Regional modeling included a project Base Year (2000) scenario, 
Opening Day (2010) Build and No Build scenarios, and Design Year (2030) No Build and Build scenarios.    
Model results (divided into regional contribution for each of the six priority MSATs) are provided in the 
following table: 
 

  Table 2:  MOBILE 6.2 Results – Project Contribution to Regional MSATs (in tons) 
Daily 

Exhaust 
Daily 

Evaporative  
Benzene 1,3 Butadiene Formaldehyde Acrolein Acetaledhyde Benzene 

Daily 
MSAT 

Daily 
PM2.5 Totals 

Base (2000) 3.1351 0.4378 1.3921 0.0631 0.6992 0.5269 6.2542 5.0050 11.2592 

2010 No Build 1.5107 0.2101 0.6686 0.0321 0.3426 0.2926 3.0567 3.1410 6.1977 

2010 Build 1.5041 0.2092 0.6657 0.0319 0.3411 0.2913 3.0433 3.1340 6.1773 

2010 Build - 2010 No Build - 0.0066 - 0.0009 - 0.0029 - 0.0002 - 0.0015 - 0.0013 - 0.0134 - 0.0070 - 0.0204 
2010 Build  - 2000 Base  - 3.2109 - 1.8710 - 5.0819 

2030 No Build 0.8194 0.1148 0.3728 0.0197 0.1922 0.1283 1.6472 2.2960 3.9432 

2030 Build 0.8174 0.1145 0.3717 0.0197 0.1917 0.1281 1.6431 2.2950 3.9381 

2030 Build - 2030 No Build - 0.0020 - 0.0003 - 0.0011 0.0000 - 0.0005 - 0.0002 - 0.0041 - 0.0010 - 0.0051 
2030 No Build - 2000 Base  - 4.6070 - 2.7090 - 7.3160 

2030 Build  - 2000 Base  - 4.6111 - 2.7100 - 7.3211 

 
Both the Opening Day (2010) and Design Year (2030) Build scenarios show a reduction in MSAT emissions over 
the Base Year (2000) levels. The total contribution from the five toxins known to be affected by vehicle speed is 
combined, and particulate matter under 2.5 microns (PM2.5) is reported separately.  The results for the 2030 No 
Build scenario show a 2.709-ton decrease in PM2.5-related MSAT contributions from the Base Year (2000) 
scenario, while results for the 2030 Build scenario show a 2.710-ton decrease in PM2.5-related MSAT from Base 
Year contributions.  The difference in PM2.5-related MSAT contributions between the 2030 No Build and Build 
scenarios is 0.001 tons.   
 
Given the decrease in overall contribution between the Base Year (2000) scenario and the Design Year (2030) 
Build scenario, and the slight decrease in MSAT contribution of the Design Year (2030) Build alternative 
compared to the Design Year (2030) No Build alternative, the construction of the proposed project will result in 
an overall improvement in MSAT effects. 
 

 
 
 

ATTACHMENT F2 
Page 258



Quantitative Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) Analysis  
I-275 / SR 32 Interchange; CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289                                                                                

 
 
 

 

 

 
8 

IV. HEALTH EFFECTS OF MSAT  
 
A. Unavailable Information for Project-Specific MSAT Impact Analysis 
 

This air toxics analysis includes a basic analysis of the likely MSAT emission impacts of this project.  However, 
available technical tools do not provide for an accurate prediction of project-specific health impacts of the 
emissions changes associated with the alternatives.  Due to these limitations, the following discussion is included 
(in accordance with CEQ regulations [40 CFR 1502.22(b)]) regarding incomplete or unavailable information: 

 
Incomplete or Unavailable Information 
 
Evaluating the environmental and health impacts of project-related MSAT emissions would involve several key 
elements, including emissions modeling, dispersion modeling (in order to estimate ambient concentrations 
resulting from the estimated emissions), exposure modeling (in order to estimate human exposure to the estimate 
concentrations), and final determination of health impacts based on the estimated exposure.  Each of these steps is 
encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science which prevents a more complete determination of this 
project’s MSAT-related health impact. 

 
1. Emissions 
 

The tools used by the EPA to estimate MSAT emissions from motor vehicles are not sensitive to key 
variables in the context of highway projects.  While MOBILE 6.2 is a useful utility in the prediction of 
regional emissions, it has limited applicability at the project level.   
 
MOBILE 6.2 is a trip-based model which projects emission factors based on a typical trip of 7.5 miles at 
average travel speeds.  This means that MOBILE 6.2 does not have the ability to predict emission factors for 
a specific vehicle operating condition at a specific location at a specific time.  Because of this limitation, 
MOBILE 6.2 can only approximate the operating speeds and levels of congestion that are likely to be 
present on the largest-scale projects, and cannot adequately capture emissions effects of smaller projects.  
 
MOBILE 6.2 model results are not sensitive to the average trip speed for particulate matter (although other 
MSAT emission rates are dependant upon trip speeds).  Furthermore, emissions rates used in MOBILE 6.2 
for both particulate matter and MSAT are based on a limited number of tests, performed on mostly older-
technology vehicles.  Lastly, in its discussions of PM under the conformity rule, EPA has identified 
problems with MOBILE 6.2 as an obstacle to quantitative analysis. 
 
These deficiencies compromise the capability of MOBILE 6.2 to estimate MSAT emissions. MOBILE 6.2 is 
an adequate tool for projecting emissions trends and for performing relative analyses between alternatives 
for very large projects.  However, it does not adequately capture the effects of travel changes relative to 
smaller projects, nor does it adequately predict emissions near specific roadside locations. 

 
 2. Dispersion 
 

The tools which predict how MSATs disperse are limited.  The EPA’s current regulatory models (CALINE3 
and CAL3QHC) were developed and validated more than a decade ago for the purpose of predicting 
episodic concentrations of carbon monoxide in determining compliance with the NAAQS.  These dispersion 
models are more suitable for predicting the maximum concentrations which occur at random times and 
locations within a geographic area; they are less suitable for predicting accurate exposure patterns at specific 
times and locations within an urban area for the purpose of assessing potential health risk.  Along with the 
general limitations of dispersion models, FHWA is also faced with a lack of monitoring data in most areas, 
which can be used in establishing project-specific MSAT background concentrations.  
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The National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRP) is conducting research on best practices in 
applying models and other technical methods in the analysis of MSATs.  This work will also focus on 
identifying appropriate methods of documenting MSAT impacts in the NEPA process and reporting these 
impacts to the general public.   

 
 3. Exposure Levels and Health Effects 
 

Beyond the difficulties in accurately predicting emission levels and MSAT concentrations, the ability to 
reach meaningful conclusions about project-specific health impacts is further complicated by certain 
shortcomings in current techniques for assessing exposure and analyzing risk.  Exposure assessments are 
hindered by the difficulty in calculating annual MSAT concentrations near roadways and quantifying human 
exposure to these concentrations at a specific location over the course of a calendar year.  These difficulties 
are magnified for 70-year cancer assessments, particularly because such assessments would hinge on 
unreliable assumptions regarding the changes in travel patterns and vehicle technology (which affect 
emissions rates) over a 70-year period.  Other factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of 
occupational exposure data present considerable uncertainties associated with current estimates of MSAT 
toxicity. 
 
Due to these shortcomings, any calculated difference in predicted health impacts between alternatives is 
likely to be much less significant than the uncertainties associated with assessing the health impacts 
themselves.  Consequently, the results of any such assessment would not be useful in the project decision-
making process, as this information would be weighed against other project impacts that are better suited for 
quantitative analysis. 
 

 Summary of Existing Credible Scientific Evidence Relevant to the Evaluation of MSAT Impacts 
 

Research into the health impacts of MSATs is ongoing.  Certain epidemiological studies based on emissions 
levels in occupational settings show that some emission types are associated with adverse health outcomes. Other 
studies have shown that certain animals demonstrate adverse health outcomes when exposed to large doses of 
MSATs.  
 
A number of EPA efforts have focused on exposure to toxics.  Most notable among these efforts is the 1996 
National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA), which was conducted to evaluate modeled estimates of human 
exposure to air toxics at the county level.  While not intended for use as a measure of, or benchmark for, local 
exposure, the modeled estimates in the NATA database best illustrate the levels of various toxics when 
aggregated to a state or national level. 
 
The EPA is in the process of assessing the risks of various kinds of exposures to these pollutants.  The EPA 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) is a database (http://www.epa.gov/iris) of human health effects that 
may result from exposure to various substances found in the environment.  The following toxicity information 
was taken from the IRIS database Weight of Evidence Characterization summaries for each of the six prioritized 
MSATs, and represents the EPA’s most current evaluations of the potential hazards and toxicology of these 
chemicals or mixtures: 

 
• Benzene is classified as a known human carcinogen. 

• The potential carcinogenicity of acrolein cannot be determined because the existing data are inadequate 
for an assessment of human carcinogenic potential for either the oral or inhalation route of exposure. 

• Formaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen, based on limited evidence in humans and sufficient 
evidence in animals. 

• 1,3-butadiene is characterized as carcinogenic to humans by inhalation. 
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• Acetaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen, based on increased evidence of nasal tumors in male and 
female rats and laryngeal tumors in male and female hamsters after inhalation exposure. 

• Diesel Exhaust (DE) is likely to be carcinogenic to humans by inhalation from environmental exposure. 

• Diesel Exhaust also represents chronic respiratory effects, which is possibly the primary non-cancer 
hazard of MSATs.  Prolonged exposures may impair pulmonary function and could produce symptoms 
such as cough, phlegm, and chronic bronchitis.  Exposure relationships have not been developed from 
these studies. 

There have been other studies which address MSAT health impacts resulting from proximity to roadways. The 
Health Effects Institute (a non-profit organization funded by the EPA, FHWA, and industry) has undertaken a 
major series of studies which, among other topics, research near-roadway MSAT hotspots and the health 
implications of the entire mix of mobile source pollutants.  The final summary of the series is not expected for 
several years. 
 
Some recent studies have reported that proximity to roadways is related to adverse health outcomes – particularly 
respiratory problems1.  Much of this research is not specific to MSATs, and instead surveys the full spectrum of 
air pollutants.  The FHWA cannot evaluate the validity of these studies; more importantly, these studies do not 
provide information that would be useful in eliminating the uncertainties detailed above, and therefore do not 
allow for a more comprehensive evaluation of the health impacts specific to this project. 
 
Relevance of Unavailable or Incomplete Information to Evaluating Reasonably Foreseeable Significant 
Adverse Impacts on the Environment, and Evaluation of Impacts Based upon Theoretical Approaches or 
Research Methods Generally Accepted in the Scientific Community 
 
Because of the uncertainties outlined above, a quantitative assessment of the effects of air toxics emissions on 
human health cannot be made at the project level.  While available tools do allow for a reasonable prediction of 
relative emissions differentials between alternatives for larger projects, the amount of MSAT emissions, 
contributions, or exposures from each of the project alternatives cannot be predicted with enough accuracy to be 
useful in estimating health impacts.  Therefore, it is not possible to determine whether any of the alternatives 
would have a “significant or adverse impact on the human environment” in regard to MSAT emissions. 
 
In this document, FHWA has provided a quantitative analysis of MSAT emissions relative to the project 
alternatives, and has acknowledged that the project may result in increased exposure to MSAT emissions in 
certain locations. Since the concentrations and duration of these exposures are uncertain, the health effects of 
these emissions cannot be estimated. 

 
V. MSAT MITIGATION STRATEGIES 
 

The objective of lessening the effects of MSAT should be considered for projects with substantial construction-
related MSAT emissions that are likely to occur over an extended building period, as well as for post-construction 
scenarios where the NEPA analysis indicates potentially meaningful MSAT levels.  Such mitigation efforts 
should be evaluated based on the circumstances associated with individual projects, and may not be appropriate in 
all cases.  There are, however, a number of available mitigation strategies and solutions for countering the effects 
of MSAT emissions. 
 
 
 

                                                        
1 Multiple Air Toxic Exposure Study – II, South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2000; Highway Health Hazards, Sierra Club, 2004 
(summarizing 24 studies on the relationship between health and air quality); Uncertainty in the Federal Legal Scheme Controlling Air 
Pollution for Motor Vehicles, NEPA, Environmental Law Institute, 35 ELR 10273 (2005). 
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Mitigating Construction MSAT Emissions 
 
Construction activities may generate a temporary increase in MSAT emissions.  Project-level assessments that 
render a decision to pursue construction emission mitigation will benefit from a number of technologies and 
operational practices that should help lower short-term MSAT.  In addition, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) has emphasized a host of diesel retrofit 
technologies in its Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) provisions – 
technologies that are designed to lessen a number of MSATs.2

 
Construction mitigation includes strategies that reduce engine activity or reduce emissions per unit of operating 
time.  Operational agreements that reduce or redirect work or shift times to reduce community exposures can have 
benefits when sites are near vulnerable populations.  For example, agreements that stress work activity outside 
normal hours of an adjacent school campus would constitute operations-oriented mitigation.  Other strategies that 
may be appropriate might include the application technological adjustments to construction equipment (off-road 
dump trucks and bulldozers, etc.) to reduce emissions.  Such technological fixes could include the use of 
particulate matter traps, oxidation catalysts, and other devices that provide after-treatment of exhaust emissions.  
The use of clean fuels, such as ultra-low sulfur diesel, can also be a very cost-beneficial strategy. 
 
The EPA has listed a number of approved diesel-retrofit technologies; many of these technologies can be utilized 
as measures to mitigate emissions from construction equipment.  This listing can be found at 
www.epa.gov/otaq/retrofit/retroverifiedlist.htm. 
 
Longer-term MSAT emissions can be more difficult to control, as daily traffic and vehicle mix can vary.  
Operational strategies that focus on the enforcement of speed limits or the implementation of traffic management 
policies may help reduce MSAT emissions even beyond the benefits of fleet turnover.  Well-traveled highways 
with high proportions of heavy-duty diesel truck activity may benefit from active Intelligent Transportation 
System programs, such as traffic management centers or incident management systems.  Similarly, anti-idling 
strategies, such as truck-stop electrification can complement projects that focus on new or increased freight 
activity. 
 
Planners may also want to consider the benefits of establishing buffer zones between new or expanded highway 
alignments and areas of vulnerable populations.  Modifications of local zoning or the development of guidelines 
that are more protective may also be useful in separating emissions and receptors.  
 
The initial decision to pursue MSAT emissions mitigation should be the result of interagency consultation at the 
earliest juncture.  Options available to project sponsors should be identified through the careful gathering of 
information and the required level of deliberation to assure an effective course of action. 

 

                                                        
2 SAFETEA-LU, Public Law 109-59, August 10, 2005 
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From: Binau, Jesse

To: Young, Chris; Osborne, Deborah; 

CC:

Subject: FW: CLE-275-10.15 MSAT Analysis

Date: Tuesday, March 04, 2008 9:58:36 AM

Attachments:

OEPA Concurrence

 

Jesse Binau
Deputy Environmental Services Manager
-----------------------------------
ENTRAN
1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
513-761-1700 (phone)
513-619-6457 (direct)
513-761-1728 (fax)
-----------------------------------

From: Adam.Alexander@dot.state.oh.us [mailto:Adam.Alexander@dot.state.oh.us]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2008 9:45 AM 
To: Binau, Jesse 
Subject: Fw: CLE-275-10.15 MSAT Analysis
 
 
OEPA's concurrence is below. I thought we already had this one, but I guess not.  
 
Adam Alexander 
Environmental Specialist 
ODOT-Office of Environmental Services 
614-466-2848 
adam.alexander@dot.state.oh.us  
----- Forwarded by Adam Alexander/Environmental/CEN/ODOT on 03/04/2008 09:43 AM ----- 
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"Sam MacDonald" <sam.
macdonald@epa.state.oh.us> 

03/04/2008 09:40 AM 

To <Adam.Alexander@dot.state.oh.us> 
cc  

Subject Re: CLE-275-10.15 MSAT Analysis

 
  

 
 
 
Hello Adam  
   
You didn't find my concurrence because I never sent you one.  Can't believe 
I missed this one.  I concur that CLE-275-10.15 meets the criteria for a 
project with higher potential for MSAT effects.  In my opinion, this is a very 
well done MSAT analysis.  One minor suggestion....a brief description/
expansion of what "providing opportunity for enhanced transit access and 
service" (pg 4) includes.  
   
Please let James and Andrea know that Carolina Prado should receive the 
MSAT and Hot Spot reviews...until my position is filled.  
   
Thanks Adam and very sorry for the oversight.  
Take good care,  
Sam 
 
>>> <Adam.Alexander@dot.state.oh.us> 3/4/2008 9:11 AM >>> 
 
Sam,  
 
I am trying to find your concurrence email for this project and I'm not having any 
luck. Can you forward it to me?  
 
Thanks,  
Adam 
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I.    INTRODUCTION 
  

Project Description 
 
The Aicholtz Connector is a local roadway network improvement located between Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and 
Eastgate Boulevard, just south of the I-275/SR 32 interchange in Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio (see 
Exhibit 1).  Proposed improvements primarily follow existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road with a 
reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 (see Exhibit 2).  Total length is about 1.3 miles.  The purpose of the 
Aicholtz Connector is to improve local connectivity and access in the Eastgate area and help reduce congestion on SR 
32.  The project is being administered by the Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID) in 
cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township.    
 
The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement of the I-275/SR 32 interchange 
(CLE-275-10.15) and future multimodal improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor (HAM/CLE-32F-2.50).  
The focus of the project is to reconnect Aicholtz Road under I-275 in conjunction with construction of the ODOT I-
275 bridges, and to provide the geometric and intersection improvements needed to address safety and capacity issues 
in support of the Aicholtz Road reconnection.  As part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the area, the 
reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 is being planned to accommodate rail transit and pedestrian components 
of the Eastern Corridor which will be developed in detail at a future time.   
 
Purpose and Need 
 
The Aicholtz Connector is listed in OKI’s 2011 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and in the CCTID 
Regional Transportation Plan as a Group 1 Transportation System Management (TSM) project for the I-275/SR 32 
interchange area.  The Aicholtz Connector is an independent project, and its need centers on the lack of an east-west 
connection south of SR 32 in the I-275/Eastgate area.  This lack of connectivity is hampering access to and from local 
businesses and residential areas, forcing local traffic onto SR 32 and adding to congestion in the I-275 interchange 
area.  The lack of a complete (circular) connection around the Eastgate area also forces local traffic to take indirect 
routes within the local network.  Reconnecting Aicholtz Road between Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate 
Boulevard will create a vital link in the local network that provides better access for Eastgate-area businesses and 
reduces congestion on SR 32.   

 
Project goals developed for the Aicholtz Connector by the study team and confirmed through the public involvement 
process conducted to date include the following: 

 
• Improve access, safety and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off SR 32. 
 
• Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development and 

redevelopment opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector corridor. 
 
• Plan for future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities as part of a phased approach. 
 
• Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater 

runoff. 
 
• Maximize use of existing public right-of-way.   

 
 Preferred Alternative 
 

A Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz Connector was identified on the basis of environmental impacts, 
construction and right-of-way costs, and ability to address the project goals listed above, and has been confirmed 
through public involvement.  The proposed typical section includes two 12-foot lanes with 4-foot shoulders and a 6-
inch vertical curb.  The Preferred Alternative begins just east of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road at Forest Trail and extends 
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east approximately 1.3 miles to Eastgate Boulevard.  The proposed alignment closely follows existing Old SR 74/Rust 
Lane/Aicholtz Road right-of-way, and the proposed reconnection under I-275 links the segments of Aicholtz Road 
east and west of the interchange (see Exhibit 2).   

 
II. NOISE IMPACT ANALYSIS OVERVIEW 
 

This Noise Impact Analysis was completed as part of Step 3 of the Minor Project Development Process (PDP), and 
was conducted in accordance with Section I.B.2 of the ODOT noise policy (Standard Procedure for Analysis and 
Abatement Of Highway Traffic Noise; Standard Procedures No. 417-001(SP), February 5, 2010), FHWA Title 23 Code of 
Federal Regulations Section 772.13, and guidance from ODOT-District 8 and ODOT-Office of Environmental 
Services.   
 
The analysis predicts sound levels for Existing (2008) and Design Year (2030) Build conditions for 40 receptors 
(referred to as Receptors 1-40 in this report) representing noise-sensitive land uses immediately adjacent to the project 
Preferred Alternative in the project area (see Exhibit 3).  All receptors included in this analysis represent single-family 
residences located along existing Aicholtz Road and Rust Lane in the vicinity of the I-275/SR 32 interchange.  Field 
measurement of ambient sound levels was conducted at 8 of the 40 residential receptors included in this analysis to 
serve as a baseline for evaluating noise modeling results (measurement results are included in Table 2).   
 
Traffic Conditions 
 
Nine-hour turning movement counts were collected in 2008 by HNTB at the existing Old SR 74/Mt. Carmel-
Tobasco Road intersection (west of I-275) and at the existing Aicholtz Road/Eastgate Boulevard intersection (east of 
I-275).  Existing afternoon peak-hour volumes of 960 vehicles and 222 vehicles, respectively, were reported for Old 
SR 74 just east of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and for Aicholtz Road just west of Eastgate Boulevard (HNTB, 
December 2009).   
 
A substantial portion of the 960 vehicles reported on Old SR 74 east of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco are using the existing SR 
32/Old SR 74 intersection instead of continuing east into the residential ‘cul-de-sac’ segment of Rust Lane/Aicholtz 
Road.  Consequently, for the purposes of this noise analysis, the peak-hour volumes collected by HNTB in 2008 do 
not accurately reflect existing traffic volumes in the immediate vicinity of the noise-sensitive receptors located along 
Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road in the project corridor.  This is supported by manual traffic counts collected by 
ENTRAN in October 2009 along Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road, which indicate a substantially smaller afternoon 
peak-hour volume of 24 vehicles in the residential area along Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road west of I-275, and an 
afternoon peak-hour volume of 12 vehicles in the residential area along Aicholtz Road east of I-275.  The 2008 
HNTB counts were, however, utilized to update the existing traffic volume data for SR 32 in the project area.  These 
updated traffic volumes were used in the TNM analysis of existing conditions for this study, in conjunction with the 
traffic volumes previously modeled (1995) for I-275 mainline and interchange ramp segments in the vicinity of the 
Aicholtz project area. 
 
ODOT-Certified Design Year (2030) traffic for the project (January 2010) indicates that 1,380 vehicles will use the 
Aicholtz Connector just east of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road and 640 vehicles will use the Aicholtz Connector just west 
of Eastgate Boulevard during the afternoon peak-hour period.  These Design Year (2030) traffic volumes account for 
the closure of the Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection (under CLE-275-10.15), a new Aicholtz Road connection under I-
275, and improvements to Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road (see Exhibit 2).  With the closure of the Old SR 74/SR 32 
intersection and the new Aicholtz Road connection under I-275, a substantial increase in traffic is anticipated in the 
vicinity of residences located along existing Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road.  Therefore, for the purposes of this 
analysis, a worst-case Design Year (2030) traffic volume scenario for the Aicholtz Connector is assumed for the noise-
sensitive residential areas along existing Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road in the project corridor (i.e. 1,380 vehicles in the 
afternoon peak hour). 
 
The Design Year (2030) traffic volumes for I-275 mainline and interchange ramp segments used in this analysis were 
derived from ODOT-Certified afternoon (p.m.) peak-hour volumes that were provided for the CLE-275-10.15 
project (January 27, 2004 and February 23, 2007).  Design Year (2030) truck volumes for all roadway segments 
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included in this analysis were calculated using percentages listed in the ODOT-Certified traffic data, and 
medium/heavy truck splits are based on field observations.  This Noise Impact Analysis accounts for the construction 
of the CLE-275-10.15 project, which is currently planned for 2015.  Thus, the No Build and Build-condition traffic 
volumes used in this analysis are identical for SR 32 and I-275 mainline and interchange ramp segments.  Table 1, 
below, presents the Existing (2008) and Design Year (2030) peak-hour volumes used in the sound level modeling 
conducted for this analysis: 
 

   TABLE 1:  Traffic Data Used in TNM 2.5 Sound Level Modeling 

Existing Condition 
Roadway Segment 

Existing (2008)  
Peak-Hour DHV No Build / Build Condition 

Roadway Segment 

Design Year (2030) 
Peak-Hour DHV 

Cars Medium 
Trucks 

Heavy  
Trucks Cars Medium 

Trucks 
Heavy 
Trucks 

Westbound SR 32 
East of Ramps I & G 

Ramps I & G to Ramp F 
Ramp F to Old SR 74 

West of Old SR 74  

 
1,941 
1,153 
1,806 
1,059 

 
36 
23 
34 
20 

 
24 
12 
22 
13 

Westbound SR 32 
East of Ramp H 

Ramp H to Ramp L 
West of Ramp L 

 
1,135 
1,668 
2,008 

 
20 
29 
34 

 
15 
23 
28 

Eastbound SR 32 
West of Old SR 74 

Old SR 74 to Ramp J 
Ramp J to Ramps K & M 

East of Ramps K & M 

 
1,158 
1,409 
1,202 
1,807 

 
21 
26 
23 
32 

 
14 
17 
14 
24 

Eastbound SR 32 
West of Ramp N 

Ramp N to Ramp L 
Ramp L to Ramp C 
Ramp C to Ramp A 

 
2,231 
1,911 
2,891 
2,541 

 
41 
36 
52 
46 

 
28 
23 
38 
32 

Northbound I-275 
Ramp L to Ramp M 

 
1,554 

 
22 

 
56 

Northbound I-275 
Ramp B to Ramp C 

 
1,747 

 
25 

 
47 

Southbound I-275 
Ramp K to Ramp J 

 
2,146 

 
31 

 
58 

Southbound I-275 
Ramp K to Ramp N 

 
2,170 

 
32 

 
59 

Interchange Ramps 
Ramp J 
Ramp K 
Ramp L 
Ramp M 

 
208 
906 

1,184 
301 

 
3 

14 
18 
5 

 
3 

14 
18 
5 

Interchange Ramps 
Ramp B 
Ramp C 
Ramp N 
Ramp M 

 
2,076 
349 
320 
999 

 
32 
5 
5 

15 

 
32 
5 
5 

15 

Old SR 74 1,184 16 8 Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road* 24 0 0 

Aicholtz Road 
West of I-275 (Rust Lane / Aicholtz Rd.) 

East of I-275 

 
24 
12 

 
0 
0 

 
0 
0 

Proposed Aicholtz Connector** 1352 14 14 

  *  The Design Year (2030) No Build condition accounts for the construction of the CLE-275-10.15 project, which currently proposes the closure of the 
      existing Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection.  As a result, the remaining segment of Old SR 74 located east of Forest Trail would only serve traffic accessing 
      the residences located along Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road.   ** Build-condition only. 
           
 
 Field Measurement of Existing Sound Levels 

 
Existing sound levels were measured at select residential receptors in the project area.  These sound level measurements 
serve as a baseline for evaluating the noise modeling results, and if necessary, to calibrate the FHWA TNM software.  Field 
measurements were performed on October 13 and October 21, 2009, during afternoon peak traffic (3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.).  
Instruments used included a Larson Davis Model 820 sound level meter, a Larson Davis Model CAL200 acoustic calibrator, 
and a Larson Davis Model PRM828 preamp with a PCB Piezotronics Model 377B02 free-field microphone.  Measurement 
results are provided in Table 2; receptor locations are displayed on Exhibit 3. 

 
Modeling of Existing and Design Year Sound Levels 
 
The noise modeling for this Noise Impact Analysis was performed using the FHWA TNM 2.5 program, which predicts 
sound levels at selected receptors based on many factors, including (but not limited to): distance between and elevations of 
receptors and roadways, roadway pavement type, traffic volumes and speed, vehicle mix, topographical site data, and 
atmospheric considerations.  Existing (2008) and Design Year (2030) sound levels were predicted for a total of 40 noise-
sensitive receptors (identified as Receptors 1-40 in this report).  Sound level results are provided in Table 2, below: 
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      TABLE 2:  FHWA TNM 2.5 Sound Level Results 

Receptor Location 
Field 

Measurement 
Sound Level 

(dBA) 

Existing (2008) 
Sound Level 
(dBA Leqh) 

Design Year (2030) 
No Build 

Sound Level 
(dBA Leqh) 

Design Year (2030)  
Build Sound Level  

(Preferred Alternative) 
(dBA Leqh) 

Design Year (2030) 
Build Condition 

dBA Leqh Increase  
(Over Existing) 

1 624 Rust Lane 70.5 68.3 72.1 72.2 3.9 

2 621 Rust Lane -- 54.3 56.3 59.1 4.8 

3 625 Rust Lane -- 58.2 61.7 66.8 8.6 

4 630 Rust Lane -- 65.9 70.3 70.7 4.8 

5 629 Rust Lane -- 59.0 62.5 67.4 8.4 

6 641 Rust Lane -- 63.1 66.8 68.2 5.1 

7 631 Rust Lane -- 55.3 58.1 60.8 5.5 

8 645 Rust Lane -- 65.7 69.1 69.4 3.7 

9 631 Rust Lane 55.0 55.5 58.1 61.3 5.8 

10 4511 Aicholtz Road 66.6 67.5 69.9 70.0 2.5 

11 4507 Aicholtz Road -- 62.8 66.2 66.6 3.8 

12 4503 Aicholtz Road -- 59.6 62.4 66.0 6.4 

13 637 Rust Lane -- 55.7 58.2 64.3 8.6 

14 4506 Aicholtz Road -- 63.8 67.8 68.0 4.2 

15 4504 Aicholtz Road -- 60.4 63.9 64.7 4.3 

16 4500 Aicholtz Road -- 58.4 61.8 64.2 5.8 

17 4495 Aicholtz Road -- 56.2 58.3 66.9 10.7 
18 4496 Aicholtz Road -- 57.5 60.6 64.7 7.2 

19 4491 Aicholtz Road 53.8 55.7 57.7 64.9 9.2 

20 4486 Aicholtz Road 54.6 56.0 58.5 66.4 10.4 
21 4485 Aicholtz Road -- 55.0 56.7 65.1 10.1 
22 4484 Aicholtz Road -- 55.5 58.2 65.8 10.3 
23 4481 Aicholtz Road -- 55.2 57.2 64.7 9.5 

24 4482 Aicholtz Road -- 55.6 58.3 65.7 10.1 
25 4477½ Aicholtz Road -- 54.9 57.5 62.6 7.7 

26 4477 Aicholtz Road -- 54.1 56.8 59.0 4.9 

27 4475 Aicholtz Road -- 54.6 57.2 60.3 5.7 

28 4476 Aicholtz Road -- 54.3 56.9 62.2 7.9 

29 4469 Aicholtz Road -- 54.4 57.2 62.1 7.7 

30 4465 Aicholtz Road -- 55.7 58.2 65.4 9.7 

31 4463 Aicholtz Road -- 57.0 59.1 65.7 8.7 

32 4452 Aicholtz Road 60.8 60.0 64.1 67.5 7.5 

33 4447 Aicholtz Road 58.6 60.3 63.2 66.4 6.1 

34 4450 Aicholtz Road -- 59.4 62.7 68.1 8.7 

35 4445 Aicholtz Road -- 59.1 62.4 65.7 6.6 

36 4448 Aicholtz Road -- 58.6 61.9 67.4 8.8 

37 4443 Aicholtz Road -- 58.3 60.9 65.1 6.8 

38 4439 Aicholtz Road 55.6 57.2 59.1 64.4 7.2 

39 4441 Aicholtz Road -- 55.6 56.3 64.0 8.4 

40 4426 Aicholtz Road -- 51.7 51.9 64.2 12.5 
 A bold, gray-shaded value indicates that the predicted sound level approaches (falls within 1 dBA) or exceeds the applicable Noise Abatement Criteria of 
         67 dBA, or constitutes a Build-condition increase of 10 dBA or greater over the Existing-condition sound level.  Both conditions constitute a noise “impact”. 
 See Section III of this document for further discussion of noise impacts. 

  
As shown in Table 2 (above), Design Year (2030) Build-condition sound levels at residential receptors located along 
the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative are predicted to experience increases ranging from 2.5 dBA (Receptor 
10) to 12.5 dBA (Receptor 40) over Existing-condition levels.  Among the 40 receptors analyzed, the average Build-
condition sound level increase is 7.2 dBA over Existing-condition levels, compared to the average No Build-
condition sound level increase of 2.8 dBA.   
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The predicted sound level increases associated with the Build condition are attributed primarily to the significant 
increase in traffic volumes predicted for the Aicholtz Connector facility compared to that of existing Rust Lane and 
Aicholtz Road.  However, the planned CLE-275-10.15 project improvements, in conjunction with projected traffic 
volume increases for I-275 and SR 32 under Design Year (2030) conditions, also contribute to predicted sound level 
increases at select receptors. 
 

III. ASSESSMENT OF PREDICTED IMPACTS 
 

ODOT considers noise mitigation when analysis results identify a noise impact.  According to current ODOT noise 
policy, a noise-sensitive receptor is considered to experience a noise “impact” under either of the following 
conditions:  
 

• When a predicted (design year) sound level “approaches” (falls within 1 dBA) or exceeds the applicable 
FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria (as outlined in Table 3 below) 

 
• When a predicted (design year) sound level substantially exceeds the existing sound level (a “substantial” 

increase as defined by ODOT noise policy an increase of 10 dBA or greater) 
 
FHWA’s Title 23 Code of Federal Regulations establishes the Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) for various land use 
activity categories.  These criteria were used in the evaluation of the sound level results predicted by the FHWA TNM 
2.5 program for this analysis, and in the identification of sound level impacts under Existing (2008) and Design Year 
(2030) No Build and Build conditions.  The criteria are outlined in the following table: 
 

TABLE 3: FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria (23 CFR 772) 

Activity Category dBA Leq(h) Description of Activity Category 

A 57 
(Exterior) 

Tracts of land in which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance and serve an important public 
need and where the preservation of those qualities is essential if the area is to continue to serve its 
intended purpose.  Such areas could include amphitheaters, particular parks or portions of parks, open 
spaces, or historic districts which are dedicated or recognized by appropriate local officials for activities 
requiring special quantities of serenity and quiet. 

B 
67 

(Exterior) 
Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools, churches, libraries, hospitals, picnic areas, 
recreation areas, playgrounds, active sports areas, and parks which are not included in Category A 

C 
72 

(Exterior) 
Developed lands, properties or activities not included in Categories A or B above 

D N/A Undeveloped lands 

E 
52 

(Interior) 
Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools, churches, libraries, hospitals, and auditoriums 

NOTE:  These sound levels are only to be used to determine impact.  Noise abatement should be designed to achieve a substantial noise reduction, not 
to meet the Noise Abatement Criteria. 

    Source: USDOT, FHWA, 1995 
 
All land uses represented by the 40 receptors selected for this Noise Impact Analysis are applicable to Activity 
Category B (single-family residences).  The FHWA TNM 2.5 results (see Table 2 above) show that under Existing 
(2008) conditions, sound levels at 2 of the 40 receptors analyzed (Receptors 1 and 10) “approach” (fall within 1 dBA) 
or exceed the applicable FHWA NAC of 67 dBA Leq(h) for residential receptors.  
 
Under Design Year (2030) No Build conditions, sound levels at 7 of the 40 receptors analyzed (Receptors 1, 4, 6, 8, 
10, 11, and 14) are predicted to approach or exceed the NAC of 67 dBA Leq(h).  None of the receptors analyzed 
under Design Year (2030) No Build conditions are predicted to experience a “substantial” sound level increase.  
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Under Design Year (2030) Build conditions for the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative, sound levels at 16 
receptors (Receptors 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 12, 14, 17, 20, 32, 33, 34, and 36) are predicted to approach or exceed the 
applicable NAC of 67 dBA Leq(h).  Furthermore, sound levels at 6 receptors (Receptors 17, 20, 21, 22, 24, and 40) are 
predicted to experience a “substantial” increase of 10 dBA or greater over the existing sound level.  Two receptors 
(Receptors 17 and 20) are predicted to experience both types of noise impacts.  Exhibit 3 displays the locations of the 
receptors included in this analysis. 
 
Noise Abatement Considerations 
 
ODOT Noise Policy stipulates that a cost reasonableness evaluation be performed for structural noise abatement at 
areas of noise-sensitive land use that are predicted to experience sound level impacts under project Build conditions as 
identified by the FHWA TNM 2.5 program, as long as structural noise abatement is feasible to construct.  As 
described above, a total of 20 residential receptors are predicted to experience a noise impact under Design Year 
(2030) Build conditions for the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative.  Project design plans include provision of 
access to/from the Aicholtz Connector for the residential and commercial properties located along the Preferred 
Alternative alignment.  Therefore, any effective (continuous) structural noise abatement designed for the residential 
properties with predicted project-related sound level impacts would not be feasible to construct because a continuous 
barrier would eliminate these access points.  Structural noise abatement designs which are not continuous (i.e., designs 
which include numerous breaks or gaps in effort to preserve the planned access points) would not be effective in 
providing the required sound level reduction for receptors with predicted impacts.  Due to these considerations, it is 
determined that structural noise abatement is not feasible to construct for the receptors predicted to experience sound 
level impacts under project Design Year (2030) Build conditions. 
 

IV. CONSIDERATION OF OTHER NOISE ABATEMENT OPTIONS 
 
In accordance with ODOT Noise policy and FHWA Title 23 CFR Part 772, other methods of noise abatement have 
been considered for receptors with predicted Build-condition sound level impacts.  The consideration of these other 
noise abatement measures are discussed below: 
 

• Traffic management:  The use of traffic control devices and signing for prohibition of certain vehicle types, 
time-use restrictions for certain vehicle types, modified speed limits, and exclusive lane designations are all 
measures which can be implemented to reduce traffic noise.  However, these noise abatement measures are 
not practical for the proposed Aicholtz Connector facility, and are not consistent with the purpose, need, and 
goals of this project. 

 
• Alteration of horizontal and/or vertical alignments:  Another measure to reduce traffic noise at sensitive 

receptors is to move the noise source(s) further away from receptors by altering the horizontal and/or vertical 
alignment of the roadway(s).  Due to the number and nature of the design constraints which currently exist in 
the Aicholtz Connector project corridor, these measures are not practical for the purpose of noise abatement. 

 
• Acquisition of property to serve as a buffer zone:  The acquisition of properties to preempt development 

which would be adversely impacted by traffic noise is not considered practical for this project due to the high 
cost and adverse impacts related the acquisition of additional property in the project area, and is not consistent 
with the purpose, need, and goals of this project. 
 

• Acoustic insulation of public-use or non-profit institutional structures:  FHWA Title 23 CFR Part 
772.13 stipulates that acoustic insulation is an alternative abatement measure for public-use or non-profit 
institutional structures which are predicted to experience project-related sound level impacts.  There are no 
such structures located in the immediate project area. 
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V. CONSTRUCTION NOISE 
 

With regard to construction noise, the project construction contractor shall be required to provide such equipment as 
sound deadening devices, shields, and physical barriers, and take such noise abatement measures which may be 
necessary to restrict the transmission of noise in the immediate vicinity of noise-sensitive land uses.   

 
 Measures to restrict construction noise may include, but may not necessarily be limited to, the following: 

 
• Construction contract specifications should require that the contractor adhere to all federal, state, and local 

noise abatement and control requirements to reduce traffic noise.   
 
• Construction activity in the vicinity of residences should be limited to hours between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., 

or as specified by local requirements. 
 
• A responsive communication process should be established with local residents.  A telephone number should 

be posted at the construction site for inquiries concerning project activity.  
 
• Construction equipment should be in good repair and fitted with “manufacturer recommended” mufflers. 
 
• Equipment such as generators which may be used during nighttime hours should be enclosed. 
 

It shall be the responsibility of the Ohio Department of Transportation to monitor construction noise and advise the 
contractor of violations of the maximum allowable noise levels  

 
VI. CONCLUSIONS / RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
The Noise Impact Analysis conducted for this project has identified numerous residential receptors located along the 
Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative alignment.  A total of 40 receptors, each representing a single-family 
residence, were investigated for Existing (2008) and Design Year (2030) sound level impacts. 
 
FHWA TNM 2.5 sound level analysis identified 20 receptors (Receptors 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 12, 14, 17, 20, 21, 22, 
24, 32, 33, 34, 36, and 40) which are predicted to experience a noise impact under Design Year (2030) Build 
conditions for the Aicholtz Connector Preferred Alternative.   
 
Since project design plans include provision of access to/from the Aicholtz Connector for the residential properties 
located along Preferred Alternative alignment, any effective (continuous) structural noise abatement designed for 
residential properties with predicted sound level impacts would not be feasible to construct because a continuous 
barrier would eliminate these access points.  Structural noise abatement designs which are not continuous (i.e., designs 
which include numerous breaks or gaps in effort to preserve the planned access points) would not be effective in 
providing the required sound level reduction for receptors with predicted impacts.   
 
Due to these considerations, structural noise abatement is not feasible to construct along the Aicholtz Connector 
Preferred Alternative, and no other noise abatement options considered for the mitigation of predicted Design Year 
(2030) Build-condition sound level impacts are practical for implementation. 
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Aicholtz Connector
Preferred Alternative

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553

Clermont County, Ohio
JULY 2011

NORTH

Elderly Populations
Map
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Disabled Populations Maps (OKI) 
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Yellow shading represents areas
where the percentage of disabled
persons exceeds the OKI regional
average of 17.4%

Aicholtz Connector
Preferred Alternative

Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553

Clermont County, Ohio
JULY 2011

NORTH

Disabled Populations
Map

NOT TO SCALE Attachment G5
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Zero Car Households Maps (OKI)  
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Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553

Clermont County, Ohio
JULY 2011

NORTH

Zero-Car Households
Map

NOT TO SCALE Attachment G6

Aicholtz Connector
Preferred Alternative
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Minority and Low  Income Populations Maps and Environmental Justice Assessment 
(OKI and EJ View) 
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Aicholtz Connector
Preferred Alternative

Aicholtz Connector
Preferred Alternative

JULY 2011

NORTH

Minority and Low-Income
Populations Map

NOT TO SCALE Attachment G7Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553

Clermont County, Ohio
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You are here: EPA Home Compliance and Enforcement Environmental Justice EJView

County and State Comparison 

 Study Area CLERMONT County, OH OHIO

Total Persons: 387 177977 11353140

Population Density: 2077.34 /sq mi 393.76 /sq mi 277.25 /sq mi

Percent Minority: 2.7% 3.4% 16%

Persons Below Poverty Level: 20 (5.2%) 12462 (7.1%) 1170698 (10.6%)

Households in Area: 148 66013 4445773

Households on Public Assistance: 0 1098 143132

Housing Units Built <1970: 49% 35% 61%

Housing Units Built <1950: 9% 13% 31%

Overview

 

(* Columns that add up to 100% are highlighted) 

Race Breakdown Study Area CLERMONT County, OH OHIO

White: 376 (97.3%) 172907 (97.2%) 9640523 (84.9%)

African-American: 1 (0.4%) 1513 (0.9%) 1288359 (11.3%)

Hispanic-Origin: 1 (0.1%) 1390 (0.8%) 213889 (1.9%)

Asian/Pacific Islander: 0 (0.0%) 1078 (0.6%) 132131 (1.2%)

American Indian: 0 (0.0%) 418 (0.2%) 26999 (0.2%)

Other Race: 0 (0.0%) 433 (0.2%) 89149 (0.8%)

Multiracial: 9 (2.4%) 1611 (0.9%) 173338 (1.5%)

Race

(* Columns that add up to 100% are highlighted) 

Age Breakdown Study Area CLERMONT County, OH OHIO

Child 5 years or less: 41 (10.6%) 16016 (9.0%) 908264 (8.0%)

Minors 17 years and younger: 94 (24.3%) 49602 (27.9%) 2885141 (25.4%)

Adults 18 years and older: 293 (75.7%) 128375 (72.1%) 8467999 (74.6%)

Seniors 65 years and older: 30 (7.7%) 16816 (9.4%) 1508095 (13.3%)

Age

Education Level (Persons 25 & 
older) Study Area CLERMONT County, 

OH OHIO

Less than 9th grade: 8 (3.6%) 5565 (5.2%) 331801 (4.8%)

9th -12th grade: 27 (11.7%) 14812 (13.9%) 930284 (13.3%)

High School Diploma: 113 (48.4%) 40139 (37.8%) 2674551 (38.4%)

Some College/2 yr: 54 (23.1%) 22131 (20.8%) 1471964 (21.1%)

B.S./B.A. or more: 31 (13.2%) 23557 (22.2%) 1563532 (22.4%)

Education

EJView

Page 1 of 2EJView

5/6/2011http://oaspub.epa.gov/envjust/demog_report_2_ejv.doCountyStateComp
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Ability to Speak English Study Area CLERMONT County, OH OHIO
Population Age 5 and Over: 352 164386 10599968 

Speak only English: 338 (91.5%) 159274 (93.6%) 9951475 (87.7%)

Non-English at Home: 15 (4.0%) 5112 (3.0%) 648493 (5.7%)

Speak English very well: 7 (2.0%) 3705 (2.2%) 414034 (3.7%)

Speak English well: 5 (1.2%) 727 (0.4%) 139804 (1.2%)

Speak English not well: 3 (0.7%) 623 (0.4%) 81170 (0.7%)

Speak English less than well: 3 (0.7%) 680 (0.4%) 94655 (0.8%)

Speak English not at all: 0 (0.0%) 57 (0.0%) 13485 (0.1%)

Language

 

 
Close Window  

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census   
Data represents population and housing statistics by county for Census 2000. 

Go To Top Of The Page

Page 2 of 2EJView

5/6/2011http://oaspub.epa.gov/envjust/demog_report_2_ejv.doCountyStateComp
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2030 Regional Transportation PlanOhio ● Kentucky ● Indiana Regional Council of Governments 16-3

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE POPULATION CONCENTRATION IDENTIFICATION

Concentrations of EJ populations within the OKI region were identified by establishing 
thresholds equal to the regional averages for the various target populations according 
to 2000 census data (Figure 16-3).

Figure 16-3
2000 Environmental Justice Population Thresholds

Environmental Justice Population 
Group

2000 OKI Region Total 
Population Threshold

Elderly (65+ years) 221,093 11.7%

Minority population 300,718 15.9%

People with disabilities (16-64) 196,888 16.3%

Population in poverty 173,901 9.4%

Zero car households 71,694 9.8%
SOURCE:  2000 U.S. Census.

Data for each EJ population were aggregated by Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ), the 
geographic unit used in OKI’s transportation analysis. Using as a basis a methodology 
developed by the Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) and adding refinements, 
OKI classified geographic areas both exceeding the threshold values and having a 
numerical incidence of more than 100 as target zones for impact assessment purposes. 
Figures 16-4 through 16-8 highlight the concentrations of the target populations by TAZ 
in the OKI region. The maps are summarized in tabular form to more clearly determine 
which capacity-adding Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) amd recommended 
fiscally-constrained plan projects fall within a higher EJ concentrated area (Figure 16-
9).
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Community/Neighborhood Resources and Considerations 
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Community Impacts Checklist 



Page 1 of 3

ODOT/OES 
Community Impact Assessment Checklist

Project Information
PID: 82553 County, Route, Section: CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector SJN: NA

Brief project description:
The project involves the reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 to improve local connectivity and access in the 
Eastgate area and to help reduce congestion on SR 32 in the I-275/SR 32 interchange area.  The project also involves 
the geometric, lane width, and intersection improvements on Old SR 74, Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road. 

Purpose

What is the purpose of the project?  Check all that apply

Reduce congestion Improve safety System linkage
Economic development Improve bicycle/pedestrian safety
Change to current design standards Other:

Community Facilities

Are there any of the following facilities within 1/4 mile of the proposed project?  Check all that apply

School
Church
Grocery
Other cultural resource (town gathering spot, historic building/monument)

Park
Bus Stop
Library

Hospital
Police Station
Laundromat

Fire Station
Public Housing
Senior Center

Community/rec center
Community Pool

Access

Will the project alter access to any of the facilities described above?

For vehicles
(Like driveway changes/restrictions, introduction of median, create severed road/cul-de-sac)

Yes No Don't know

For pedestrian(s)/cyclists/other non-auto
(Like jersey barrier, channeling to crossing, create severed road/cul-de-sac)

Yes No Don't know

If yes for either question, please describe:

Will the project impact driveways/parking lots? Yes No Don't know

Is there a bus/transit stop located along the project? Yes No Don't know

How will the project change the availability or convenience of obtaining transit services?

Increase Decrease Stay the same Don't know

Date: July 15, 2011
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Page 2 of 3

Community Characteristics

The project area consists primarily of:

Residential Commercial Industrial

Please provide a brief description of the area:
(e.g. cohesive older residential, with a few commercial uses, such as a drug store)
The Aicholtz Connector study area contains a mix of residential and commercial properties, as well as the Hall Run 
stream corridor.  The Aicholtz Connector study area is located in the heart of the "Eastgate" area of Clermont County, 
which is characterized by intensive commercial land uses which have developed around the Eastgate Mall and the 
I 275/SR 32 i t h Th E t t t i t il t t t d b k ll
Does the area surrounding the project appear to be low income? Yes No Don't know

Does the area around the project appear to have minority populations? Yes No Don't know

Members of the following populations observed.  Check any that apply

African-American Asian Hispanic Native American

Other: Don't know

Does the project area have considerable number of individuals from the following populations?

Elderly Children Disabled Don't know

Describe the level of pedestrian activity in the area.

High Medium Low Don't know

Is there bicycle activity in the area? Yes No Don't know

Community Cohesion

Will the project require relocation of the following?  Check and indicate number affected

Residences 2 Businesses Cemetary/graves

Community facilities (specify) Don't know

Will the project create a barrier/divide an area/neighborhood?  (Create gaps by taking homes, introduce structural 
barriers such as bridges, jersey barriers, noise walls)

Yes No Don't know
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Page 3 of 3

Pedestrian/Bicycle Safety

Are there currently sidewalks along the facility? Yes No N/A (new location)

Proposed as part of the project Yes No Don't know

Are there currently bike lanes/paths? Yes No N/A

Proposed as part of the project Yes No Don't know

Does the project include widening the road? N/ANoYes

Will the project include a median to provide a 
crossing island refuge? Don't knowNoYes

How will the speed limit be changed? Increase Decrease Stay the same

Proposed speed limit 35 mph

Describe other project features that may improve or decrease pedestrian/bicycle safety in the area.  (e.g. crosswalks, 
pedestrian signals, separation of road and sidewalk, driveway restrictions)

There are currently no sidewalks or bicycle/pedestrian facilities in the project area and none are planned for this 
project.  However, as part of the long-term multimodal strategy for the area (Eastern Corridor) the reconnection of 
Aicholtz Road is being planned/designed to accommodate rail transit and pedestrian components of the Eastern 
C id hi h ill b d l d i d t il d t t d t f t ti

Visual Impacts

Are there large/mature trees located close to the existing road?

Will the project maintain or remove existing plantings?

Is there developement (houses, businesses) close to the existing road?

Will the project include a median?

What is the terrain like?

Does the project include any roads designated as scenic byways?

Other

Are there dense residential clusters that may need noise analysis?

Will the project cross over or closely parallel a rail line?

Yes No

RemoveMaintain

NoYes

NoYes

HillsFlat

NoYes

NoYes

NoYes
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Historic Aerial Photographs 



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1938

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1956

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1962

 = 500'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1970

 = 500'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1988

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1993

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

1998

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

2001

 = 750'
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INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2637330.5

2005

 = 604'
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Eastgate Commercial/Market Analysis Report Excerpts 
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Project Rationale 

The purpose of the project is to protect and enhance a major asset. ERA has found that the Eastgate 
area—by which we mean Eastgate Mall and retail and similar development along Ohio-32 at least to 
Elick Lane—is an essential asset to the residents of Clermont County. There are several reasons. 

• First, it provides an essential service to residents. The abundance of shopping, including several 
discount stores and grocery stores, improves retail competition and consumer choice. Residents of 
Union Township and Batavia Township do not have to drive far to find much of what they need, 
and the mall provides an important destination retail location. The restaurants along the corridor 
serve consumers with a wide variety of food—from fast-food restaurants like Skyline, White 
Castle, KFC, and many others to the family dining restaurants like Max & Erma’s and Longhorn. 
The small office space concentrated around the Eastgate area also provides residents with access 
to basic services like medical office space, as well as professional services firms. This is also an 
employment base for residents. 

• Second, it represents an important component of the county’s tax base. Clermont County has 
successfully based its revenue sources on multiple streams of revenue. Still, ERA estimates that 
retail trade in the Eastgate area represents about 25 percent of the county’s total general fund 
revenues. (Sales tax is approximately 45 percent of the total, and the Eastgate area is the county’s 
largest and most important retail concentration.) 

• Third, it is an attraction to visitors. Eastgate serves as the largest regional mall for the eastern 
part of the metro area. In fact, there are no regional malls within easy driving distance east of the 
Eastgate area either. Although it is not the only retail option for residents in the southeastern part 
of the Cincinnati metro area, it is by far the largest. ERA would venture to say that most shoppers 
with cars within an hour’s drive would recognize the term “Eastgate” if they heard it. The 
abundance of limited service hotels provides an added convenience to visitors. 

• Fourth, ERA’s national experience and trends in the greater Cincinnati area indicate that 
traditional suburban retail areas are evolving as more diverse urban centers. These established 
retail districts are gaining additional entertainment, food and beverage centers, as well as several 
new businesses and higher density residential activity. 

For these reasons, county and state officials realize that the Eastgate area is an important economic asset. 
However, ERA’s interviews revealed several factors that may chip away at the value and competitiveness 
of this asset over the next decade: 

Traffic 

Without the successful completion of the proposed road improvements, traffic may gradually become 
more congested, as the increased population and employment centers add to an already taxed highway 
infrastructure. ERA has found that the potential for the traffic situation to deteriorate further represents 
the greatest threat to the area’s competitiveness because travel times will increase and safety for motorists 
will decrease. It is important to see these factors through the eyes of several different stakeholders: 

• Shoppers. Consumers are willing to put up with a limited amount of traffic in popular areas. 
They recognize that this is part of the suburban landscape and that to some extent there is a 
tradeoff between an attraction and the traffic that results from it. However, shopping is both a 
necessity and a leisure activity, and those who go to Eastgate for leisure can easily be deterred if 
they must spend too much time in their cars, or if the traffic patterns become difficult to decipher. 
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In addition, stakeholders must recognize that shoppers constantly make value judgments with 
their time. They calculate—consciously and subconsciously—the benefit they get of shopping in 
the Eastgate area and the cost in terms of time and money of getting there. They also consider the 
benefits and costs of shopping elsewhere. If the costs of getting to Eastgate rise because of 
increased traffic congestion, it puts retailers, residents, and businesses at a disadvantage, as more 
and more consumers will trade off shopping value (i.e. they will shop in other areas) in exchange 
for better access. 

• Potential employers. Commuting time is an important factor in the minds of employers—for 
example if traffic consistently adds 15 to 20 minutes of commuting time to Ivy Pointe, then Ivy 
Pointe becomes much less attractive to businesses that are considering locating there. 

• Destination-style businesses. The Eastgate region is seeking upscale, destination-type retail—
this is a theme ERA consistently heard in its interviews. However, it is ERA’s experience that 
retail tenants or developers considering a major investment would find the area’s transportation 
system at this moment to be ineffective and therefore a deterrent to locating there. (Examples of 
destination style businesses include an upscale lifestyle shopping mall, a large cinema complex, a 
Bass Pro Shops or similar retailer, a full-service hotel, potentially with a waterpark attached.) 

Shoppers, present and prospective employers (especially in or near Ivy Pointe), and investors in 
destination-style businesses are all affected by traffic patterns. For a large retailer or large employer, a 
congested corridor and uncertain travel times can become an unacceptable compromise. (In the Eastgate 
scenario, the Ohio-32 intersections with Glen Este-Withamsville Road and with I-275 create corridor-
wide congestion.) ERA finds that the attractiveness of the Eastgate region will depend on the 
infrastructure’s ability to move traffic in and around the intersection of Ohio-32 and I-275. 

Changing Retail Environment 

A softer threat is that the Eastgate area will stay unchanged as consumer tastes and preferences change, 
thus gradually edging out of favor with shoppers. Although this is a less tangible threat, it is something 
County and Township officials and business owners in the Eastgate area must keep in mind. As with most 
products in a changing, dynamic sector like retail, public and private sector decision makers must 
continually look for ways to adapt to consumer tastes and preferences. Occasionally this requires new 
investment or flexibility in ways of delivering services. 

Consumer preferences are changing and many retail destinations in the Cincinnati region are adapting to 
those changes. ERA details in a subsequent section the ways in which the retail landscape is changing. It 
is important to note here, however, that Tri-County, Northgate, Kenwood, and Florence Malls have all 
undergone expansion or renovation in recent years; further, these expansions are changes in the way that 
those retail destinations serve customers. They were not simply upgrades to their existing systems. 

Eastgate Mall has expressed a desire to add a fifth department store to its current four-anchor format. Mall 
officials have not announced any plans to re-orient the mall toward the popular lifestyle concept. ERA 
notes that there would be several reasons for taking a conservative approach like this. First, if the mall is 
in discussions with a department store brand to build a fifth box to suit the tenant, then there is less 
investment risk to this approach than there would be to redevelop the whole mall and attempt to re-tenant 
it. Second, the demographics are not always right for a lifestyle center, and there are several lifestyle 
products within a short drive of Eastgate. Although the lifestyle product is attractive and has proven to be 
lucrative in some parts of the metro area, many shoppers still do demand access to traditional enclosed 
malls, if not in the same numbers as in previous years. Eastgate officials have described their attempt at 
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tenanting to resemble a spiral staircase. Instead of trying to radically re-define the product at any one 
time, mall officials instead attempt to make gradual improvements to the perceived quality of their retail 
tenants, so that the tenant mix makes slow and steady progress forward.  

It is important to note as well that the market in ownership of regional malls has been frothy of late. Many 
regional malls that upgraded to lifestyle centers went through quite difficult times along the way. Others 
were sold and redeveloped. The most successful player in the lifestyle center market is Jeff Anderson, a 
local developer. Eastgate Mall is owned by CBL Properties, a national firm that controls dozens of 
enclosed malls nationwide and it has not changed hands of late. It has been carefully managed and has 
avoided some of the pitfalls that ironically made lifestyle-type redevelopments possible at other 
properties. 

As discussed elsewhere, as the Eastgate area continues to evolve as the region’s urban center, auto access 
will become an increasing consideration. Drawing customers from a greater distance, expanding and 
diversifying the visitor attractions, competing with other centers, are directly impacted by enhanced 
traffic flow. As important, Eastgate’s role as an economic generator as well as a quality of life asset for 
Clermont County residents is also linked to the planned road program. 

Eastern Corridor Plan 

The process of improving the I-275 and Ohio-32 interchange is part of a larger plan for regional 
improvements known as the Eastern Corridor Plan. This is a multi-modal, region-wide plan to upgrade 
the transportation infrastructure on the eastern side of the Cincinnati region, from downtown and eastern 
Hamilton County through the western part of Clermont County. The purpose is to accommodate projected 
population and employment growth in the study area. The Eastgate area is part of Segment IV of the 
corridor plan. 

Other improvements include potential bus and rail transit options from Clermont County to downtown. 
Plans also include construction of a limited-access highway connecting the existing Ohio-32 in the 
Eastgate area with Red Bank Road in Hamilton County. This east-west arterial would bridge the Little 
Miami River and provide a supplemental route for east-west commuting patterns. 

This highway alternative is still being explored; there are environmental questions about crossing the 
Little Miami River. If completed, however, it would cut commuting times to Clermont County from other 
more densely populated areas in the region. Such an upgrade in access would improve Clermont County’s 
position as a potential site for an employment center. It would make the Eastgate shopping area more 
accessible to new potential customers. 

Regional planners recognize, however, that such plans work together as a system. The improvements on 
Ohio-32 near I-275 upgrade a key highway in a regional system. Without such upgrades, the Eastgate area 
of Ohio-32 would disrupt the system’s ability to serve residents with an east-west arterial that connects 
Red Bank Road in Fairfax with Batavia and points east on Ohio-32. 

Key Area Stakeholders 

Eastgate Mall 

Overview 
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the CBSA; however, again, many large shopping centers have been renovated and provide a “new” 
experience even without adding much space.) ERA does note, however, that EastGate Mall did undergo a 
renovation and a small addition in 2003; the addition featured a new food court. 

Table 10. Inventory and Vacancy Rates, Shopping Centers of less than 200,000 sf 
 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
CBSA 21,417,433  21,746,582 22,185,555 22,599,182 22,769,162  23,261,549 23,583,903 
 0.5% 1.5% 2.1% 6.0% 7.0% 12.1% 13.1%
Clermont County 2,061,448  2,170,371 2,185,971 2,355,971 2,370,971  2,383,587 2,401,587 
 0.0% 7.7% 9.7% 9.8% 7.2% 10.8% 18.2%

Source: Costar 

Small shopping centers in Clermont County have generally experienced higher levels of vacancy than the 
other two categories (2004 and 2005 are the exceptions). Certainly anecdotal evidence around the 
Eastgate area bears this out. Several older, smaller strip malls are reportedly struggling to retain tenants 
and to remain competitive in the changing market environment. Consistent with business patterns in a 
wide range of industries, retailers find that a periodic level of re-investment is necessary to stay 
competitive, and those centers that do not make a re-investment risk being edged out of the market as they 
consumers shift to newer, more updated shopping centers. 

Table 11. Inventory and Vacancy Rates, Free Standing Retail 
 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
CBSA 12,554,177  12,903,750 13,117,079 13,296,948 13,474,089  13,572,850 13,843,725 
 4.6% 4.6% 4.0% 6.6% 10.4% 16.4% 16.2%
Clermont County 904,875  912,075 918,075 918,075 936,075  936,075 936,075 
 2.6% 2.2% 2.0% 3.7% 8.2% 11.2% 13.1%

Source: Costar 

Free-standing retail has continued the general trend upward in vacancy rates, though at 13 percent, they 
are not now as high as small shopping centers. 

The table below shows select shopping centers and their occupancy rates, where available. 

Table 12. Select Shopping Malls and Vacancy Rates, Clermont County 

Mall Name Total GLA Occupancy Sample Tenant List 

Amelia Station 115,789 95% 
Kroger (59K), UPS Store, Curves, Arby's, 
Club Tan, Family Dollar, etc. 

Beechmont Station 24,000 94% Alamo, Blockbuster, Liberty Mutual 

Bigg's Place Mall* 402,634 89% 
Bigg's, Gold's Gym, Hobby Lobby, 
SuperSaver Cinema, Gold Star, Payless 

Brown Shopping Center    
Delco Plaza 139,704 93% Big K-Mart (84K) 
East Milford Shopping Center    

Eastgate Mall* 905,372 88% 
Circuit City, Dillards, JC Penny, Kohl's 
Kroger, Sears 

Eastgate Mall Crossing* 195,112 82% 
Borders, Circuit City, Kroger, OfficeMax, 
Kids R Us 

Eastgate Pavillion* 225,000  
Bed & Bath, Best Buy, Dick's, PetSmart, 
DSW, Value City 

Eastgate Square* 360,182 95% 
Mazel's, Party City, Wal-Mart, Avis, Sofa 
Express 
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Mall Name Total GLA Occupancy Sample Tenant List 

Eastgate Station* 163,959 90% 
Coomer's Crafts, Jo-Ann Fabric, Michaels, 
Shoe Carnival 

Eastgate Village Shops I* 27,213 91% 
Futon Factory, Curves, HR Block, Wells 
Fargo 

Goshen Station 53,802 100% Kroger, Cingular, Supercuts 

Loveland Plaza 40,000 100% Curts Barber Shop, HR Block, Little Caesars 

McCabe Crossing 135,478 78% Furniture Fair, Quiznos, Nextel 
Milford Center 31,000 89% Hader Hardware 
Milford Shopping Center 108,902 98% Kroger, CVS, Dollar Tree, Quiznos 
Mulberry Square 165,000 94% Kroger, Sears hardware, State Farm 
Park 50 Plaza 18,000 43%  

River's Edge at Milford 400,000  
Showcase Cinemas, Target, Cracker Barrel, 
Ruby Tues, Texas Roadhouse 

Shoppers Haven Center 100,000 90% 
Chase Bank, Harder, Cinti Public Library, 
Dollar Store, 

Shoppes of Loveland 64,607 97% 
Walgreen's, Moore's Fitness, Blockbuster, 
Starbucks 

Total 3,675,754   

Those shopping centers marked with an asterisk represent shopping centers located in the Eastgate region. 
It should be noted that they represent approximately 2.2 million square feet of retail space, or about 42 
percent of the 5.3 million square feet in Clermont County. At just over 900,000 square feet, Eastgate Mall 
has approximately 17 percent of the retail space in the county. 

Table 13. Retail Representation 
 2000 2006
Clermont County   
Shopping Centers 200K+ 40.9% 38.1%
Shopping Centers < 200K 41.1% 44.5%
Free-Standing 18.0% 17.4%
   
CBSA   
Shopping Centers 200K+ 36.0% 37.6%
Shopping Centers < 200K 40.4% 39.3%
Free-Standing 23.7% 23.1%

The table above shows that the trend in the CBSA has been toward an increased concentration of large 
shopping centers and smaller concentrations of free-standing and small shopping centers. Relative to the 
CBSA, Clermont County has a large share of small shopping centers, and while the CBSA trend has been 
slightly away from small shopping centers, the county experienced an increase in their relative 
concentration. Because Hamilton County represents over half the retail shopping in the metro region, its 
makeup will have a strong effect on all CBSA figures. The table below shows that Clermont County 
represents only 9 percent of the CBSA retail space; therefore, it is not surprising that it diverges in some 
ways.  

It is useful, as well, to compare the amount of retail space in Clermont County performance to that of 
other counties in the CBSA. The next two tables compare all counties. 
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In assessing the office market, it is important to consider the quality and character of the existing office 
space. Clermont County at this time does not have the kind of interstate-accessible office campuses that 
are in the best position to capture corporate headquarters (or regional headquarters). However, it does 
have a very attractive site in Ivy Pointe, and the project’s success with its first development, TQL, may 
set the tone for similar development in the future. 

Ivy Pointe is not at this moment the ideal location for a regional headquarters because of the 
transportation uncertainties. Roadway access is currently being expanded so that future users of Ivy 
Pointe have easy access to the shopping on Ohio-32 and to the interstate. When that access is complete, 
ERA expects that the site’s attractiveness will improve. 

However, some aspects of the interchange project at I-275 and Ohio-32 are a variable at this time. 
Perceptions in the marketplace are such that decision makers do not have a final plan and reliable timeline 
on which to base investment decisions. To some extent, this is not possible with large construction 
projects. Additionally, political changes at the state level have added to the uncertainty. ERA notes that 
interchange projects around the country are often delayed or re-designed at several stages. In the long run, 
ERA expects that the widening and extension of Aicholtz, the widening of Clough, the construction of 
Ivy Pointe Boulevard, and the construction at Ferguson/Eastgate Blvd will prove to be significant access 
corridors to the interstate, local residential developments, and shopping areas. However, the effects of the 
different stages of these projects will be difficult to predict, even after work on some phases has started. 

If the development at Ivy Pointe continues, it will have an effect on the economy along the Ohio-32 
corridor. Interviews suggest that the work force in Clermont County is very strong and businesses in the 
service industry do not have to look far to find hard-working, skilled employees. However, there are 
limited options in this sector. Further office development at Ivy Pointe would open up office-using jobs to 
local residents who today may seek to commute to Blue Ash or the Cincinnati CBD via I-471. The added 
value to having an employment center nearby is significant to residents in Clermont County. Further, if 
some residents are willing to tolerate a commute from western Clermont County to downtown today, they 
may be willing to tolerate a commute from eastern Clermont County to western Clermont County if Ivy 
Pointe and adjacent sites become an employment center. 

The other effect will be a positive one for retailers along Ohio-32, especially those close to Eastgate 
Boulevard or on the south side of the highway. An infusion of daytime workers provides a population of 
people who will want to eat at restaurants, go shopping, and do errands during lunch and after work. If 
Ivy Pointe allows Eastgate-area residents to also work nearby, it reduces the chance that those residents 
will shop in Hamilton County or other employment centers—in other words, having employment in 
Clermont County reduces some of the shopping leaks that result from inter-county commuting patterns. 
Moreover, the in-commuters to the area would also fulfill their own personal shopping needs in the area. 
However, ERA notes that improvements in daytime population demographics may serve to make some 
changes, but it would not redefine the region in the short term.  

Such an increase in employment would, however, provide an opportunity for struggling retail centers to 
re-orient themselves toward tenants that serve a professional, rather than strictly leisure, shopping market. 
This can range from retail tenants like office supply or shipping stores to small-footprint professional 
office users like doctors, dentists, and accountants to complementary users like temp agencies that do not 
require a large footprint. 
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ERA notes that the land currently involved in Ivy Pointe is only a portion of the undeveloped land south 
of Ohio-32 and north of Clough Pike. If, as ERA expects, office development continues at Ivy Pointe, the 
resulting daytime population increases could provide a further opportunity for retailers to orient 
themselves toward the daytime, business user. 

Fiscal Implications 

ERA notes above that there are three, potentially four, nodes of retail trade in Clermont County. Eastgate 
is overwhelmingly the largest of the three, generating the most sales tax revenue of any corridor in the 
county. ERA’s research indicates that the sales tax has been a significant contributor to the county’s 
general (unrestricted) fund, representing between 35 and 45 percent of revenues. The table below 
quantifies this: 

Table 22. Clermont County General Fund Revenue Sources 
 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 CAGR 
Property Tax $13,961,853 $16,978,724 $15,688,307 $16,292,646 $16,780,411 4.7%
Lodging Tax $305,398 $323,423 $443,691 $377,743 $430,014 8.9%
Sales Tax $20,285,277 $19,513,566 $20,068,147 $23,082,898 $22,783,754 2.9%
Other $21,263,134 $14,101,586 $9,557,858 $11,943,901 $11,310,471 -14.6%
Total $55,815,662 $50,917,299 $45,758,003 $51,697,188 $51,304,650 -2.1%
       
Sales Tax / Total 36.3% 38.3% 43.9% 44.7% 44.4%  

Sales tax revenues have grown since 2001, but at an annual rate of about 3 percent. It is fair to say this 
has probably kept pace with inflation, potentially beating inflation slightly. However, their relative 
importance to the county tax revenues has increased. Just five years ago, in 2001, the sales tax accounted 
for 36 percent of the total general fund; in 2005, that figure was 44 percent.  

Property tax revenues have grown steadily as a result of new construction (primarily) and some 
appreciation in older units. There is still ample room to continue to develop in Clermont County; 
however, much of that land is considered inaccessible or too far from employment centers and 
transportation corridors. The figures below show the agricultural land in Clermont County (the total area 
of the county is 293,639 acres): 

Table 23. Agricultural Land  
in Clermont County 
 Acres Percent 

1995 143,584 48.9% 
2000 140,423 47.8% 
2001 140,461 47.8% 
2002 139,896 47.6% 
2003 139,347 47.5% 
2004 138,742 47.2% 
2005 137,206 46.7% 
2006 134,816 45.9% 

The table shows a decline from about 49 percent in 1995 to about 46 percent in 2006, with 2,390 acres of 
land re-classified between 2005 and 2006. (This is a proxy for development, but is not necessarily the 
number of acres built upon. Agricultural classification gives a general idea of development trends but 
they are not the same as land developed.) 
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Economic Effects of Access Management 

The traffic improvements proposed for the Eastgate region are an example of access management—
namely the restriction of movement by motorists along a roadway. The purpose of access management is 
to allow for adequate traffic flow capacity and at the same time access to surrounding land. In a general 
sense, the greater the road capacity, the more limited the access to the surrounding land. Several tools of 
access management are: 

• Turn-lane restrictions 

• Driveway restrictions (including spacing) 

• Addition of medians 

• Presence or absence of traffic lights 

• Addition of lanes (turning or traveling lanes) 

• Changes to the speed limit 

• On/off ramps, grade separations, at-grade crossings 

• Pedestrian crosswalks & bicycle lanes 

Transportation planners must balance the needs and desires of motorists with the needs and desires of 
owners of surrounding land. These needs and desires are summarized in the following sections. 

Effects of Access Management on Land Owners and Residents 

Adjacent Residential Land Owners 

Owners of land attempt to maximize the utility of their property. For residential customers, the utility is 
different from person to person as tastes and preferences vary. Residents derive benefit from easy access 
to roadways, as it provides them a quick and easy way to get to work, shopping, or school. However, 
many residents also prefer not to be on a major high-speed artery, as this endangers children and pets, 
increases noise and air pollution, and pulling in and out of the driveway is more dangerous. Residents 
tend to buy houses whose access closely approximates their needs. Therefore, any time a transportation 
planner proposes changes to roadway access, many of the households along the roadway will oppose it. 
They chose their houses for the access that existed; any changes make their houses less attractive to them. 
However, other residential users with different preferences would now find those houses attractive. 

Adjacent Commercial Land Owners 

Similarly, the owners of commercial land attempt to maximize profits. Especially in the retail sector, land 
use is a key component of profits. Retail businesses will choose sites that are most appropriate to their 
business type. Consider the following examples: 

• Bass Pro Shops chooses large sites off major interstates, with ample parking and natural 
resources. These destination stores accommodate a large number of visitors, require good 
visibility, and have topographical features that complement its business model. 
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• Fast food restaurants locate in areas with high traffic counts, especially in commuting corridors, 
where customers have easy in-out access.  

• Blockbuster Video leases the corner space in strip malls. This allows multiple customers to drive 
up, park along the curb, and return or rent videos. 

• Gas stations prefer to location on the corner of an intersection that is on the right-hand side, after 
the traffic light, for commuters coming home. This allows commuters an easy right-in/right-out 
option in the evening when they have time to stop. 

• In urban environments, bank branches prefer retail space on the corner of two busy streets, where 
their ATMs can take advantage of pedestrian traffic along two pedestrian corridors. 

Motorist (or pedestrian) access is a key component of all four of the above options. A destination 
specialty retailer would never locate on a two-lane rural road with low speed limits because those roads 
do not provide the level of pass-by traffic that the retailer requires for its business model. Blockbuster 
Video and similar types of outlets would not locate in a power center mall because it is not convenient for 
the types of short trips its customers require. Bank branches would not locate off an interstate highway 
next to a Bass Pro Shops because many of those customers are not local. And so on. 

In all these examples, retailers choose sites that maximize the value (profits) of their businesses and meet 
their specific access needs. Access management is a key—if not the most important—component of a site 
to a retail business. Therefore, any time a transportation planner proposes changing the access, retailers 
oppose the move. This is because their entire businesses are oriented toward maximizing profit on the site 
that exists; when the site changes, their businesses become suboptimal uses of the land. 

Several factors affect the ways in which businesses may be affected by access management. They include: 

• The length of time a business has been in operation 

• The advertising methods of the business 

• Whether the business serves customers who plan visits or those who decide on-the-fly 

• Whether the revenues are concentrated in specific windows (for example, lunch or dinner hours 
for restaurants) 

Motorists 

The two primary concerns to motorists are traffic flow and safety. The principle of access management 
has been well researched, with clear safety and traffic flow benefits. On crowded roadways like Ohio-32, 
access management can provide several benefits, including: 

• It can reduce the number of conflicting movements (in other words, it can the number of north-
south intersections with the east-west artery). This achieves both traffic flow and safety, as traffic 
from any direction must come to a complete stop to allow the opposing traffic to flow. 
Conflicting movements also become a safety hazard, especially with left-turns. 

• It can reduce stop-and-start traffic congestion. This improves motorist safety because drivers in 
congested traffic are distracted and the continual stop-and-start invites small accidents. It also 
would reduce motorists’ energy use and air pollution. It increases their travel time, allowing them 
more leisure or productive time. 
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• It can provide safer access to adjacent residences and businesses, as frequent and closely-spaced 
curb cuts are also a safety hazard to motorists and customers.  

• It can reduce the severity as well as the frequency of crashes. One federal study found that 
increasing the number of driveways from ten per mile to twenty per mile increases crashes 30 
percent. Others show that adequately managed corridors reduce crashes by up to 50 percent. 

Motorists derive several ancillary benefits of improved traffic flow and improved safety. Obviously, the 
risk of injury in a car crash is reduced. In addition, motorists save money on fuel if the traffic flows better. 
Fewer crashes mean lower repair bills, and consequently lower insurance premiums. The reduction in air 
pollution provides a small marginal benefit to the motorists, but is a regional good. 

Perceived Business Impacts of Access Management Changes 

The Washington State Transportation Commission and the Federal Highway Administration 
commissioned a report in 2002 to study the perceived negative impacts of access management on 
businesses along six major commercial corridors (state roads) in King County, Washington. 
Unsurprisingly, the study found that businesses in general perceive a negative impact when the 
accessibility to their site is reduced. Among the other findings: 

Businesses reported that the ability of vehicles to enter the driveway and exit the driveway are the most 
important factors of access management. Significantly, these concerns were considered slightly more 
important than high traffic counts. 

The majority of businesses believed that the existing access management restrictions negatively affected 
their business. 

The survey proposed seven different access management changes and asked businesses whether they 
wanted them or not. Businesses said they did not want six of them (two types of medians, right-in/right-
out, consolidated driveway, traffic signal, and others.) The only type they said they would want is a two-
way turn lane, which is hardly an access restriction at all. 

Retail services like banks and clinics did not perceive negative impacts because their customers make a 
specific trip to them. The authors surmise that access management would make that trip safer and faster, 
and so the benefits to the business would overall be positive. 

Long-Term Commercial Benefits 

It may seem at first that the interests of motorists and business owners are at odds. However, it is 
important to remember that motorists are businesses’ customers. Therefore, if transportation planners 
control access in order to benefit motorists, they are not necessarily acting against the long-term interests 
of area businesses. In addition to making motorists (customers) happier and safer, there are some other 
ancillary benefits to businesses of access management: 

• If a roadway is perceived as dangerous and congested, then motorists will avoid it. These are 
potential customers. Access is an important asset to retail businesses, but if the roadway is 
dangerous, difficult to maneuver, stressful, and time consuming, then that asset is much 
diminished. 
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• Customers measure distance in terms of time, not miles. Ask consumers how far the nearest 
grocery store is to their homes, and most will reply in terms of minutes. Therefore, many retailers 
now analyze their market areas in terms of drive times, not miles. Reducing congestion and 
raising speeds on a roadway reduces the travel time on that roadway. If a retailer’s market area is 
all houses within a fifteen minute drive, then faster travel times increase that retailer’s market 
area. 

• For businesses that rely on drive-by traffic, access management can increase the number of cars 
that drive by the front door. Higher speeds and fewer turns reduce access, but they allow greater 
visibility and better exposure for all area businesses. Although the number of driveways may be 
reduced, it is possible to design projects so that motorists understand how to access certain 
businesses. Therefore, these businesses trade off individual driveways for greater visibility and 
higher traffic volumes. 

Long-Term Regional Vitality 

Where residents and business owners often think of their own interests in the context of regional vitality, 
planners and government agencies act as trustees of an entire region’s long-term interests. These long-
term interests are occasionally at odds with retailer’s aims, as retail businesses by necessity think in 
shorter time frames. Governments often have larger investments in roadways and infrastructure than any 
individual business has in a particular plot of land. Therefore, governments’ time frames are longer and 
the way they approach problems is different. 

A small number of business owners perceive a large negative impact of access management. Conversely, 
a very large number of motorists will all experience small benefits. The nature of this issue means that 
business owners will be more organized and vocal in their opposition than motorists will be in their 
support. Studies have shown that businesses perceive a large negative impact of access management and 
they act in their own interests to oppose access restrictions. 

The challenge to governments is to craft a transportation plan that provides safeguards to local business, 
while at the same time preserving a corridor’s vitality and ensuring that it satisfies the safety and traffic 
flow concerns of motorists. 

The next section details the specific access management issues that the Eastgate region faces. 
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Conclusions & Recommendations 

This report has examined the real estate markets in southwestern Ohio, the traffic patterns, the 
perspectives of stakeholders, and the state of Ohio’s plans for reconstructing the Ohio-32 and I-275 
interchange to determine the economic effects of the local roadway improvements to be executed by 
Clermont County and Union Township. 

Every indication in ERA’s research suggests that the state’s portion of the construction process (the 
interchange) will definitely proceed. Therefore, ERA assumes that the reconstruction of Ohio-32 and I-
275 will proceed regardless of the local policymakers’ decisions or preferences and regardless of ERA’s 
own conclusions. 

In arriving at its conclusions, ERA considered three questions, posed by the client: 

1. Should the county and township proceed with their plans to expand local roadways and restrict 
access on Ohio-32? 

2. If yes, what positive and negative effects will there be on businesses and consumers? If no, what 
will scenario will result, and what positive and negative effects are attendant with that scenario? 

3. In either scenario, what can be done to minimize the negative effects or disruptions, and what can 
be done to amplify the positive effects? 

Should the local roadway plan proceed? 

Like any project of this magnitude, there will be short term costs and benefits; and there will be long-term 
costs and benefits. A central part of ERA’s assignment is to weigh the short- and long-term costs against 
the short- and long-term benefits. 

However, in most cases these are impossible to accurately quantify. The table below is a summary of the 
short term costs and benefits to the local roadway improvements, as proposed by the county and township 
officials: 
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Short Term Benefits of the Project Long Term Benefits of the Project 

• Reduced uncertainty and confusion 
regarding the long-term project plans 

• Greater safety and better travel times for 
commuters 

• Provides better interstate access to interior 
of Clermont County 

• Possible impetus for redevelopment of 
older shopping centers into new uses 

• Better access for employees and 
prospective businesses at office park 

• Larger customer base for businesses 

Short Term Costs of the Project Long Term Costs of the Project 

• Disruption of business as construction 
takes place 

• Customers must re-learn access patterns 
to shopping centers 

• Negative traffic implications 

• Local expectation of easy access is 
restricted 

• Business models must change to adapt to 
new traffic & customer patterns; some 
may relocate 

• Customers need to plan some shopping 
decisions in advance 

Costs—No Project Benefits—No Project 

• Traffic gradually worsens; some shoppers 
may be turned off Eastgate activity 

• Difficult to attract reinvestment in non-
retail sectors 

• Continued local access 

   

It is important not to underestimate the potential negative aspects that businesses and consumers will 
experience as the project moves forward. For many business owners, a storefront that requires high 
through-put is their livelihood. Government action that fundamentally changes the nature of an 
intersection or corridor may cause some businesses to close entirely, which would, if that happened, be a 
very large negative effect on a given business owner, his suppliers, his landlord, and his customers. 

For other business owners, the lengthy construction period could be very disruptive, depending how the 
engineering details work out. Sight lines and access could be blocked for months at a time. Many small 
businesses would struggle to operate during a big disruption. 
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CLE-275-10.15 Public Meeting (2007) – Eastgate Area Project Exhibit  

and Comment Summary 
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ATTACHMENT H3 
 

Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (October 2009) 



Public Meeting Notification 



 

 

NEWS RELEASE 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
October 1, 2009 

 

Aicholtz Connector Project 

 
CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO – The Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District (CCTID), in conjunction with the Clermont County Engineer’s Office, Ohio 
Department of Transportation, and Union Township will host an open house meeting to 
get public input for the Aicholtz Connector.  The open house will be held on Thursday 
October 15, 2009 from 5:30 until 7:30 p.m. at the Union Township Civic Center, 4350 
Aicholtz Road. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project will evaluate the corridor between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard in order to provide 
recommendations for transportation improvements and a new connection under I-275.  
Planned right-of-way will address roadway improvements, pedestrian facilities and 
preservation of a corridor for future rail transit. 
 
Exhibits of the study corridor will be on display at the meeting and representatives from 
the County, ODOT, Union Township and the project team will be available to answer 
questions and gather comments.  The public is welcome to attend any time during the 
two-hour period.  Comment sheets will be provided, which can be placed in a drop-off 
box at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by October 29, 2009.  Additional comment 
sheets, the drop-off box, and the exhibits shown at the meeting will be available at the 
Union Township Civic Center until October 29, 2009. 
. 
For more information about this study, contact Steve Wharton, Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District at (513) 289-9051 (ed3c@fuse.net) or Craig 
Stephenson, Clermont County Chief Deputy Engineer at (513) 732-8883 
(cstephenson@clermont.oh.us). 
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District 

175 E. Main Street - Suite 150, Batavia, OH 45403 

September 21, 2009 

Dear Property Owner: 

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the 
Clermont County Engineer's Office, Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT), and Union 
Township, is beginning the planning for a local roadway network improvement between 
Mount Carmel-Tabasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard. The improvement corridor, referred to 
as the Aicholtz Connector, generally follows Old SR 74 and Aicholtz Road with a new 
connection under 1-275 (see map on back). 

This project is being coordinated with ODOT's planned improvement of the I-275/SR 32 
interchange and planned multimodal improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor, 
including preservation of a future rail transit corridor that extends to the Union Township 
Civic Center. The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and 
access for commercial and residential districts in the Eastgate area. 

At this early stage in the design studies, there have been no definitive plans developed or 
final locations chosen for these important transportation improvements, nor have any 
detailed plans for the improvements or property acquisitions been determined. 

Public Open House Meeting - You are invited to attend an open house public meeting for 
the Aicholtz Connector project on Thursday, October 15, 2009 at  the Union Township 
Civic Center, located at 4350 Aicholtz Road. Please stop by anytime between the hours of 
5:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. Aerial photo exhibits showing the project study area will be on 
display and representatives from the County, ODOT, Union Township and the project team 
will be available to answer questions and get your input prior to developing preliminary 
plans for the project. 

Project Studies - As part of this project's design work, it will be necessary to conduct 
surveying, geotechnical and environmental field studies in the area. Field personnel from 
ENTRAN, Resource International, and Gray & Pape (professional engineering, environmental 
and geotechnical consulting firms who are under contract with the CCTID) will be in the area 
in the coming months to conduct these studies. Accordingly, we wish to advise you that 
these field personnel may need to enter upon your property to perform these investigations. 
Ohio Revised Code Section 5540.03 authorizes such entries. These persons will carry ' 

identification that will be provided to you upon your request, and have received strict 
instructions to avoid damage to private property. I f  at any time you feel that our 
representatives have not given proper attention to your property, please notify us at once. 

We sincerely appreciate your participation in the public involvement process and your 
cooperation with our field personnel so that important data collection can be completed. 
Should you have any questions, concerns, or special needs or requests, please feel free to 
contact me at (513) 289-9051. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District 

Steve Wharton 
Secretary-Treasurer 

Board of Union Township Trustees 
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District
175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103

Steve Wharton
Clermont County Transportation 
Improvement District

175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103
ed3c@fuse.net
513.289.9051

www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Craig Stephenson
Clermont County Deputy Engineer

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
cstephenson@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8883

www.clermontengineer.org

Deborah Osborne
ENTRAN

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700

www.entran.us

Aicholtz Connector Study Area

SteveWhartonCraigStephensonDeborahOsborne

Contacts

AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR  -  PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING
October 15, 2009  •  5:30 to 7:30 p.m.  •  Union Township Civic Center 

AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR  -  PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING
October 15, 2009  •  5:30 to 7:30 p.m.  •  Union Township Civic Center 
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Home

About the CCTID

Announcements

CCTID Meetings

Projects and Studies

Archived Material

Links

Contact Us

   

Aicholtz Connector

Project Description

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the

Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township, is planning a local roadway network

improvement generally between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called

the Aicholtz Connector. The improvement corridor includes a new connection under I-275.

The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the

Eastgate area.

Current Status

Under Design

Project Documents

February 2011 Handout - PDF

Meetings

February 2011 Open House Exhibits 

Project Status - PDF

Dec 09 Open House Summary - PDF

Oct 09 Open House Summary - PDF

EC Multimodal Plan - PDF

Planned Improvements in Eastgate Area - PDF

Existing & Planned Infastructure -PDF

Enviromental Features - PDF

Proposed Alternatives - PDF

Preferred Alternative - PDF

Preliminary Impact Matrix - PDF

Green Infastructure - PDF

Project Schedule- PDF

Comment Sheet 2/16/11-PDF

Handout 2/16/11 - PDF

 

December 2009 Open House Exhibits 

Alternatives 1 & 1A - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Alternatives 2 & 2A - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Alternatives 3 & 3A - PDF

Comment Sheet - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

ATTACHMENT H3 
Page 353

http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/default.aspx
http://www.clermontcountyohio.gov/
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/default.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/ABOUTtheCCTID.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Announcements.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/CCTIDMEETINGS.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/ProjectsandStudies.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/ArchivedMaterial.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Links.aspx
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/ContactUs.aspx
javascript:window.print()
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Comment+Sheet+2-16-11.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+1+-+Project+Status.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+2+-+Dec+09+Open+House+Summary.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+3+-+Oct+09+Open+House+Summary.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+4+-+EC+Multimodal+Plan.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse3/BOARD5-PlannedImprovementsinEastgateArea.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+6+-+Ex+%26amp%3b+Planned+Infrastructure.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse3/BOARD7-EnvironmentalFeatures.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+8+-+Proposed+Alternatives.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+9+-+Preferred+Alternative.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+10+-+Preliminary+Impact+Matrix.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse3/BOARD11-GreenInfrastructure.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+12+-+Project+Schedule.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Comment+Sheet+2-16-11.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Comment+Sheet+2-16-11.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/Alternatives11a-AicholtzPM2.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/Alternatives22a-AicholtzPM2.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/BOARD-Alternatives3-3a.pdf
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EC Multi-modal Plan with Aicholtz study area - PDF

Green Infrastructure - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Handout - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

October Meeting Summary - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

Overpass Concept - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

Updated Project Description and Goals - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Environmental Features - PDF

Updated Project Schedule - PDF

Existing Infrastructure - PDF

Planned Improvements in Eastgate Area - PDF

October 2009 Open House Exhibits

Background - Eastern Corridor - PDF

Comment Sheet - PDF

Environmental Features - PDF

Existing Infrastructure - PDF

Fact Sheet - PDF

Planned Improvements - PDF

Project Goals - PDF

Project Schedule - PDF

Study Area - PDF
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AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Th e Clermont County Transportation Improvement Dis-
trict (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont Coun-
ty Engineers Offi  ce, Ohio Department of Transportation 
(ODOT) and Union Township, is beginning planning for 
a local roadway network improvement between Mount 
Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called the 
Aicholtz Connector.  Th e improvement corridor follows 
Old SR 74 and Aicholtz Road, with a new connection un-
der I-275.  Total length is about 1.3 miles.

Th e Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s 
planned improvement of the I-275 / SR 32 interchange and 
planned multi-modal improvements associated with the 
Eastern Corridor project, including preservation of a cor-
ridor for rail transit.  Maps of these adjacent projects are 
shown at the Project Background station.

Initial goals developed by the project study team for the 
Aicholtz Connector include the following:

1.   Improve access, safety and travel effi  ciency in the East-
gate area by providing for local trips off  of mainline SR 
32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future 
community and economic development and redevelop-
ment opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector cor-
ridor.

3.  Preserve right-of-way for future pedestrian/bike and rail 
transit opportunities.

Public Open House Meeting – October 15, 2009

We Want Your Input!
Th is study is just beginning.  We are gathering data on the corridor’s existing issues, resources and features, and have pre-
sented some of that information at tonight’s meeting.  By signing in, you will be added to the mailing list and kept up-to-
date on the study and future opportunities to participate.  We are planning another open house in December 2009 and 
hope you will attend.  In the meantime, if you have any questions, feel free to contact any of the project team members 
listed on the back of this handout.  
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Steve Wharton
Clermont County Transportation 
Improvement District

175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103
ed3c@fuse.net
513.289.9051

www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Steve Wharton

Contacts

Craig Stephenson
Clermont County Deputy Engineer

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
cstephenson@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8883

www.clermontengineer.org

Deborah Osborne
ENTRAN 

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700

www.entran.us

 Identify Project Needs  ....................................................................................... We Are Here

 Preliminary Studies and Alternatives Analysis  .................................................... Oct. 2009 to Jan. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #2   ........................................................................ Dec. 2009

 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance  .................................... Feb. 2010 to Oct. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #3  ........................................................................ July 2010

 Detailed Design  .................................................................................................. 2011

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  ................................................................................... 2012

 Begin Construction  ............................................................................................ 2014

You can complete the comment sheet 
tonight and place it in the drop-off  
box or mail it to the Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District 
through October 29, 2009 at:  

Clermont County Transportation 
Improvement District

Attention: Mr. Steve Wharton
175 East Main Street, Suite 150

Batavia, Ohio 45103

Additional comment sheets, the drop-
off  box, and the exhibits shown to-
night will be available at the Union 
Township Civic Center until October 
29, 2009.

What Are Your Ideas?
What improvements would you like to see included in the Aicholtz Connec-
tor project?  Possibilities could include:

• Addition of curb and gutter
• Paved shoulders
• Turn lanes
• Street lighting
• Landscaping
• Pedestrian/bike path
• Improved stormwater management
• Greenspace preservation
• Preservation of a corridor for future rail transit
• A future transit station at the Union Township Civic Center
• What else?

It is important to remember that no plans for the Aicholtz Connector have 
been developed to date.  Th e information and materials presented at this 
meeting are only ideas at this point.  

We are looking for your input on transportation problems and needs along 
this corridor and suggestions for improvements.  Please speak to the project 
team and fi ll out a Comment Sheet with your ideas.

Please Fill Out a 
Comment Sheet

Project Schedule
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDMOUNT AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR EASTERN CORRIDOR MULTI-MODAL PLAN

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

B

R

B

B

B

B
B

B

R

R

R

R

R

B

R

R

B

R

B

B

R

R

R

R

B R

P

P

125

32

50

50

O
h
io

L
it
tl
e

M
ia

m
i

Riv
er

R
iv

e
r

471

471

71

71

71

71

75

71

71

71

71

71

275

275

275

275

275

275

275

275

275

125

125

275

E
a

s
t
e

r
n

C
o

r
r
id

o
r

M
u

lt
i-

M
o

d
a

l
P

r
o

j
e

c
t
s

Public Workshops

Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal Projects
Hamilton and Clermont Counties, Ohio

January/February 2004

North

Scale:
0 1500 3000

= Intersection Improvement (TSM project)

= Roadway Corridor Improvement (TSM project)

= Park and Ride Location (TSM project)

= Rail Transit Station Location (Preliminary)

= Bus Hub/Rail Transit Station Location (Preliminary)

= Wasson Rail Transit Corridor

= Oasis Rail Transit Corridor

= New Controlled-Access Highway Corridor

= Proposed I-71 Light Rail Transit Corridor

= Dedicated Bikeways and Trails

= Alternative Bike Links Under Consideration

= Existing Bike Path

= Minor Interchange Improvement or Addition
(TSM project)

= Primary Bus Service Routes (Preliminary)

= Bus Community Circulator Routes (Preliminary)

= More Frequent Bus Service (TSM project)

P

R R

= Bus Transit Hub Location (Preliminary)B

B RB R

Ohio Department of Transportation

OKI Regional Council of Governments

City of Cincinnati SORTA/Metro

Hamilton County Clermont County

32

New bus hubs and
new bus service

New bus hubs and
new bus service

New multi-modal
river crossing

New rail transit
service - Cincinnati
riverfront to Milford

(Oasis Line)

New rail transit
service (future) -
Xavier / Evanston

to Eastgate
(Wasson Line)

New rail transit
service - Cincinnati
riverfront to Milford

(Oasis Line)

I-71 Rail Transit
Corridor (future)

New controlled-access
highway from I-71/Red Bank

to Olive Branch-Stonelick
Road in Clermont County

Existing Transportation
System Improvements

(“TSM”)

Existing Transportation
System Improvements

(“TSM”)

New controlled-access
highway from I-71/Red Bank

to Olive Branch-Stonelick
Road in Clermont County

I-275/SR 32 Interchange
Improvement

2752752752752752752752752752752752755

275

The Eastern Corridor Tier 1 work evaluated rail transit 
alternatives and recommended preservation of a cor-
ridor for the Wasson Line (the solid yellow line in the 
exhibit below) for future rail transit.  In the Eastgate 
area, this line is located in the Aicholtz Road corridor 
with a proposed station at the Union Township Civic 
Center.  
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS IN THE EASTGATE AREA

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with 
ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 Interchange project and other lo-
cal road network projects to improve travel effi ciency, 
safety, and access in the Eastgate area.  
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

RMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND GOALS

Th e Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineers Offi  ce, 
Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) and Union Township, is beginning planning for a local roadway network improvement 
between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called the Aicholtz Connector.  Th e improvement corridor follows Old 
SR 74 and Aicholtz Road, with a new connection under I-275.  Total length is about 1.3 miles.

Th e Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement of the I-275 / SR 32 interchange and planned multi-
modal improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor project, including preservation of a corridor for rail transit.  Maps of these 
adjacent projects are shown at the Project Background station.

Initial goals developed by the project study team for the Aicholtz Connector include the following:

1.   Improve access, safety and travel effi  ciency in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off  of mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development and redevelopment opportunities 
along the Aicholtz Connector corridor.

3.  Preserve right-of-way for future pedestrian/bike and rail transit opportunities.

We Want Your Input!

We are looking for your input on transportation 
problems and needs along this corridor and sugges-
tions for improvements.  Please speak to the project 
team and fi ll out a Comment Sheet with your ideas.  
You can also use the space below to jot down any 
ideas you have right now!

What Are Your Ideas?

What improvements would you like to see included in the Aicholtz Connector project?  Possibilities could include:

• Addition of curb and gutter
• Paved shoulders
• Turn lanes
• Street lighting
• Landscaping
• Pedestrian/bike path
• Improved stormwater management
• Greenspace preservation
• Preservation of a corridor for future rail transit
• A future transit station at the Union Township Civic Center
• What else?

It is important to remember that no plans for the Aicholtz Connector have been developed to date.  Th e information 
and materials presented at this meeting are only ideas at this point.  

Project Description

Project Goals
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

Environmental and community resources will need to be 
considered as we develop the Aicholtz Connector.  Some 
of the features that receive special protection, such as 
wetlands, streams, and historic sites, are shown on this 
exhibit.  Existing infrastructure and stormwater runoff will 
also be taken into account (see next exhibit). 

Did we miss anything?
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PROJECT SCHEDULE

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

 Identify Project Needs  ........................................................................................  We Are Here 

 Preliminary Studies and Alternatives Analysis  ....................................................  Oct. 2009 to Jan. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #2   ........................................................................  Dec. 2009

 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance  ....................................  Feb. 2010 to Oct. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #3  ........................................................................  July 2010

 Detailed Design  ................................................................................................. 2011

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  .................................................................................. 2012

 Begin Construction  ........................................................................................... 2014
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Public Meeting Photographs 



Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

October 2009 Public Meeting Photographs
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Public Meeting Summary 

 
 
 
 



PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #1 SUMMARY – OCTOBER 2009 
CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector 
Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio 
 
A Public Open House meeting was held on October 15, 2009 to provide interested persons 
the opportunity to become informed about, and comment on the proposed Aicholtz 
Connector project.  The meeting was held at the Union Township Civic Center (4350 
Aicholtz Road, Union Township, Ohio 45245) from 5:30 to 7:30 PM.  Announcement of 
the meeting consisted of notification letters mailed to land owners in the project study area, 
a news release to local media and notification of the meeting posted on the Union Township 
and Clermont County Transportation Improvement District’s (CCTID) websites.  
 
Information at the meeting was presented at various stations and included the following: 
 
• Project Background (Eastern Corridor and I-275/SR 32 information boards) 
• Project Description and Goals 
• Project Study Area 
• Environmental Resources and Existing Infrastructure 
• Project Schedule 
 
A total of approximately 90 people attended the meeting (based on sign-in) and 27 written 
comments were received by the CCTID through the public comment period which ended 
October 29, 2009.  A summary of comments is presented in the attached tables.   
 
News release, copies of written comments and meeting sign-in are also attached. 
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NEWS RELEASE 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
October 1, 2009 
 

Aicholtz Connector Project 
 

CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO – The Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District (CCTID), in conjunction with the Clermont County Engineer’s Office, Ohio 
Department of Transportation, and Union Township will host an open house meeting to 
get public input for the Aicholtz Connector.  The open house will be held on Thursday 
October 15, 2009 from 5:30 until 7:30 p.m. at the Union Township Civic Center, 4350 
Aicholtz Road. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project will evaluate the corridor between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard in order to provide 
recommendations for transportation improvements and a new connection under I-275.  
Planned right-of-way will address roadway improvements, pedestrian facilities and 
preservation of a corridor for future rail transit. 
 
Exhibits of the study corridor will be on display at the meeting and representatives from 
the County, ODOT, Union Township and the project team will be available to answer 
questions and gather comments.  The public is welcome to attend any time during the 
two-hour period.  Comment sheets will be provided, which can be placed in a drop-off 
box at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by October 29, 2009.  Additional comment 
sheets, the drop-off box, and the exhibits shown at the meeting will be available at the 
Union Township Civic Center until October 29, 2009. 
. 
For more information about this study, contact Steve Wharton, Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District at (513) 289-9051 (ed3c@fuse.net) or Craig 
Stephenson, Clermont County Chief Deputy Engineer at (513) 732-8883 
(cstephenson@clermont.oh.us). 
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AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC MEETING #1 
OCTOBER 15, 2009 
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ATTACHMENT H4 
 

Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (December 2009) 



Public Meeting Notification 



 

 

NEWS RELEASE 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
November 24, 2009 

 

Aicholtz Connector 

 
CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO – The Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer’s Office, Ohio 
Department of Transportation, and Union Township will host an open house meeting to 
get public input for the Aicholtz Connector.  The open house will be held on Wednesday 
December 9, 2009 from 5:00 until 7:00 p.m. at the Union Township Civic Center, 4350 
Aicholtz Road. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project is evaluating the corridor between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard in order to provide 
recommendations for transportation improvements and a new connection under I-275.  
The project will address roadway improvements, pedestrian facilities and preservation of 
a corridor for future rail transit. 
 
Exhibits of preliminary alternatives under consideration will be on display at the meeting 
and representatives from the County, ODOT, Union Township and the project team will 
be available to answer questions and gather comments.  The public is welcome to attend 
any time during the two-hour period.  Comment sheets will be provided, which can be 
turned in at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by December 23, 2009.  Exhibits shown 
at the meeting will be available at the Union Township Civic Center until December 23, 
2009. 
. 
For more information about this study, contact Steve Wharton, Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District at (513) 289-9051 (ed3c@fuse.net) or Craig 
Stephenson, Clermont County Chief Deputy Engineer at (513) 732-8883 
(cstephenson@clermont.oh.us). 
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You’re invited!

An open house meeting will be held to 
receive comments and input from the 
public on the Aicholtz Connector project.

Please try to attend!  Your input is 
important to us.

Union Township Civic Center
4350 Aicholtz Road
Union Township, Ohio 45245

Wednesday, Dec. 9, 2009
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

The public is welcome to attend at any 
time during the two-hour open house.

What is the open house about?

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in 
cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and Union Town-
ship, is planning a local roadway network improvement between Mount 
Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard.  The improvement corri-
dor, referred to as the Aicholtz Connector, generally follows Old SR 74 and 
Aicholtz Road with a new connection under I-275.

This project is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement of the 
I-275/SR 32 interchange and planned multimodal improvements associated 
with the Eastern Corridor, including preserving a future rail-transit corri-
dor that extends to the Union Township Civic Center.  The purpose of the 
Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access for commercial 
and residential districts in the Eastgate area.
 
Why should I attend?
Preliminary alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector have been developed 
based on early public input and project studies.  This open house is an op-
portunity for the public to review this project information and to provide 
comments.  County staff and project team members will be available to an-
swer questions, and comment sheets will be provided.  Comments can be 
submitted at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by Dec. 23, 2009.  Ex-
hibits shown at the meeting will be on display at the Union Township Civic 
Center until Dec. 23, 2009.

Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Aicholtz Connector Open House Public Meeting
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District
175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103

Steve Wharton
Clermont County Transportation  
Improvement District

175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103
ed3c@fuse.net
513.289.9051

www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Contacts

Craig Stephenson
Clermont County Deputy Engineer

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
cstephenson@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8883

www.clermontengineer.org

Deborah Osborne
ENTRAN 

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
sshadix@entran.us
513.761.1700

www.entran.us

Aicholtz Connector Open House Public Meeting

Wednesday, December 9, 2009
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Union Township Civic Center
4350 Aicholtz Road

Union Township, Ohio 45245
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Home

About the CCTID

Announcements

CCTID Meetings

Projects and Studies

Archived Material

Links

Contact Us

   

Aicholtz Connector

Project Description

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the

Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township, is planning a local roadway network

improvement generally between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called

the Aicholtz Connector. The improvement corridor includes a new connection under I-275.

The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the

Eastgate area.

Current Status

Under Design

Project Documents

February 2011 Handout - PDF

Meetings

February 2011 Open House Exhibits 

Project Status - PDF

Dec 09 Open House Summary - PDF

Oct 09 Open House Summary - PDF

EC Multimodal Plan - PDF

Planned Improvements in Eastgate Area - PDF

Existing & Planned Infastructure -PDF

Enviromental Features - PDF

Proposed Alternatives - PDF

Preferred Alternative - PDF

Preliminary Impact Matrix - PDF

Green Infastructure - PDF

Project Schedule- PDF

Comment Sheet 2/16/11-PDF

Handout 2/16/11 - PDF

 

December 2009 Open House Exhibits 

Alternatives 1 & 1A - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Alternatives 2 & 2A - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Alternatives 3 & 3A - PDF

Comment Sheet - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF
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http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+8+-+Proposed+Alternatives.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+9+-+Preferred+Alternative.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+10+-+Preliminary+Impact+Matrix.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse3/BOARD11-GreenInfrastructure.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/BOARD+12+-+Project+Schedule.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Comment+Sheet+2-16-11.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/Comment+Sheet+2-16-11.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/Alternatives11a-AicholtzPM2.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/Alternatives22a-AicholtzPM2.pdf
http://ftp.clermontcountyohio.gov/TID/Aicholtz/OpenHouse1209/BOARD-Alternatives3-3a.pdf
http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/CommentSheet-AicholtzPM2.pdf
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EC Multi-modal Plan with Aicholtz study area - PDF

Green Infrastructure - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Handout - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

October Meeting Summary - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

Overpass Concept - Aicholtz PM #2 - PDF

Updated Project Description and Goals - Aicholtz PM#2 - PDF

Environmental Features - PDF

Updated Project Schedule - PDF

Existing Infrastructure - PDF

Planned Improvements in Eastgate Area - PDF

October 2009 Open House Exhibits

Background - Eastern Corridor - PDF

Comment Sheet - PDF

Environmental Features - PDF

Existing Infrastructure - PDF

Fact Sheet - PDF

Planned Improvements - PDF

Project Goals - PDF

Project Schedule - PDF

Study Area - PDF
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Public Meeting Handout 

 



Aicholtz connector Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement Dis-
trict (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County 
Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township, is planning a local 
roadway network improvement between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called the Aicholtz 
Connector.  The improvement corridor follows Old SR 74 
and Aicholtz Road, with a new connection under I-275.  To-
tal length is about 1.3 miles.  The purpose for the Aicholtz 
Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the 
Eastgate area.

The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s 
planned improvement of the I-275 / SR 32 interchange and 
planned multi-modal improvements associated with the 
Eastern Corridor project, including preservation of a cor-
ridor for future rail transit.  

1.   Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate 
area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future 
community and economic development and redevel-
opment opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector 
corridor.

3.  Preserve right-of-way for future pedestrian access and 
rail transit opportunities.

4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/
enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater runoff.  
This fourth goal was added as a result of public input 
and comments received at the last open house meeting 
held in October.

Public Open House Meeting – December 9, 2009

We Want Your Input!
This study is still in the early planning stages.  Preliminary alternatives developed from early project studies and public input 
are presented tonight for your review.  By signing in, you will be kept up-to-date on future opportunities to participate.  We 
are planning another open house in July 2010 to present more details on a preferred alternative.  In the meantime, if you 
have any questions, feel free to contact any of the project team members listed on the back of this handout.  
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Steve Wharton
Clermont County Transportation  
Improvement District

175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103
ed3c@fuse.net
513.289.9051

www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Contacts

Craig Stephenson
Clermont County Deputy Engineer

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
cstephenson@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8883

www.clermontengineer.org

Deborah Osborne
ENTRAN 

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700

www.entran.us

 Identify Project Needs (Public Open House Meeting #1) ................................... Oct. 2009

 Preliminary Studies and Alternatives Analysis  .................................................... In Progress

 Public Open House Meeting #2   ........................................................................ We Are Here

 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance  .................................... Feb. 2010 to Oct. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #3  ........................................................................ July 2010

 Detailed Design  .................................................................................................. 2011

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  ................................................................................... 2012

 Begin Construction  ............................................................................................ 2014

What Alternatives Are Being Considered?
Three preliminary alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector are on display at tonight’s open house.  Each of the alternatives 
includes a roadway improvement corridor (shown in orange on the exhibits), a future pedestrian-access corridor (shown in 
green), and a future rail-transit corridor (shown in light-blue), with possible variations for separating the roadway, pedestrian-
access, and rail-transit corridors to best fit within the study area.  Although the future pedestrian-access and rail-transit facili-
ties will not be constructed at the same time as the Aicholtz Connector roadway improvements, planning-level corridors are 
being looked at now to preserve right-of-way as part of the new connection under I-275.  All three alternatives follow existing 
Aicholtz Road on the east side of I-275 (to Eastgate Boulevard), but vary in location on the west side as described below:

Alternative 1 follows existing Old SR 74 from Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road to Rust Lane, then hugs the I-275/SR 32 inter-
change right-of-way.  Alternative 1a is a variation that separates the pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run.

Alternative 2 generally follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road.  Alternative 2a is a variation that separates the 
future pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run AND/OR separates the future rail-transit corridor to follow the 
I-275/SR 32 interchange right-of-way.

Alternative 3 follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane, then extends to the south side of Hall Run (crossing Hall Run twice).  
Alternative 3a is a variation that separates the future rail transit corridor to follow the I-275/SR 32 interchange right-of-way.

We are looking for your comments on these proposed alternatives and various options for future pedestrian-access and rail-
transit corridors.  Please remember that no detailed plans have been developed to date.  The alternatives shown today are not 
final alignment locations.  Over the next several months, the project team will evaluate these alternatives relative to project 
goals, public input, expected impacts, and costs to identify a preferred alternative that provides a balance amongst the various 
goals and interests in the Aicholtz corridor.  Once a preferred corridor is identified, details on its final location and design will 
be developed.  This level of information will be presented at the next open house meeting planned for July 2010.

Project Schedule
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Public Meeting Exhibits 



MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDCMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR EASTERN CORRIDOR MULTI-MODAL PLAN

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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Eastern Corridor Multi-Modal Projects
Hamilton and Clermont Counties, Ohio
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The Eastern Corridor Tier 1 work evaluated rail transit 
alternatives and recommended preservation of a corridor 
for the Wasson Line (the solid yellow line in the exhibit 
below) for future rail transit.  In the Eastgate area, this line 
is located in the Aicholtz Road corridor with a proposed 
station at the Union Township Civic Center.  

ATTACHMENT H4 
Page 447



MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS IN THE EASTGATE AREA

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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EASTERN CORRIDOR SEGMENT IVa
PID No. 82370

-

I-275 & SR 32
PROJECT
PID# 76289

TINA DRIVE EXTENSION
PID No. 82558

OLD SR 74 EXTENSION
PID No. 82561

OLD SR 74 PHASE I
PID No. 82557

AICHOLTZ ROAD EXTENSION
PID No. 82552

AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR
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The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with 
ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 Interchange project and other lo-
cal road network projects to improve travel effi ciency, 
safety, and access in the Eastgate area.  
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

RMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND GOALS

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, 
and Union Township, is planning a local roadway network improvement between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard 
– called the Aicholtz Connector.  The improvement corridor follows Old SR 74 and Aicholtz Road, with a new connection under I-275.  
Total length is about 1.3 miles.  The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement of the I-275/SR 32 
interchange and planned multi-modal improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor project, including preservation of a corridor 
for future rail transit.  The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the Eastgate area.

1. Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development and redevelopment opportunities 
along the Aicholtz Connector corridor.

3.  Preserve right-of-way for future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities.

4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater runoff.  This fourth goal was 
added as a result of public input and comments received at the last open house meeting held in October.

Aicholtz Connector Quick Facts

 Two-lane roadway (one in each direction)
 Center turn-lane at key locations
 New connection under I-275
 Paved shoulders and curb-and-gutter
Future pedestrian access and/or rail transit may                   
parallel the roadway or be separated (see Alterna-
tives exhibits) 

Although the future pedestrian-access and rail-tran-
sit facilities will not be constructed at the same time 
as the Aicholtz Connector roadway improvements, 
planning-level corridors are being looked at now to 
preserve right-of-way as part of the new connection 
under I-275.

We Want Your Input!

We are looking for your input on the preliminary 
alternatives presented here tonight.  Please speak to 
the project team and fill out a Comment Sheet with 
your ideas.  You can also use the space below to jot 
down any ideas you have right now!

What Alternatives Are Being Considered?

Three preliminary alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector are on display at tonight’s open house.  Each of the alternatives includes a 
roadway improvement corridor (shown in orange on the exhibits), a future pedestrian-access corridor (shown in green), and a future 
rail-transit corridor (shown in light-blue), with possible variations on separating the roadway, pedestrian-access, and rail-transit corridors 
to best fit within the study area.  All three alternatives follow existing Aicholtz Road on the east side of I-275 (to Eastgate Boulevard), 
but vary in location on the west side as described below.  Exhibits displaying the alternatives are shown at the next station.

Alternative 1 follows existing Old SR 74 from Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road to Rust Lane, then hugs the I-275/SR 32 interchange 
right-of-way.  Alternative 1a is a variation that separates the pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run.

Alternative 2 generally follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road.  Alternative 2a is a variation that separates the future 
pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run AND/OR separates the future rail-transit corridor to follow the I-275/SR 32 
interchange right-of-way.

Alternative 3 follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane, then extends to the south side of Hall Run (crossing Hall Run twice).  Alternative 
3a is a variation that separates the future rail transit corridor to follow the I-275/SR 32 interchange right-of-way.

We are looking for your comments and input on these proposed alternatives and various options for future pedestian-access and rail-
transit corridors.  Please remember that no detailed plans have been developed to date.  The alternatives shown today are not final 
alignment locations.  Over the next several months, the project team will evaluate these alternatives relative to project goals, public 
imput, expected impacts, and costs to identify a preferred alternative that provides a balance amongst the various goals and interests 
in the Aicholtz corridor.  Once a preferred corridor is identified, details on its final location and design will be developed.  This level 
of information will be presented at the next open house meeting planned for July 2010.

Project Description

Project Goals - Updated!
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OCTOBER OPEN HOUSE MEETING SUMMARY

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED 

Project Interest Observed Traffic/Safety Problems Improvement Interests General Comments 

Total Meeting Attendance:  Approximately 90 persons 
Total Comment Sheets Received:  27 
 
Own residence/property – 16 persons 
 
Work/shop/dine – 14 persons 
 
Commute – 12 persons 
 
Interested in business / development – 8 persons 

  

Personal property concerns - 6 persons 
 
Opportunity for area growth, development, and/or improved  
access – 6 persons 
 
Issues with other projects  such as the I-275/SR 32 
interchange; sewer, other roadways, etc. – 5 persons 
 
Rail station location  near Ivy Pointe – 1 person 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS FROM  MEETING EXHIBITS 

Comments About Features/Issues  in Project Area 
Flooding occurs along Hall Run in study area and east of I-275 north of Ivy Pointe. 
Hall Run is an important resource. 
Old railroad trestle (CG&P) and traction line are located on west side of I-275. 
Stone houses reported along Aicholtz Road west of I-275. 
Area of “Indian Relics” reported along Hall Run east of I-275. 
Drainage issue (foundation problems) reported on property in study area east of I-275. 

Disposition of Comments 
Based on comments about Hall Run and flooding issues in the project area, a fourth goal was added to the project related to greenspace protection and 
stormwater management.  The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with a green infrastructure planning initiative that is looking at ways to combine 
environmental stewardship, land use planning, and infrastructure development to attract economic opportunities, while at the same time protecting and 
enhancing the county’s natural environment.  Ecological and cultural studies are currently underway to identify important features, and strategies for 
stormwater/flood management and protection of greenspace and other environmental resources will be further developed.   

Comments About Project Development/Impacts 
Concern indicated for displacement of property. 

 
 
 
 
 

Suggested alignment located south of Hall Run to minimize displacements. 
 
 

Construct Aicholtz Road over I-275 (instead of under). 
 

Preference for placement of rail station at Ivy Pointe development area. 

Disposition of Comments 
The conceptual alternatives presented tonight each support, to varying degrees (some better than others), the identified project goals for:  1) improving access 
and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area; 2) considering future development opportunities; 3) preserving future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities; 
and 4) protecting the natural environment.  The alternatives will be further evaluated relative to these project goals, as well as public comments received tonight, 
anticipated impacts (including displacements), and costs to identify a preferred alternative that provides a balance amongst the various goals and interests in the 
Aicholtz corridor.  
 
Alternative 3 is a corridor that responds to public comments for an alternative located on the south side of Hall Run.  It reduces potential displacements while 
preserving greenspace along Hall Run and potential development opportunity (see Alternative 3 exhibit).    
 
An overpass of I-275 was eliminated because of high impacts and cost.  Refer to the next exhibit for additional explanation.   
 
Locating a future rail station in the Ivy Pointe vicinity will be considered as the project further develops. 

Comments About Other Projects 
Erosion caused by I-275 runoff reported on west side of highway at culvert 
Concern indicated for closure of Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection. 
Eliminate proposed signals on SR 32 (proposed I-275 interchange). 
Concerns about noise associated with I-275/SR 32. 
Difficulty getting in/out of Melcrest Drive just east of Eastgate Blvd (onto Aicholtz) 
Sewer needed along Yates Lane west of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road 
Pedestrian access needed at Bach-Buxton and SR 125 and along Tealtown Road 

Disposition of Comments 
These issues are outside the Aicholtz Connector study area, but comments have been forwarded to appropriate agencies and will be considered in the 
development of other infrastructure projects in the Eastgate area by the County or ODOT. 

MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDCMOUNT AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDMMOUNT CARMAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

Environmental and community resources will need to be 
considered as we develop the Aicholtz Connector.  Some
of the features that receive special protection, such as 
wetlands, streams, and historic sites, are shown on this 
exhibit.  Existing infrastructure and stormwater runoff will 
also be taken into account (see next exhibit). 

Did we miss anything?
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 1 AND 1A

Summary of Alternatives 1 and 1a
Description

Fit with Project Goals
Supports Goal 1

Supports Goals 2 and 3

Supports Goals 1 and 3
Supports Goal 2

Supports Goal 4

Supports Goals 3 and 4
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 2 AND 2A

Summary of Alternatives 2 and 2a
Description

Fit with Project Goals

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Supports Goals 2 and 4
Supports Goal 4

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Supports Goals 3 and 4
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARD

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

CMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES 3 AND 3A

Summary of Alternatives 3 and 3a
Description

Fit with Project Goals
Supports Goal 1

Supports Goal 2

Supports Goals 1 and 3

Does Not Support Goal 4
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Why not an I-275 overpass?
A required overpass clearance of 17 feet puts the bridge surface approximately 60 feet higher than existing Aicholtz Road, which would 
require extensive fill for bridge approaches and result in a larger impact footprint.
The Aicholtz Road / Omni Drive intersection would need to be raised approximately 20 feet to meet the new roadway elevation.
The multi-modal bridge and extensive fill would result in higher construction costs.
A larger impact footprint would result in a greater number of relocations (an additional 5 to 13 residences) and a greater loss of greenspace 
along Hall Run.
The extensive fill requirements would limit access for existing and future development; service roads or additional property acquisitions 
would be required to provide access.

Based on these issues, an Aicholtz Road overpass of I-275 was eliminated from further consideration.
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/ 
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Master Plan for the Lower East Fork Little Miam
i 

River watershed, which includes all of the Aicholtz 
Connector study area.

The potential project areas shown will incorporate 
stream

 and habitat preservation/restoration and 
advance water quality protection and environm

ental 
stewardship.

This effort will not only help protect and enhance 
Clerm

ont County’s natural environm
ent, but will be 

tailored to support future infrastructure projects 
and land use/developm

ent plans by addressing 
regulatory needs in advance of site plan developm

ent 
or construction.
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDMMOUNT CARMAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PROJECT SCHEDULE

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

  Identify Project Needs (Open-House Public Meeting #1) ..................................  Oct. 2009 

 Preliminary Studies and Alternatives Analysis .....................................................  In Progress

 Public Open House Meeting #2 .........................................................................   We Are Here

 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance ......................................  Feb. 2010 to Oct. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #3 .........................................................................  July 2010

 Detailed Design ..................................................................................................   2011

 Right-of-Way Acquisition ...................................................................................   2012

 Begin Construction ............................................................................................   2014
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Public Meeting Photographs 



Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

December 2009 Public Meeting Photographs
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Public Meeting Summary 

 
 
 
 



PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #2 SUMMARY – DECEMBER 2009 
CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector 
Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio 
 
A second Public Open House meeting for the Aicholtz Connector project was held on 
December 9, 2009 to provide interested persons the opportunity to review and comment on 
preliminary alternatives and other project development since the first open house held in 
October.  The meeting was held at the Union Township Civic Center (4350 Aicholtz Road, 
Union Township, Ohio 45245) from 5:00 to 7:00 PM.  Announcement of the meeting 
consisted of notification letters mailed to land owners in the project study area, a news 
release to local media and notification of the meeting posted on the Union Township and 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District’s (CCTID) websites.  
 
Information at the meeting was presented at various stations and included the following: 
 

• Project Background (Eastern Corridor and I-275/SR 32 information boards) 
• Updated Project Description and Goals 
• October Open House Meeting Summary and Disposition of Comments 
• Preliminary Alternatives (Alternatives 1/1a, 2/2a and 3/3a) 
• Concept Eliminated from Consideration (Overpass Concept) 
• Environmental Resources and Existing Infrastructure 
• Updated Project Schedule 
 

Approximately 92 people attended the meeting (based on sign-in) and 21 written comments 
were received by the CCTID through the public comment period which ended December 
23, 2009. 
 
Comments obtained from the second open house are summarized in the table below.  Public 
input focused on the following: 1) comments in support of or in opposition to specific 
alternatives presented at the meeting, 2) impacts on personal property (such as relocation, 
property values and compensation), and 3) issues related to other projects/solutions. 
 
News release, copies of written comments and meeting sign-in are attached. 
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Summary of Public Open House #2 Comments 
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector 

Concern/Comment 
Comment 
Number 

Total 
Number of 
Comments 
Received

Comments Specific to Alternatives  

Support for Alternative 1 (and/or 1A).  Various reasons cited including:  
disrupts fewer residences; keeps traffic in one location; minimizes 
environmental impacts; Alt 1A places pedestrians along Hall Run and away 
from traffic. 

2, 7, 8, 10, 14, 
20 6 

Support for Alternative 3 (and/or 3A).  Reasons include: disrupts fewest 
residences; makes best use of terrain. 6, 7 2 

Opposition to Alternative 3 (and/or 3A).  Various reasons cited including:  
impacts to Hall Run; flooding issues; remaining residents will be trapped 
between two roadways; pollution risks. 

2, 10, 12, 21 4 

Opposition to Alternative 2/2A.  Reasons include:  remaining residents will 
be trapped between two roadways; pollution risks. 10 1 

Other Comments 

General project support, including:  support for roadway connector (but not 
rail transit because not cost effective); need for an east-west connection; 
provides an alternative route for SR 32. 

1, 3, 4, 5, 17, 
18 6 

Personal property concerns, including:  potential relocations and direct 
impacts to residences; need for adequate compensation; concern about 
potential reduced property values; need for relocation in a timely manner; 
concern about degraded quality of life to adjacent neighborhoods. 

7, 13,15,16,19 5 

Other comments regarding project development, including: construct the 
Aicholtz Connector as a 3-lane throughout; suggestion for an Ivy Pointe 
connection. 

20 1 

Suggestions about other projects, including:  concerned about traffic lights on 
SR 32 associated with I-275/SR 32 interchange (including affects on a 
business);  reconnect Aicholtz Road to Summerside Drive via a bridge over 
SR 32. 

3, 9,11 3 
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NEWS RELEASE 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
November 24, 2009 
 

Aicholtz Connector 
 

CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO – The Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer’s Office, Ohio 
Department of Transportation, and Union Township will host an open house meeting to 
get public input for the Aicholtz Connector.  The open house will be held on Wednesday 
December 9, 2009 from 5:00 until 7:00 p.m. at the Union Township Civic Center, 4350 
Aicholtz Road. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project is evaluating the corridor between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard in order to provide 
recommendations for transportation improvements and a new connection under I-275.  
The project will address roadway improvements, pedestrian facilities and preservation of 
a corridor for future rail transit. 
 
Exhibits of preliminary alternatives under consideration will be on display at the meeting 
and representatives from the County, ODOT, Union Township and the project team will 
be available to answer questions and gather comments.  The public is welcome to attend 
any time during the two-hour period.  Comment sheets will be provided, which can be 
turned in at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by December 23, 2009.  Exhibits shown 
at the meeting will be available at the Union Township Civic Center until December 23, 
2009. 
. 
For more information about this study, contact Steve Wharton, Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District at (513) 289-9051 (ed3c@fuse.net) or Craig 
Stephenson, Clermont County Chief Deputy Engineer at (513) 732-8883 
(cstephenson@clermont.oh.us). 
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Aicholtz connector Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement Dis-
trict (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County 
Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township, is planning a local 
roadway network improvement between Mount Carmel-
Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called the Aicholtz 
Connector.  The improvement corridor follows Old SR 74 
and Aicholtz Road, with a new connection under I-275.  To-
tal length is about 1.3 miles.  The purpose for the Aicholtz 
Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the 
Eastgate area.

The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with ODOT’s 
planned improvement of the I-275 / SR 32 interchange and 
planned multi-modal improvements associated with the 
Eastern Corridor project, including preservation of a cor-
ridor for future rail transit.  

1.   Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate 
area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future 
community and economic development and redevel-
opment opportunities along the Aicholtz Connector 
corridor.

3.  Preserve right-of-way for future pedestrian access and 
rail transit opportunities.

4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/
enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater runoff.  
This fourth goal was added as a result of public input 
and comments received at the last open house meeting 
held in October.

Public Open House Meeting – December 9, 2009

We Want Your Input!
This study is still in the early planning stages.  Preliminary alternatives developed from early project studies and public input 
are presented tonight for your review.  By signing in, you will be kept up-to-date on future opportunities to participate.  We 
are planning another open house in July 2010 to present more details on a preferred alternative.  In the meantime, if you 
have any questions, feel free to contact any of the project team members listed on the back of this handout.  
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Steve Wharton
Clermont County Transportation  
Improvement District

175 East Main Street, Suite 150
Batavia, Ohio 45103
ed3c@fuse.net
513.289.9051

www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Contacts

Craig Stephenson
Clermont County Deputy Engineer

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
cstephenson@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8883

www.clermontengineer.org

Deborah Osborne
ENTRAN 

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700

www.entran.us

 Identify Project Needs (Public Open House Meeting #1) ................................... Oct. 2009

 Preliminary Studies and Alternatives Analysis  .................................................... In Progress

 Public Open House Meeting #2   ........................................................................ We Are Here

 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance  .................................... Feb. 2010 to Oct. 2010

 Public Open House Meeting #3  ........................................................................ July 2010

 Detailed Design  .................................................................................................. 2011

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  ................................................................................... 2012

 Begin Construction  ............................................................................................ 2014

What Alternatives Are Being Considered?
Three preliminary alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector are on display at tonight’s open house.  Each of the alternatives 
includes a roadway improvement corridor (shown in orange on the exhibits), a future pedestrian-access corridor (shown in 
green), and a future rail-transit corridor (shown in light-blue), with possible variations for separating the roadway, pedestrian-
access, and rail-transit corridors to best fit within the study area.  Although the future pedestrian-access and rail-transit facili-
ties will not be constructed at the same time as the Aicholtz Connector roadway improvements, planning-level corridors are 
being looked at now to preserve right-of-way as part of the new connection under I-275.  All three alternatives follow existing 
Aicholtz Road on the east side of I-275 (to Eastgate Boulevard), but vary in location on the west side as described below:

Alternative 1 follows existing Old SR 74 from Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road to Rust Lane, then hugs the I-275/SR 32 inter-
change right-of-way.  Alternative 1a is a variation that separates the pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run.

Alternative 2 generally follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane/Aicholtz Road.  Alternative 2a is a variation that separates the 
future pedestrian-access corridor to follow along Hall Run AND/OR separates the future rail-transit corridor to follow the 
I-275/SR 32 interchange right-of-way.

Alternative 3 follows existing Old SR 74/Rust Lane, then extends to the south side of Hall Run (crossing Hall Run twice).  
Alternative 3a is a variation that separates the future rail transit corridor to follow the I-275/SR 32 interchange right-of-way.

We are looking for your comments on these proposed alternatives and various options for future pedestrian-access and rail-
transit corridors.  Please remember that no detailed plans have been developed to date.  The alternatives shown today are not 
final alignment locations.  Over the next several months, the project team will evaluate these alternatives relative to project 
goals, public input, expected impacts, and costs to identify a preferred alternative that provides a balance amongst the various 
goals and interests in the Aicholtz corridor.  Once a preferred corridor is identified, details on its final location and design will 
be developed.  This level of information will be presented at the next open house meeting planned for July 2010.

Project Schedule
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AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC MEETING #2  
DECEMBER 9, 2009   

 
COMMENTS RECEIVED AND MEETING SIGN-IN 
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ATTACHMENT H5 
 

CLE-275-10.15 Noise Barrier Public Meeting (April 2010) 



I-275 / SR 32 INTERCHANGE PROPOSED NOISE BARRIER CPID #76289 
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDTMOUNT CARMEL-TAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR ALTERNATIVES UNDER CONSIDERATION

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The I-275/SR 32 interchange project is being coordinated with the 
Aicholtz Connector - a Clermont County TID project that will widen 
and relocate Aicholtz Road between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and 
Eastgate Boulevard, with a new connection under I-275.  The locations 
of the Aicholtz Connector roadway alternatives currently under consid-
eration (as shown on this exhibit) are relevant to the I-275/SR 32 inter-
change noise barrier study because the justifi cation for construction of 
proposed Noise Barrier C is dependent upon the Preferred Alternative 
selected for the Aicholtz Connector project.
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Moving Ohio into a Prosperous New World 

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 8  505 SOUTH STATE ROUTE 741  LEBANON, OH  45036-9518 

513-932-3030 or 1-800-831-2142  FAX 513-932-9366 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Jolene M. Molitoris              Ted Strickland              Hans R. Jindal, P.E. 
        ODOT Director                   Ohio Governor          District 8 Deputy Director 

 
Date: April 8, 2010 
 
Re:  CLE-275-10.15 Noise Barrier Project (PID 76289) NOTICE TO AFFECTED RESIDENTS 
 
Dear Property Owner/Current Resident: 
 
The Ohio Department of Transportation has scheduled a Public Information Meeting to present the results of the 
CLE-275-10.15 traffic noise impact analysis, and to solicit the comments, opinions, and preferences of affected 
residents in regard to the potential construction of three (3) new noise barriers and the reconstruction of one (1) 
existing noise barrier in the Eastgate area.  The meeting is scheduled for: 
 

Tuesday, April 27, 2010; 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
Union Township Civic Center, 4350 Aicholtz Road 

 
The locations of the three potential new noise barriers are: 1) along the westbound side of SR 32 (and proposed 
relocated Old SR 74) from the vicinity of Bells Lane to Roney Lane, 2) along the eastbound side of SR 32 between 
Roney Lane and Bells Lane, and 3) along the interchange ramp from eastbound SR 32 to southbound I-275.  The 
existing noise barrier to be reconstructed is located along northbound I-275, just north of SR 32.  Preliminary plans 
and mapping which detail the location of the potential noise barriers will be displayed at the meeting for your 
review and comment.  Representatives from ODOT and ENTRAN (the project’s engineering consultant) will be 
available to discuss the results of the study and the potential noise barriers. 
 
The purpose of this meeting is to allow all interested and affected persons an opportunity to review and comment 
on the noise barriers.  Informational handouts and comment sheets will be distributed at the meeting.  The comment 
sheets will provide you the opportunity to state your preference for or against the construction of the proposed noise 
barrier in your area as well as your texture and color preference for the side of the noise barrier that faces your 
residence or property.  Copies of the public meeting exhibits, handout materials and the comment sheet will be 
available for viewing on ODOT District 8’s website as of April 27, 2010 at the following address:  
http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D08/Pages/PublicInvolvementMeetingSchedule.aspx.  Comment sheets can be 
filled out and submitted at the meeting or by mail until May 11, 2010 at the following address: 
 

Ohio Department of Transportation – District 8 
505 South State Route 741 

Lebanon, Ohio 45036 
Attention:  Mr. Keith Smith 

 
If you prefer to submit your comments on the ODOT District 8 website using our electronic comment form, please 
visit http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D08/Pages/CommentsonPublicMeetings.aspx. If you are unable to attend 
the public information meeting on April 27th and you do not have internet access, you may obtain a copy of the 
handout materials and comment sheet by contacting ODOT-District 8 at 513-932-3030 or 1-800-831-2142. 
 
If we do not receive a response from you by the May 11, 2010 comment deadline, we will assume you have no 
opinion regarding construction of the noise barrier in your area.  A low response rate from the residents/property 
owners in your noise barrier area will be viewed as a demonstrated lack of interest in having the noise barrier 
constructed, and could result in cancellation of any further development of the noise barrier. 
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Moving Ohio into a Prosperous New World 

We are especially interested in receiving responses from residents living closest to SR 32/I-275 (front row 
receptors) in the areas where new noise barriers are being evaluated for construction, as those residents would 
experience the loudest and most direct impact of traffic noise being generated along SR 32 and I-275.  Since noise 
barrier funds are limited and residents along other interstate highways statewide are expressing concerns about high 
levels of traffic noise, we typically like to have a positive response of at least 50 percent from residents/property 
owners at each potential noise barrier area to justify expending public funds to construct the noise barrier. 
 
All comment sheets received will be counted and closely evaluated to determine if sufficient interest by the public 
is present to justify the construction of the noise barriers.  As previously indicated, please understand that it is 
very important that you attend the meeting and/or fill out a comment sheet for your vote to be counted.  If 
less than 50 percent of the affected residents in any given potential noise barrier area positively respond to 
the proposed barrier, it is likely that further development of that particular noise barrier will be cancelled 
and the barrier will not be constructed. 
 
Individuals who may require interpretation services or special assistance to participate in this meeting, or who have 
any questions or need additional information concerning this matter, please contact ODOT-District 8 at 513-932-
3030 or 1-800-831-2142.   
 
       
 
       Respectfully, 
 

        
 
Keith Smith, P.E. 

       Acting District 8 Planning and Environmental Engineer 
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I-275 / SR 32 Interchange Project 
CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289 

 
Public Involvement Meeting – Proposed Noise Barriers 

April 27, 2010; 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
Union Township Civic Center 

4350 Aicholtz Road 
 

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, is 
pleased to hold this public meeting for the purpose of discussing the potential installation of new noise abatement 
barriers along SR 32 and an I-275/SR 32 interchange ramp, and the reconstruction of an existing noise abatement 
barrier located along I-275.  All barriers are located in the Eastgate area of Clermont County, as described below:  
 

Barrier Name Location and Description 

Barrier A 

Proposed Barrier A is located along the north shoulder of proposed relocated Old SR 74, and 
extends west along the right-of-way boundary on the north side of SR 32.  The barrier begins in the 
vicinity of residences located along Marjorie Drive and existing Bells Lane and ends approximately 
35’ east of Roney Lane.  Barrier A is 2,976’ in length and averages 13.7’ in height, and provides 
noise abatement for residences on Marjorie Lane, Anna Mae Drive, Bells Lane, and Roney Lane, 
and for Bells Lake Apartments and the Christian Life Center. 

Barrier B 
Proposed Barrier B is located along the right-of-way boundary on the south side of SR 32, 
beginning approximately 190’ east of Roney Lane and ending approximately 835’ west of existing 
Bells Lane.  Barrier B is 1,008’ in length and averages 12.4’ in height, and provides noise 
abatement for the Magnolia Pointe Apartments and Eastgate Garden Apartments. 

Barrier C 

Proposed Barrier C is located along the south/west shoulder of the interchange ramp linking 
eastbound SR 32 and southbound I-275.  The barrier begins approximately 230’ east of existing Old 
SR 74 and extends 1,344’ east/south along the ramp shoulder.  Barrier C averages 12.9 feet in 
height and provides noise abatement for residences on Rust Lane and Aicholtz Road.  The need and 
cost-reasonableness of Barrier C is dependent upon the Preferred Alternative that will be selected 
for the Aicholtz Connector (CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector) – a Clermont County project currently 
in progress that is being coordinated with the CLE-275-10.15 project. 

Barrier F  
(Existing) 

Barrier F is an existing noise abatement barrier located along the east side of I-275, approximately 
1,365’ north of the Old SR 74 overpass.  Barrier F provides noise abatement for residences on 
Melody Lane, Diane Drive, and Deervalley Drive.  The southern portion of this barrier, which is 
positioned near the existing I-275 shoulder, will be impacted by the widening of I-275.  This 
impacted portion of barrier will be relocated to a similar position along the proposed I-275 shoulder 
and will have the same (or similar) color and texture as the undisturbed portion of Barrier F.  The 
relocated portion of Barrier F measures 672’ in length and averages 14.5’ in height. 

 
 
NOISE ANALYSIS INFORMATION 
 
A traffic noise analysis conducted for the I-275/SR 32 Interchange project (CLE-275-10.15) has resulted in the 
identification of sound-level impacts under project Design Year (2030) Build conditions at select receptors 
representing three residential areas along SR 32.  The term receptor refers to an individual site or location (such as 
a residence, school, church, etc.) registering measurable sound levels.  A sound-level impact occurs when a 
receptor’s design year sound level is predicted to be 66 dBA or greater, or when the predicted design year sound 
level constitutes a “significant increase” (10 dBA or greater) over the present-day level.  The three areas which are 
predicted to experience sound-level impacts associated with the proposed construction of the CLE-275-10.15 
project were determined to be eligible for noise abatement consideration, and designs for structural noise abatement 
(noise barriers) were analyzed and evaluated for each (see Barriers A, B, and C in the table above). 
 
The two relevant criteria that are considered when evaluating noise abatement measures are feasibility and 
reasonableness.  “Feasibility” pertains to whether or not the abatement measure can be successfully implemented 
within the physical constraints of the project and its locale, and whether or not the abatement measure can be 
successful in providing what is considered to be an effective reduction of sound-levels (a minimum 5 dBA for 
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receptors with predicted sound-level impacts) under project Build conditions.  “Reasonableness” pertains to 
whether or not the abatement measure is prudent in terms of cost versus benefit.  In this context, “benefited” 
receptors are defined as receptors which receive sound-level reductions of at least 5 dBA (for first-row receptors) or 
at least 3 dBA (for second-row receptors and beyond, up to 500 feet from the proposed roadway edge of pavement).  
The criterion for “reasonable cost” is $35,000 per benefitted receptor. 
 
PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING 
 
The purpose of today’s meeting is to obtain public comments and input on: 1) whether or not noise barriers are 
desired by residents/property owners at the proposed locations, and 2) preferences for noise barrier color and 
texture.  ODOT noise policy allows for the installation of vegetative screening or privacy fences in lieu of structural 
noise abatement (noise barriers) where there is available space.  However, it should be noted that vegetative 
screening and privacy fences are not considered to be a noise abatement measure; they are offered only to serve as a 
visual barrier to the roadway. 
 
The exhibits on display at today’s meeting depict the findings of the noise analysis conducted for the CLE-275-
10.15 project.  ODOT representatives are present to take your comments and answer your questions.  The comment 
sheets provided at this meeting afford you the opportunity to record your preferences and opinions regarding the 
noise abatement barriers proposed for construction as part of the CLE-275-10.15 project.  Comment sheets may be 
submitted at today’s meeting, or up to 14 days after the meeting (on or before May 11, 2010) by mail to this 
address: 
 

Ohio Department of Transportation - District 8 
505 South State Route 741 

Lebanon, Ohio 45036 
Attention: Mr. Keith Smith 

 
If you prefer to submit your comments on the ODOT District 8 website using our electronic comment form, please 
visit http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D08/Pages/CommentsonPublicMeetings.aspx. 
 
After the comment period, all comments received will be reviewed.  However, in accordance with the noise 
abatement program, only the comments of those who receive a sound-level benefit from the installation of an 
individual noise barrier will be considered in the decision on whether or not that barrier will actually be 
constructed.  In this context, a benefit is defined as a 5 dBA noise reduction after noise barrier construction (for first 
row receptors) or a 3 dBA noise reduction after noise barrier construction (for second row receptors and beyond, up 
to 500 feet from the proposed edge of pavement).  Only one response per benefitted receptor will be tabulated, and 
that response will only count toward the noise barrier proposed for that area.  Please understand that it is very 
important that you submit your comments to ODOT.  If less than 50 percent of the affected residents in any 
given potential noise barrier area positively respond to the proposed barrier, it is likely that further 
development of that particular noise barrier will be cancelled and the barrier will not be constructed. 
 
Thank you for coming to the meeting and your participation in the public involvement process.  If you have any 
questions or need additional information concerning this project, please contact ODOT-District 8 at 513-932-3030 
or 1-800-831-2142.   
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Photo 5: Detail of Proposed Noise Barrier C exhibit with accompanying Aicholtz Connector
Alternatives Under Consideration exhibit

Photo 6: Perspective of Proposed Noise Barrier B exhibit, Proposed Noise Barrier C
exhibit, and Aicholtz Connector project exhibit

Photographs 5-6 of 12

Public Involvement Meeting Photos

April 27, 2010 Public Involvement Meeting Summary
Proposed Noise Abatement Barriers
I-275 / SR 32 Interchange
CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289
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Photographs 9-10 of 12

Photo 9: Comment sheet and informational handout station

Photo 10: Full perspective of Union Township Civic Center conference room, comment
sheet / handout station, and exhibit display

Public Involvement Meeting Photos

April 27, 2010 Public Involvement Meeting Summary
Proposed Noise Abatement Barriers
I-275 / SR 32 Interchange
CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289
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Photographs 11-12 of 12

Photo 11: Representatives from project team discussing proposed noise barriers with
meeting attendees

Photo 12: Project team representative discussing Proposed Noise Barrier A with an affected
property owner

Public Involvement Meeting Photos

April 27, 2010 Public Involvement Meeting Summary
Proposed Noise Abatement Barriers
I-275 / SR 32 Interchange
CLE-275-10.15; PID 76289
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ATTACHMENT H6 
 

Aicholtz Connector Public Meeting (February 2011) 



Public Meeting Notification 



 

 

NEWS RELEASE 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
February 2, 2010 

 

Aicholtz Connector 

 
CLERMONT COUNTY, OHIO – The Clermont County Transportation Improvement 
District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer’s Office, Ohio 
Department of Transportation, and Union Township will host an open house meeting to 
get public input for the Aicholtz Connector.  The open house will be held on Wednesday 
February 16, 2011 from 5:00 until 7:00 p.m. at the Union Township Civic Center, 4350 
Aicholtz Road. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project is evaluating the corridor generally between Mount 
Carmel-Tobasco Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard in order to provide 
recommendations for transportation improvements and a new connection under I-275.   
 
Exhibits of a preliminary Preferred Alternative and other project information will be on 
display at the meeting and representatives from the County, ODOT, Union Township and 
the project team will be available to answer questions and gather comments.  The public 
is welcome to attend any time during the two-hour period.  Comment sheets will be 
provided which can be turned in at the meeting or mailed to the CCTID by March 2, 
2011.   
. 
For more information about this study, contact Pat Manger, Clermont County 
Transportation Improvement District at (513) 732-8857 (pmanger@co.clermont.oh.us). 
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You’re invited!

An open house meeting will be held to 
receive comments and input from the 
public on the Aicholtz Connector project.

Please attend!
Your input is important to us.

Union Township Civic Center
4350 Aicholtz Road
Union Township, Ohio 45245

Wednesday, Feb. 16, 2011
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

The public is welcome to attend at any 
time during the two-hour open house.

What is the open house about?

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), 
in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and 
Union Township, has been developing plans for a local roadway network 
improvement between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate 
Boulevard - called the Aicholtz Connector.  The improvement corridor 
includes a new connection under I-275.

Based on studies completed to date and public comments received at 
the previous two open house meetings, the project team has identified 
a preliminary Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz Connector.  This open 
house is an opportunity to review this information and provide input.  
County staff and project team members will be available to answer questions 
and comment sheets will be provided.  Comments can be submitted at the 
meeting or mailed to the CCTID by March 2, 2011.

This project is being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement 
of the I-275/SR 32 interchange and planned multimodal improvements 
associated with the Eastern Corridor, including a future rail-transit 
corridor that terminates in Union Township.  The purpose of the Aicholtz 
Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the Eastgate area.

Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Aicholtz Connector Open House Public Meeting
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Clermont County Transportation Improvement District
2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio  45103

Pat Manger, P.e., P.S.
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District
www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov
2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
pmanger@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8857

Deborah osborne, AICP
ENTRAN
www.entran.us
1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio  45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700

Contacts

Aicholtz Connector open house Public Meeting

Wednesday, February 16, 2011
5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Union Township Civic Center
4350 Aicholtz Road

Union Township, Ohio  45245
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Home
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Links
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Aicholtz Connector

Project Description

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the

Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, and Union Township, is planning a local roadway network

improvement generally between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard – called

the Aicholtz Connector. The improvement corridor includes a new connection under I-275.

The purpose of the Aicholtz Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the

Eastgate area.

Current Status

Under Design

Project Documents

February 2011 Handout - PDF

Meetings

February 2011 Open House Exhibits 

Project Status - PDF

Dec 09 Open House Summary - PDF

Oct 09 Open House Summary - PDF

EC Multimodal Plan - PDF

Planned Improvements in Eastgate Area - PDF

Existing & Planned Infastructure -PDF

Enviromental Features - PDF

Proposed Alternatives - PDF

Preferred Alternative - PDF

Preliminary Impact Matrix - PDF

Green Infastructure - PDF

Project Schedule- PDF

Comment Sheet 2/16/11-PDF

Handout 2/16/11 - PDF
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Aicholtz Connector 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Public Open House Meeting – February 16, 2011

Project Description

1.   Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate 
area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for 
future community and economic development and 
redevelopment opportunities.

3.  Plan for future pedestrian access and rail transit 
opportunities.

4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/
enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater 
runoff.

5.  Maximize use of existing right-of-way. This fifth goal 
was added as a result of input received at the first two 
open house meetings. 

Project Goals

We WAnT YOur InPuT!
A preliminary Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz 
Connector is presented tonight for your review.  Please fill 
out a comment form and if you have any questions, feel free 
to contact any of the project team members listed on the 
back of this handout.  By signing in, you will also be kept 
up-to-date on any future opportunities to participate.

The Aicholtz Connector is a local roadway improvement 
being developed to improve travel efficiency and access in 
the Eastgate area.  The project corridor extends between 
Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard and 
includes a new roadway connection under I-275.  This new 
link will provide better east-west connectivity and help 
reduce congestion on SR 32.  The Aicholtz Connector is 
being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement 
of the I-275/SR 32 interchange and future multimodal 
improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor.

Based on project studies and public comments received 
at previous Open House Meetings, the project team has 
identified a preliminary Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred 
Alternative mostly follows the current Rust Lane/Aicholtz 
Road alignment and maximizes use of existing public right-
of-way.

Compared to other options considered, the Preferred 
Alternative best fits project goals relative to supporting 
development, protecting greenspace, minimizing property 
impacts, and supporting future multimodal opportunities.

Kroger

eASTgATe
MALL

eASTgATe
PAVILIoN

IVY PoINTe
CoMMerCe 

PArK

UNIoN ToWNSHIP
CIVIC CeNTer

=  Study Area - Aicholtz Connector

m
o

u
n

t
 c

a
r

m
e

l-to
b

a
s

c
o

 r
o

a
d

rust lane

aicholtz road

aicholtz road

ea
st

g
at

e 
b

o
u

le
va

r
dold sr 74

old sr 74

b
e

lls
 la

n
e

clepper lane

ATTACHMENT H6 
Page 520



Pat Manger, P.e., P.S.
Clermont County Transportation  
Improvement District

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
pmanger@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8857
www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Contacts
Deborah Osborne, AICP
ENTRAN

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700
www.entran.us

 Identify Project Needs (Public Open House Meeting #1) .................................... October 2009

 Initial Conceptual Alternatives (Public Open House Meeting #2) ....................... December 2009

 Preliminary Preferred Alternative (Public Open House Meeting #3) ................... We Are Here

 Environmental Clearance .................................................................................... December 2011

 Detailed Design  .................................................................................................. 2012

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  ................................................................................... 2013

 Begin Construction  ............................................................................................ 2014

Project Development
Conceptual alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector were shown at a public meeting held in December 2009.  They included an 
Aicholtz Road re-connection under I-275 and various concepts for future rail transit and pedestrian access associated with long-
range planning for the Eastern Corridor Multimodal Project.  The Aicholtz Connector is also being coordinated with ODOT’s 
I-275/SR 32 interchange project, which is planned for construction beginning in 2014.  The preferred location of the Aicholtz 
Connector needs to be confirmed so that final design of the interchange accommodates the re-connection under I-275.

Public input received so far supports the project and confirms the need to address traffic congestion in Eastgate.  Important 
comments were received about minimizing property impacts, protecting greenspace, managing stormwater, preserving future 
pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities, and supporting development.

Since future modes in the area (rail transit and pedestrian access) are part of the long-range planning for the Eastern Corridor, 
a phased transportation improvement strategy will be implemented for the Aicholtz corridor.  Near-term improvements will 
focus on maximizing use and value of existing public right-of-way for re-connecting Aicholtz Road (roadway only) under I-275 
so that it can be coordinated with the ODOT interchange project.  The roadway re-connection under I-275 will accommodate 
planned mulitmodal components of the Eastern Corridor (rail transit and pedestrian access) that will be developed in detail 
at a future time.  Future rail transit in the area could be located along the I-275/SR 32 corridor (separated from roadway) to 
minimize conflicts with existing development, and future pedestrian access could be located along Hall Run.

Four refined alternatives are presented at tonight’s meeting.  Alternatives 1 and 3 are essentially the same corridors presented 
in December 2009, but involve roadway improvements only.  In response to comments received about minimizing property 
impacts, Alternative 2 was refined since the last meeting to follow existing Aicholtz/Rust Lane more closely, and an additional 
alternative (Alternative 4) was developed.  Based on comparative evaluation, the project team has identified Alternative 2 as 
the preliminary preferred alternative.

Project Schedule
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A  C PROJECT STATUS

C  C  T  I  D

Preliminary Preferred Alternative
Quick Facts

Two-lane roadway (one in each direction) from 
Forest Trail to Eastgate Boulevard
 New connection under I-275
 Paved shoulders and curb-and-gutter
Corridor width under I-275 will accommodate 
future rail transit/pedestrian access

We Want Your Input!

We are looking for your input on the preliminary 
Preferred Alternative and other project informa-
tion presented here tonight.  Please speak to the 
project team and fill out a Comment Sheet.  You 
can also use the space below to write down any 
ideas you have right now!

The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont County Engineer, ODOT, 
and Union Township, is planning a local roadway network improvement generally between Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate 
Boulevard – called the Aicholtz Connector.  The improvement corridor includes a new connection under I-275.  The purpose of the Aicholtz 
Connector is to improve travel efficiency and access in the Eastgate area.

1. Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.
2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for future community and economic development and redevelopment opportunities along 

the Aicholtz Connector corridor.
3.  Plan for future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities as part of a Phased Project Approach (see below).
4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater runoff.
5. Maximize use of existing right-of-way.  This fifth goal was added in response to input received at the first two public meetings and agency 

review.

Project Goals - Updated!

Conceptual alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector were shown at a public meeting held in December 2009.  They included an Aicholtz Road 
re-connection under I-275 and various concepts for future rail transit and pedestrian access associated with long-range planning for the Eastern 
Corridor Multimodal Project.  The Aicholtz Connector is also being coordinated with ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 interchange project, which is 
planned for construction beginning in 2014.  The preferred location of the Aicholtz Connector needs to be confirmed so that final design of 
the interchange accomodates the re-connection under I-275.

Public input received so far supports the project and confirms the need to address traffic congestion in Eastgate.  Important comments were 
received about minimizing property impacts, protecting greenspace, managing stormwater, preserving future pedestrian access and rail transit 
opportunities, and supporting development.  Public comments were used to develop project goals and help identify the preliminary Preferred 
Alternative.

Project Status

Since future modes in the area (rail transit and pedestrian access) are part of the long-range planning for the Eastern Corridor, a phased transportation 
improvement strategy will be implemented for the Aicholtz corridor.  Near-term improvements will focus on maximizing use and value of existing 
public right-of-way for re-connecting Aicholtz Road (roadway only) under I-275 so that it can be coordinated with the ODOT interchange 
project.  The roadway re-connection under I-275 will accommodate planned mulitmodal components of the Eastern Corridor (rail transit and 
pedestrian access) that will be developed in detail at a future time.  Future rail transit in the area could be located along the I-275/SR 32 corridor 
(separated from roadway) to minimize conflicts with existing development, and future pedestrian access could be located along Hall Run.

Phased Project Approach

Four refined alternatives are presented at tonight’s meeting.  Alternatives 1 and 3 are essentially the same corridors presented in December 
2009, but involve roadway improvements only.  In response to comments received about minimizing property impacts, Alternative 2 was 
refined since the last meeting to follow existing Aicholtz/Rust Lane more closely, and an additional alternative (Alternative 4) was developed.  
Based on comparative evaluation (see the Preliminary Impacts Matrix), the project team has identified Alternative 2 as the preliminary 
Preferred Alternative.

Identifying the Preliminary Preferred Alternative
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Concern/Com
m

ent
Response

Alternative 1/1A  
 

disrupts few
er residences 

 
keeps traffic in one location 

 
m
inim

izes environm
ental im

pacts 
 

Alt 1A places pedestrians along Hall Run and aw
ay from

 
traffic 

Alternative 2/2A 
 

rem
aining residents to be trapped betw

een tw
o roadw

ays 
 

pollution risks 
Alternative 3/3A 

 
disrupts few

er residents 
 

im
pacts Hall Run 

 
existing flooding issues occur along Hall Run 

 
residents w

ill be trapped betw
een tw

o roadw
ays 

To identify the Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz 
Connector, the Project Team

 carefully considered public 
com

m
ents received at the first tw

o O
pen House M

eetings, as 
w
ell as prelim

inary engineering, traffic and environm
ental 

studies.   
 The Prelim

inary Im
pact M

atrix presented at tonight’s O
pen 

House show
s how

 the alternatives com
pare relative to 

environm
ental im

pacts, engineering issues, and im
portant 

public input received about im
proving travel efficiency, 

m
inim

izing property im
pacts, protecting greenspace, 

preserving future m
ultim

odal opportunities, and supporting 
developm

ent. 

O
THER

CO
M

M
EN

TS

Concern/Com
m

ent
Response

General project support 
 

need for an east-w
est connection 

 
provides an alternative route for SR 32 

 
m
ake it happen 

The reconnection of Aicholtz Road under I-275 w
ill provide an 

im
portant link in the local roadw

ay netw
ork to im

prove travel 
efficiency. Planning level traffic analyses conducted for the 
project indicate reduced traffic on SR 32 w

ith this 
reconnection. 

Personal property concerns 
 

m
inim

ize relocations and direct im
pacts to residences 

 
need for adequate com

pensation 
 

concern about potential reduced property values 
 

need for relocation in a tim
ely m

anner 
 

concern about degraded quality of life to adjacent 
neighborhoods 

 
inadequate investm

ents have been m
ade in existing roads, 

drainage and signage 

In response to com
m
ents received about property im

pacts, a 
fifth Project Go al w

as added (M
axim

ize
Use

ofExisting
Rightof

w
ay) and considered in the evaluation of alternatives. 

Additionally, Alternative 2 (the Preferred Alternative) w
as 

refined since the last O
pen House M

eeting to follow
 existing 

roadw
ay alignm

ent m
ore closely, thereby m

inim
izing 

relocations and direct im
pacts on private property - and 

m
axim

izing use and value of existing public right-of-w
ay. 

Project developm
ent 

 
construct the Aicholtz Connector as a 3-lane throughout for 
left turns and traffic flow

 in case of an accident 
 

suggestion for an Ivy Pointe connection 
 

construct Aicholtz Connector before interchange 
im

provem
ents 

The need for turn lanes w
ill be evaluated during detailed 

design.  The proposed Aicholtz Connector w
ill tie into a 

planned Ivy Pointe Extension being developed as a separate 
project (see board titled “Existing &

 Planned Infrastructure”).  
The CCTID w

ill w
ork w

ith O
DO

T to coordinate construction of 
the Aicholtz Connector w

ith construction of the I-275/SR 32 
interchange project. 

Suggestions about other projects or solutions 
 

concerned about traffic lights on SR 32 associated w
ith  

I-275/SR 32 interchange (including effects on a business) 
 

construct roadw
ay only; rail transit is not cost effective 

 
connect Aicholtz Road to Sum

m
erside Drive via bridge over 

SR 32 

Com
m
ents received about O

DO
T’s I-275/SR 32 interchange 

project and future rail  transit being evaluated as part of the 
Eastern Corridor project have been forw

arded to O
DO

T for 
consideration.   
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OCTOBER OPEN HOUSE MEETING SUMMARY

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED 

Project Interest Observed Traffic/Safety Problems Improvement Interests General Comments 

Total Meeting Attendance:  Approximately 90 persons 
Total Comment Sheets Received:  27 
 
Own residence/property – 16 persons 
 
Work/shop/dine – 14 persons 
 
Commute – 12 persons 
 
Interested in business / development – 8 persons 

  

Personal property concerns - 6 persons 
 
Opportunity for area growth, development, and/or improved  
access – 6 persons 
 
Issues with other projects  such as the I-275/SR 32 
interchange; sewer, other roadways, etc. – 5 persons 
 
Rail station location  near Ivy Pointe – 1 person 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS FROM  MEETING EXHIBITS 

Comments About Features/Issues  in Project Area 
Flooding occurs along Hall Run in study area and east of I-275 north of Ivy Pointe. 
Hall Run is an important resource. 
Old railroad trestle (CG&P) and traction line are located on west side of I-275. 
Stone houses reported along Aicholtz Road west of I-275. 
Area of “Indian Relics” reported along Hall Run east of I-275. 
Drainage issue (foundation problems) reported on property in study area east of I-275. 

Disposition of Comments 
Based on comments about Hall Run and flooding issues in the project area, a fourth goal was added to the project related to greenspace protection and 
stormwater management.  The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with a green infrastructure planning initiative that is looking at ways to combine 
environmental stewardship, land use planning, and infrastructure development to attract economic opportunities, while at the same time protecting and 
enhancing the county’s natural environment.  Ecological and cultural studies are currently underway to identify important features, and strategies for 
stormwater/flood management and protection of greenspace and other environmental resources will be further developed.   

Comments About Project Development/Impacts 
Concern indicated for displacement of property. 

 
 
 
 
 

Suggested alignment located south of Hall Run to minimize displacements. 
 
 

Construct Aicholtz Road over I-275 (instead of under). 
 

Preference for placement of rail station at Ivy Pointe development area. 

Disposition of Comments 
The conceptual alternatives presented tonight each support, to varying degrees (some better than others), the identified project goals for:  1) improving access 
and travel efficiency in the Eastgate area; 2) considering future development opportunities; 3) preserving future pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities; 
and 4) protecting the natural environment.  The alternatives will be further evaluated relative to these project goals, as well as public comments received tonight, 
anticipated impacts (including displacements), and costs to identify a preferred alternative that provides a balance amongst the various goals and interests in the 
Aicholtz corridor.  
 
Alternative 3 is a corridor that responds to public comments for an alternative located on the south side of Hall Run.  It reduces potential displacements while 
preserving greenspace along Hall Run and potential development opportunity (see Alternative 3 exhibit).    
 
An overpass of I-275 was eliminated because of high impacts and cost.  Refer to the next exhibit for additional explanation.   
 
Locating a future rail station in the Ivy Pointe vicinity will be considered as the project further develops. 

Comments About Other Projects 
Erosion caused by I-275 runoff reported on west side of highway at culvert 
Concern indicated for closure of Old SR 74/SR 32 intersection. 
Eliminate proposed signals on SR 32 (proposed I-275 interchange). 
Concerns about noise associated with I-275/SR 32. 
Difficulty getting in/out of Melcrest Drive just east of Eastgate Blvd (onto Aicholtz) 
Sewer needed along Yates Lane west of Mt. Carmel-Tobasco Road 
Pedestrian access needed at Bach-Buxton and SR 125 and along Tealtown Road 

Disposition of Comments 
These issues are outside the Aicholtz Connector study area, but comments have been forwarded to appropriate agencies and will be considered in the 
development of other infrastructure projects in the Eastgate area by the County or ODOT. 
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDCMOUNT CAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR EASTERN CORRIDOR MULTI-MODAL PLAN

CLERMONT COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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The Eastern Corridor Tier 1 work evaluated rail transit 
alternatives and recommended preservation of a corridor 
for the Wasson Line (the solid yellow line in the exhibit 
below) for future rail transit.  In the Eastgate area, this line 
is located in the Aicholtz Road corridor with a proposed 
station at the Union Township Civic Center.  
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MOUNT CARMEL-TOBASCO ROAD TO EASTGATE BOULEVARDRMMOUNT CARAICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS IN THE EASTGATE AREA
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-

I-275 & SR 32
PROJECT
PID# 76289

TINA DRIVE EXTENSION
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The Aicholtz Connector is being coordinated with 
ODOT’s I-275/SR 32 Interchange project and other lo-
cal road network projects to improve travel effi ciency, 
safety, and access in the Eastgate area.  
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A  C ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES

C  C  T  I  D

Environmental and community resources are being considered 
as we develop the Aicholtz Connector.  Some of the features 
that receive special protection, such as wetlands, streams, and 
historic sites, are shown on this exhibit.  Existing infrastructure 
and stormwater runoff will also be taken into account. 
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A  C EXISTING & PLANNED INFRASTRUCTURE

C  C  T  I  D
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A  C PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

C  C  T  I  D
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A  C PRELIMINARY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

C  C  T  I  D
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A  C PRELIMINARY IMPACT MATRIX

C  C  T  I  D

ALTERNATIVE 1 ALTERNATIVE 2
(Preliminary Preferred Alternative) ALTERNATIVE 3 ALTERNATIVE 4

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Stream Impacts  189 lf 
(unnamed tributary 2x) 

155 lf 
(unnamed tributary 2x) 

900 lf 
(Hall Run 2x & unnamed tributary 3x) 

753 lf 
(Hall Run 2x & unnamed tributaries 3x) 

Wetland Impacts 0 0 0 0 

Endangered Species Impacts  0 0 0 0 

Floodplain  0 0 0 0 

Hazardous Materials Concern Up to 2 sites Up to 3 sites Up to 2 sites Up to 2 sites 

Cultural Resources  - History Architecture  0 0 0 0 

Cultural Resources – Archaeological (known) 0 0 0 0 

Section 4(f)/6(f) Parks  0 0 0 0 

Noise Issues: 
Aicholtz Connector Barrier Anticipated? 
ODOT I-275/SR 32 Barrier C Needed? 

 
No (unfeasible) 
No (need eliminated) 

 
No (unfeasible) 
No (cost prohibitive) 

 
No (unfeasible) 
Yes 

 
No (unfeasible) 
Yes 

Air Quality MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed MSAT needs to be addressed 

Environmental Justice  None None None None 

Potential Displacements 9 residential; 1 business 2 residential; 0 business 5 residential; 1 business 4 residential; 0 business 

ENGINEERING AND COSTS
Engineering Constraints None Disruption of utility service lines Multiple stream crossings Multiple stream crossings 

Existing R/W Use 5.6 acres 7.6 acres 5.1 acres 3.7 acres 

Construction Costs $5.52 million $5.53 million $6.26 million $5.65 million 

R/W Costs $2.96 million $0.54 million $2.27 million $1.51 million 

FIT WITH PROJECT GOALS 
Goal 1: Improve Access  / Travel Efficiency  

 New E-W Connection? 
 Provide local trips off SR 32 1 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

 
Yes 
Yes 

Goal 2: Plan for Future Development  /  Re-Development 
Opportunities 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Does not conflict with planned development 
at Ivy Pointe 

Bisects north section of Ivy Pointe expansion and 
planned Ivy Pointe Road/sewer extension 

Goal 3: Planning for R/W for Future Bike / Pedestrian 
and Rail 

Roadway/future rail transit would likely be 
along I-275/SR 32 within an existing 
transportation corridor and separated from 
pedestrian access along Hall Run; multimodal 
underpass  

Future rail transit would likely be along              
I-275/SR 32 corridor separated from roadway 
to minimize conflicts with existing 
development; separate pedestrian access 
along Hall Run; multimodal underpass  

Future rail transit would likely be along   I-
275/SR 32 corridor separated from roadway 
to minimize conflicts and avoid expensive 
crossing structures; pedestrian access parallel 
to roadway could mostly follow Hall Run; 
multimodal underpass 

Future rail transit would likely be along I-275/SR 
32 corridor separated from roadway to minimize 
conflicts and avoid expensive crossing structures; 
longer rail transit corridor needed; pedestrian 
access parallel to roadway could mostly follow 
Hall Run; multimodal underpass 

  Goal 4:  Protect the Natural Environment: 
 Impacts to Hall Run 
 Greenspace Preservation Opportunity 
 Stormwater Management Opportunity 

High: 
 Avoids Hall Run mainstem 
 Avoids Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins 

along Aicholtz Road; supports 
opportunity to integrate future 
stormwater management facilities into 
Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

High: 
 Avoids Hall Run mainstem 
 Avoids Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins 

along Aicholtz Road; supports 
opportunity to integrate future 
stormwater management facilities into 
Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

Low: 
 Two mainstem crossings 
 Bisects Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Avoids existing stormwater basins along 

Aicholtz Road, but reduces opportunity 
to integrate future stormwater 
management facilities into Hall Run 
greenspace preservation plan 

Low: 
 Two mainstem crossings 
 Bisects Hall Run wooded corridor 
 Impacts existing stormwater basin along 

Aicholtz Road; may reduce potential future 
stormwater management opportunities at 
Ivy Pointe and opportunity to integrate 
future stormwater management facilities 
into Hall Run greenspace preservation plan 

Goal 5 (NEW):  Maximize Use of Existing R/W Moderate High Moderate Low 
[1] Planning level traffic analyses for the 2030 Build scenario (HNTB, 2009) indicate a 5% to 10% reduction in traffic on SR 32 (depending on location) between Gleneste Withamsville Road and Mount Carmel Tobasco Road in the Eastgate area compared to the 2030 No Build. 
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A  C GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE

C  C  T  I  D
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A  C PROJECT SCHEDULE

C  C  T  I  D

Public Open House #1 (Identify Project Needs) ................................................. Oct. 2009

Public Open House #2 (Conceptual Alternatives) .............................................. Dec. 2009

Public Open House #3 (Preliminary Preferred Alternative) ................................  Feb. 2011

Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Clearance ...................................... Mar. - Dec. 2011

Detailed Design ................................................................................................  2012

Right-of-Way Acquisition .................................................................................. 2013

Begin Construction ........................................................................................... 2014
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Public Meeting Photographs 



Categorical Exclusion Level 2
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553
Clermont County, Ohio

February 2011 Public Meeting Photographs
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Public Meeting Summary 

 
 
 
 



SUMMARY - PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #3  
CLE CR3 Aicholtz Connector 
Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio 
 
A third Open House meeting for the Aicholtz Connector project was held on February 16, 2010 to 
provide the public opportunity to review and comment on the preliminary Preferred Alternative and 
other project development. The meeting was held at the Union Township Civic Center (4350 
Aicholtz Road, Union Township, Ohio 45245) from 5:00 to 7:00 PM.  Notification consisted of a 
flier mailed to land owners in the project study area and to individuals that had attended the 
previous open house meeting and/or submitted previous comments, a news release to local media, 
and announcement of the meeting posted on the CCTID website.  
 
Information was presented at four stations and included the following: 
 

1. Project Background (5 boards):  Project Status, Oct and Dec 2009 Open House 
Summaries, Eastern Corridor Plan,  Planned Improvements in the Eastgate Area 

2. Existing and Planned Infrastructure and Environmental Features (2 boards) 
3. Alternatives (3 boards):  Proposed Alternatives, Preliminary Preferred Alternative, 

Preliminary Impact Matrix 
4. Next Steps (2 boards):  Green Infrastructure, Project Schedule 
 

Approximately 97 people attended the meeting based on sign-in.  Fourteen comment sheets were 
submitted at the meeting and an additional six comments were received by the CCTID through the 
public comment period which ended March 2, 2010. 
 

Summary of Public Open House #3 Comments 

Concern/Comment Number

Support for the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2) 3 

Shift Preferred Alternative alignment to one side of existing right-of-way instead of taking 
narrow strips from both sides 

1 

Preferred Alternative creates island of residences between two roadways; may result in 
neighborhood becoming ‘blighted’ 

3 

Coordinate construction of this project with construction of SR 32 improvements 1 
Noise and pollution concerns 2 
Do not close Forest Trail Drive/relieved to learn that Forest Trail will not be closed 4 
Sidewalks are needed in the area (including along Mt. Carmel Tobasco Road) 1 
Various comments about traffic, including concerned about increased traffic along Aicholtz 
Road, need for third (turn) lane, and potential need for a traffic light at Sonny Lane 

3 

Request that video of SR 32 improvements be posted to website 1 

Supports green infrastructure 1 
Supports Alternative 1 because, even though more properties will be displaced, it is less likely 
that adjacent neighborhoods would depreciate in value 

1 

Opposed to the project because of destruction to the neighborhood 1 

Recommends that a new east-west connection should involve a new interchange at Clough 
Pike instead of the reconnection of Aicholtz Road 

1 

Misc concerns about billboards and removal of woods along Aicholtz Connector 1 

Various personal property concerns – SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT 8 
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A  C PRELIMINARY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

C  C  T  I  D

625 Rust Lane
- D. Taus
- open to buyout if too close to
house

4495 Aicholtz
- R. Heyl
- shift r/w off property

4496 Aicholtz
- M. Wilken
- open to buyout

4485 and 4481 Aicholtz
- S. Jones & P. Johnson
- M. Kluba owns 4481
- open to buyout (noted by Jones & Johnson)

4477 1/2 Aicholtz
- J. Fraley
- wants to negotiate
closeness of easement

4450 Aicholtz
- V. Cook
- open to buyout
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Citizen input invited at meeting on Aicholtz 
Connector project
Contributed By: Kathy Lehr | Clermont County government 
 
The Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID), in cooperation with the Clermont 
County Engineer’s Office, Ohio Department of Transportation, and Union Township, will host an open 
house meeting for input on the Aicholtz Connector project. The open house meeting will be held on 
Wednesday, February 16, 2011, at the Union Township Civic Center, located at 4350 Aicholtz Road. 
Citizens are invited to attend anytime between the hours of 5 p.m. and 7 p.m. 
 
The Aicholtz Connector project is evaluating the corridor, generally between Mount Carmel-Tobasco 
Road at Old SR 74 and Eastgate Boulevard, in order to provide recommendations for transportation 
improvements and a new connection under I-275.  
 
Exhibits of a preliminary Preferred Alternative and other project information will be on display at the 
meeting and representatives from the County, ODOT, Union Township, and the project team will be 
available to answer questions and gather comments. The public is welcome to attend anytime during 
the two-hour period. Comment sheets will be provided, which can be turned in at the meeting or mailed 
to the CCTID by March 2, 2011.  
 
For more information about the Aicholtz Connector study, contact Clermont County Engineer Pat 
Manger at (513) 732-8857 or e-mail pmanger@co.clermont.oh.us.
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Aicholtz Connector 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

Public Open House Meeting – February 16, 2011

Project Description

1.   Improve access, safety, and travel efficiency in the Eastgate 
area by providing for local trips off mainline SR 32.

2.  Develop a transportation corridor that plans for 
future community and economic development and 
redevelopment opportunities.

3.  Plan for future pedestrian access and rail transit 
opportunities.

4.  Protect the existing natural environment by preserving/
enhancing greenspace and managing stormwater 
runoff.

5.  Maximize use of existing right-of-way. This fifth goal 
was added as a result of input received at the first two 
open house meetings. 

Project Goals

We WAnT YOur InPuT!
A preliminary Preferred Alternative for the Aicholtz 
Connector is presented tonight for your review.  Please fill 
out a comment form and if you have any questions, feel free 
to contact any of the project team members listed on the 
back of this handout.  By signing in, you will also be kept 
up-to-date on any future opportunities to participate.

The Aicholtz Connector is a local roadway improvement 
being developed to improve travel efficiency and access in 
the Eastgate area.  The project corridor extends between 
Mount Carmel-Tobasco Road and Eastgate Boulevard and 
includes a new roadway connection under I-275.  This new 
link will provide better east-west connectivity and help 
reduce congestion on SR 32.  The Aicholtz Connector is 
being coordinated with ODOT’s planned improvement 
of the I-275/SR 32 interchange and future multimodal 
improvements associated with the Eastern Corridor.

Based on project studies and public comments received 
at previous Open House Meetings, the project team has 
identified a preliminary Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred 
Alternative mostly follows the current Rust Lane/Aicholtz 
Road alignment and maximizes use of existing public right-
of-way.

Compared to other options considered, the Preferred 
Alternative best fits project goals relative to supporting 
development, protecting greenspace, minimizing property 
impacts, and supporting future multimodal opportunities.
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Pat Manger, P.e., P.S.
Clermont County Transportation  
Improvement District

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103
pmanger@co.clermont.oh.us
513.732.8857
www.tid.clermontcountyohio.gov

Contacts
Deborah Osborne, AICP
ENTRAN

1848 Summit Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237
dosborne@entran.us
513.761.1700
www.entran.us

 Identify Project Needs (Public Open House Meeting #1) .................................... October 2009

 Initial Conceptual Alternatives (Public Open House Meeting #2) ....................... December 2009

 Preliminary Preferred Alternative (Public Open House Meeting #3) ................... We Are Here

 Environmental Clearance .................................................................................... December 2011

 Detailed Design  .................................................................................................. 2012

 Right-of-Way Acquisition  ................................................................................... 2013

 Begin Construction  ............................................................................................ 2014

Project Development
Conceptual alternatives for the Aicholtz Connector were shown at a public meeting held in December 2009.  They included an 
Aicholtz Road re-connection under I-275 and various concepts for future rail transit and pedestrian access associated with long-
range planning for the Eastern Corridor Multimodal Project.  The Aicholtz Connector is also being coordinated with ODOT’s 
I-275/SR 32 interchange project, which is planned for construction beginning in 2014.  The preferred location of the Aicholtz 
Connector needs to be confirmed so that final design of the interchange accommodates the re-connection under I-275.

Public input received so far supports the project and confirms the need to address traffic congestion in Eastgate.  Important 
comments were received about minimizing property impacts, protecting greenspace, managing stormwater, preserving future 
pedestrian access and rail transit opportunities, and supporting development.

Since future modes in the area (rail transit and pedestrian access) are part of the long-range planning for the Eastern Corridor, 
a phased transportation improvement strategy will be implemented for the Aicholtz corridor.  Near-term improvements will 
focus on maximizing use and value of existing public right-of-way for re-connecting Aicholtz Road (roadway only) under I-275 
so that it can be coordinated with the ODOT interchange project.  The roadway re-connection under I-275 will accommodate 
planned mulitmodal components of the Eastern Corridor (rail transit and pedestrian access) that will be developed in detail 
at a future time.  Future rail transit in the area could be located along the I-275/SR 32 corridor (separated from roadway) to 
minimize conflicts with existing development, and future pedestrian access could be located along Hall Run.

Four refined alternatives are presented at tonight’s meeting.  Alternatives 1 and 3 are essentially the same corridors presented 
in December 2009, but involve roadway improvements only.  In response to comments received about minimizing property 
impacts, Alternative 2 was refined since the last meeting to follow existing Aicholtz/Rust Lane more closely, and an additional 
alternative (Alternative 4) was developed.  Based on comparative evaluation, the project team has identified Alternative 2 as 
the preliminary preferred alternative.

Project Schedule
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Please provide your comments about the preliminary Preferred Alternative and other project information presented 
today.  Be as specific as possible.  Thank you!

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

                                                                                                                                                                                              

Public Open House Meeting Comment Sheet
February 16, 2011 at Union Township Civic Center

Written statements regarding the project 
may be submitted through March 2, 2011 to:

Clermont County Transportation Improvement District
Attention: Mr. Pat Manger, P.E., P.S.

2381 Clermont Center Drive
Batavia, Ohio 45103

Name

Representing

Address

Phone/E-mail

Clermont County Transportation Improvement DistrictAicholtz Connector 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District

ATTACHMENT H6 
Page 540



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC MEETING #3  
FEBRUARY 16, 2011   

 
COMMENTS RECEIVED AND MEETING SIGN-IN 
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1

Osborne, Deborah

From: West, Sandy <swest@co.clermont.oh.us>
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 11:10 AM
To: Osborne, Deborah
Subject: RE: AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE COMMENTS

Pat received a phone message from a Dr. Michael Ottlinger, 4474 Bent Creek Drive (513) 843-2476, who left the 
following message: 
 
He lives not far from Kroger’s at on end of Aicholtz and he strongly objects to this road being put in place.  He has been 
in touch with Jean Schmidt and will continue to be in contact with her office.  This is destructive to the neighborhood.  He 
did not find out about the town hall meeting until after the fact , but wanted the County Engineer to know he is extremely 
unhappy about the expenditure of money for this. 
 
I have not received any other comments so far, but will email any comments if they come in today’s mail. 
 
Thanks, 
Sandy  
 
 
From: Osborne, Deborah [mailto:DOsborne@entran.us]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 10:43 AM 
To: West, Sandy 
Subject: RE: AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE COMMENTS 
 
Thank you, Sandy.  Have any others come in over the past week? 
 
Deb 
 
Deborah Osborne, AICP 
Environmental Services Manager 
 

 
 
1848 Summit Road 
Cincinnati, OH 45237 
T 513.761.1700 
D 513.619.6452 
F 513.761.1728 
M 513.312.1607 
www.entran.us 
 
From: West, Sandy [mailto:swest@co.clermont.oh.us]  
Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2011 3:51 PM 
To: Osborne, Deborah 
Subject: AICHOLTZ CONNECTOR PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE COMMENTS 
 
Please see the attached file. 
 
Thank you, 
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ATTACHMENT I 
 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND REGULATED SUBSTANCES 
 

Attachment I1   CLE‐275‐10.15 ESA Screening and Phase I ESA ‐ ODOT IOC’s 
Attachment I2   CLE‐275‐10.15 ESA Screening Addendum ‐ ODOT IOC 
Attachment I3   CLE‐275‐10.15 Phase I ESA Addendum ‐ ODOT IOC’s 
Attachment I4   CLE‐275‐10.15 Phase II ESA (8 Properties) ‐ ODOT IOC 
Attachment I5   Aicholtz Connector ESA Screening ‐ ODOT IOC 
Attachment I6   Aicholtz Connector Phase I ESA ‐ ODOT IOC 

 
 



ATTACHMENT I1 
 

CLE-275-10.15 ESA Screening/Phase I ESA - ODOT IOC’s 
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ATTACHMENT I2 
 

CLE-275-10.15 ESA Screening Addendum - ODOT IOC 
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CLE-275-10.15 Phase I ESA Addendum - ODOT IOC’s 
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ATTACHMENT I4 
 

CLE-275-10.15 Phase II ESA (8 Properties) - ODOT IOC 



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

Office of Environmental Services 

Hans Jindal. District 8 Deputy Director DATE: November 17, 2008 . . 

FROM: ice of 

SUBJECT: Phase I 1  Environmental Site Assessment 
.. . , 

PROJECT: CLE - 275132 - 10.40 

This office has reviewed the Phase II Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for the above referenced 
project prepared by Burgess & Niple, Inc. 

Based on the information provided, we believe that a Plan Note for petroleum contaminated soil 
(PCS) should be developed and incorporated into the plans for the Former Ashland Station (618 Old 
SR 74), Eastgate Storage (715 Old SR 74), and Sunoco Gas Station (4514 Mount Carmel-Tobasco 
Road). Attached for your files is one copy of the subject report. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Craig Kerscher, Environmental Specialist, at 
(614) 752-21 75. 

Attachment 

cc: File wlattachment 
Reading file 
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ATTACHMENT I5 
 

Aicholtz Connector ESA Screening – ODOT IOC 
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ATTACHMENT I6 

 
Aicholtz Connector Phase I ESA – ODOT IOC 
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Categorical Exclusion Level 2 
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID #82553 
Clermont County, Ohio 

 
 
 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
 

 

 

 

Balke American.  October 2004.  Ecological Survey Report Level 1, CLE-IR275-10.40 (I-275/SR 32 Interchange, PID #22972).  
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

 
Burgess and Niple, Inc.  November 2008.  Phase II Environmental Site Assessment; CLE-275-10.15, PID 22972.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Clermont County GIS.  2009.  Digital Orthophotos.  Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio. 
 
Clermont County Transportation Improvement District (CCTID).  June 2, 2011.  February 2007 Regional Transportation 

Improvement Program.  Website:  http://tid.clermontcountyohio.gov/CCTID.aspx.  Clermont County, Ohio.   
 
Economics Research Associates.  March 27, 2007.  Eastgate Area Market Analysis.  Chicago, Illinois. 
 
Environmental Data Resources (EDR), Inc.  November 13, 2009.  EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package.  Milford, Connecticut 06461. 
 
ENTRAN.  June 2011.  Preliminary Engineering Plans, CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector, PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  April 2011.  Noise Impact Analysis, CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  April 2011.  Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  February 2011.  Level 2 Ecological Survey Report, CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  February 2010.  Environmental Site Assessment Screening, CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  October 2009.  Phase II Environmental Site Assessment - Line X Property, 4414 Aicholtz Road, Cincinnati, Ohio.  

Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  March 2008.  Categorical Exclusion Level 4; I-275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-275-10.15 PID 22972). Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  January 2008.  Phase I Environmental Site Assessment; CLE-275-10.15, Old SR 74 Extension MOD, Clermont County, 

Ohio, PID 76289. Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  September 2007.  Quantitative Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) Analysis; I-275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-275-10.15 PID 

22972). Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
ENTRAN.  February 2007.  Environmental Site Assessment Screening Addendum; CLE-275-10.15, Old SR 74 Extension, Clermont 

County, Ohio, PID 76289. Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  February 2008.  Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Panel 39025CIND1A Map 

Index (Clermont County, Ohio and Unincorporated Areas), March 16, 2006 Effective Date. 
Website:http://map1.msc.fema.gov/idms/IntraView.cgi?ROT=0&O_X=11711&O_Y=7783&O_ZM=0.186458&O_SX=866&O_
SY=508&O_DPI=400&O_TH=9567382&O_EN=9739492&O_PG=1&O_MP=1&CT=0&DI=0&WD=14034&HT=9925&JX=1004&J
Y=569&MPT=0&MPS=0&ACT=4&KEY=9571165&ITEM=1&PICK_VIEW_CENTER.x=617&PICK_VIEW_CENTER.y=523.  FEMA 
Map Service Center, P.O. Box 1038 Jessup, Maryland 20794-1038. 

 
Federal Highway Administration.  February 3, 2006.  Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents.  Website:  

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/airtoxic/020306guidmem.htm.  Washington D.C. 
 
Gray and Pape, Inc.  April 21, 2011.  Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation for CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector, Union Township, 

Clermont County, Ohio; PID 82553.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
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Categorical Exclusion Level 2 
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID #82553 
Clermont County, Ohio 

 
 
 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
 

 

 

 

Gray and Pape, Inc.  March 2, 2010.  Phase I History/Architecture Survey for the Aicholtz Connector (CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector), 
PID 82553, Clermont County, Ohio.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 

 
Gray and Pape, Inc.  April 2007.  Addendum to the Phase I History/Architecture Investigations (July 2004) and the Phase I 

Archaeological Investigations (September 2004) for the Proposed Improvement of the I-275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-275-
10.15), Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio, PID 76289 (Original PID 22972).  Cincinnati, Ohio. 

 
Gray and Pape, Inc.  September 2004.  Standard Report Phase I History/Architecture Investigations for the Proposed 

Improvement of the IR275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-IR275-10.40: PID 22972), Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio.  
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

 
Gray and Pape, Inc.  September 2004.  Standard Report Phase I Archaeological Investigations for the Proposed Improvement of 

the IR275/SR 32 Interchange (CLE-IR275-10.40: PID 22972), Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
H.C. Nutting Company.  October 2004.  Report of ODOT Compliant Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, CLE-IR275-10.40 (I-

275 /SR 32 Interchange, PID #22972, Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
H.C. Nutting Company.  June 2004.  Report of ODOT Compliant Environmental Site Assessment Screening, CLE-IR275-10.40 (I-275 

/SR 32 Interchange, PID #22972, Union Township, Clermont County, Ohio.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Meisner and Associates.  May 2002.  Eastern Corridor Land Use Vision Plan.  Cincinnati, Ohio.  
 
Ohio Department of Natural Resources.  April 1998.  Physiographic Regions of Ohio.  Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 Ohio Department of Transportation – Office of Environmental Services (ODOT-OES).  November 2010.  Known Ranges of 

Federally Listed Species in Ohio.  Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Department of Transportation – Office of Environmental Services (ODOT-OES).  January 2007.  Technical Guidance for 

Indiana Bat (TG-ECO-01-07).  Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Department of Transportation – Office of Environmental Services.  February 2010.  Standard Procedure for Analysis and 

Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise.  Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Department of Transportation – Office of Technical Services.  January 22, 2010. CLE-Aicholtz Road Certified Traffic.  

Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Department of Transportation – Office of Real Estate.  June 2, 2011.  Website:  http://www.dot.state.oh. us/real/. 

Columbus, Ohio.   
 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Drinking and Groundwater.  February 19, 2010.  Drinking Water Resources 

Near Aicholtz Road at I-275.  Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Kentucky Indiana Regional Council of Governments (OKI).  October 12, 2006.  Air Quality Conformity Determination for 

Amendment 3 to the OKI 2030 Regional Transportation Plan - Technical Documentation.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Kentucky Indiana Regional Council of Governments (OKI).  April 14, 2011.  Fiscal Years 2012-2015 Transportation 

Improvement Program. Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Ohio Kentucky Indiana Regional Council of Governments (OKI).  March 2, 2007.  Poverty, Minority Population, Zero Car 

Households, Disabled Population, Elderly Population by Census Block Group in 2000.  Website: http://www.oki.org/ 
mapsdata/index.html.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
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Categorical Exclusion Level 2 
CLE-CR3-Aicholtz Connector; PID #82553 
Clermont County, Ohio 

 
 
 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
 

 

 

 

 
Property Advisors, LLC.  December 2007.  Marketplace Housing and Commercial Assessment, Clermont County, Ohio.  Chicago, 

Illinois. 
 
Southwest Ohio Regional Transit Authority.  June 2, 2011.  System Map.  Website:  http://www.go-metro.com/maps/  

broadbandmap.pdf.  Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
Union Township Planning and Zoning Department.  February 17, 2009.  Official Zoning Map, Union Township, Clermont County, 

Ohio.  Union Township, Ohio. 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture.  2010.  Ohio’s 14-Digit Subwatersheds.  Website:  http://www.oh.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/14-

digit/. 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture.  2010.  Web Soil Survey – Custom Soil Resources Report.  Website:  http://websoilsurvey.nrcs. 

usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm. 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior – Fish and Wildlife Service.  January 6, 2011.  National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Map.  Website: 

http://wetlands.fws.gov/downloads.htm.  Washington, D.C. 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior – Geological Survey.  7.5 Minute Topographic Series Map, Withamsville Quadrangle.  Reston, 

Virginia. 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior - National Park Service.  June 1, 2011.  Land & Water Conservation Fund Detailed Listing of 

Grants; Clermont County, Ohio.  Website:  http://waso-lwcf.ncrc.nps.gov/ public/index.cfm. 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency / Federal Highway Administration.  March 2006.  Transportation Conformity Guidance for 

Qualitative Hot-Spot Analyses in PM2.5 and PM 10 Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas.  Washington, D.C. 
 
U.S.  Environmental Protection Agency.  May 6, 2011.  EJ View. Website:  http://epamap 14.epa.gov/ejmap/entry.html. 
 
U.S Environmental Protection Agency.  2010.  Ecoregions of Indiana and Ohio.  Website: http://www.epa.gov/wed/pages/ 

ecoregions/ohin_eco.htm.  
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