Summary of Public Input Meeting #1
March 21, 2019

A public meeting was held on Thursday March 21, 2019, from 5:30 to 7:00 PM, at the All
Saints Church, located at 2751 E. Galloway St, Springfield MO 65804, to provide
information and collect input on future development within the Galloway/Lone Pine
Administrative Delay Area per City Council Resolution 10408. Approximately 200 people
attended the meeting based on an informal head count and 176 people signed the attendance
sheet. A Meeting Notice (pictured right) was mailed to property owners, merchants, and
residents within the Administrative Delay Boundary. The Public Information Office issued a
press release the week before the meeting and local news media outlets publicized the
meeting details in advance and attended the meeting. The meeting notice was also posted on
yard signs produced by the Galloway Village Neighborhood residents and an event was
created on the Galloway Village Neighborhood Facebook page. Staff provided event flyers
to key stakeholders to share with constituents. City Council members were also notified.

Meeting Format
The meeting format was an open-house and included welcome remarks by Zone 4 Councilman Mathew Simpson
(pictured right). City Staff provided information and input opportunities at various stations hosted by the departments
of Parks & Ozark Greenways, Public Works, Environmental Services, and Planning and Development. The Public
Information Office helped host the event and provided a Service Request station where attendees could submit
specific more immediate requests for city services directly at the meeting. Information was displayed prominently on
large illustrated maps depicting the Administrative Delay boundary, background information leading up to the public
engagement process, zoning, traffic, the watershed and floodplain as well as the latest data collected on the area.
Large 36”X48” input boards listing top concerns and priority recommendations for the future allowed
participants to choose what was most important to them to see addressed. Participants used sticker-dots to vote on
their concerns and priorities and provided written comments on post-it notes attached to the boards. A summary of
the input received is included in the following section along with results from the voting boards. An online survey was also
completed by 449 respondents and mirrored input received at the meeting (summarized in separate document).

Summary of Public Comment
The consensus among meeting participants was that their most pressing concern for the area is the loss of the unique village
character and “sense of place” as new development occurs. This top concern was closely followed by the issues of increased
traffic issues created by volume and congestion, flow in and out of businesses and the loss of tree canopy, greenspace and
the need to preserve the natural areas and protect wildlife habitat.
Architectural design guidelines and/or land use restrictions were identified as the most important priority for future
development to ensure new development that is compatible with surroundings in relation to height, style, topography and uses.
In addition, the greenway trail enhancements and preservation of natural open space and forested areas and the preservation of
the existing topography were high priorities.

Results of Public Comment
Participants were asked to choose their top concerns for the Galloway/Lone Pine Area. The results are as follows:
1. Loss of unique village character and “sense of place” as new development occurs. – 113 votes
2. Traffic Issues – increased volume and congestions, flow in and out of businesses – 105
3. Loss of tree canopy, greenspace and the need to preserve natural areas and wildlife habitat – 100
4. City doesn’t consider resident concerns when evaluating development projects - 78
5. Flooding, storm-water, and water quality issues – 54
6. Historic structures in danger of demolition - 53
7. Sidewalks in disrepair and lacking in areas - 43
8. Potential for existing undeveloped properties to become developed - 32
9. Street design – too many pedestrian crossings, streetscape, medians on Lone Pine – 28
10. Lack of adequate parking – Sequiota Park, businesses, trail – 15
11. Other – 7
12. Heavy truck traffic creating traffic issues, especially during road work - 6
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Participants were asked to select their top priorities for future development. The results are as follows:
1. Architectural Design Guidelines and/or Land Use Restrictions to ensure new development is compatible with
surroundings in relation to height, size, style, topography and uses. – 97
2. Greenway Trail maintenance and enhancements – 90
3. Preservation and emphasis of natural open space and forested areas as a design concept – 77
4. Preservation of existing topography – hills, sloped terrain, rock outcroppings – 70
5. Preservation of tree canopy – 66
6. Multimodal street network and traffic calming – 66
7. Intersection improvements – 52
8. Preservation of significant structures – 51
9. Enhanced Park Amenities – 25
10. More retail/services – 18
11. Other – 14
12. Green Building Practices – 10
13. More Parking – 7
14. More Offices – 2
15. More Housing – 1
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Participants also provided written comments which generally followed the consensus of the voting boards with regards to
traffic concerns, emphasis on preservation of nature and Sequiota Park, loss of the neighborhood feeling, and desire to limit the
addition of new multi-family developments. Comments also noted concerns about crime increasing and the need to increase
sidewalk and greenway capacity and protect wildlife. The following photos were taken of the voting boards at the end of the
meeting.

Informational Boards On Display at the Meeting

