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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Highways are the most important transportation element in Barry County and Hastings is 

the hub of this network. These traffic arteries bring people into the city for shopping, 

cultural activities and work. Hastings, however, is not the only urban area important to 

Barry County residents. 

Persons living in this area ore heavily dependent upon employment sources located out­

side the county. Battle Creek is an especially important job site for Barry County 
residents. The Michigan Employment Security Commission has classified this county 

as being port of the Battle Creek labor market area. Although Hastings is the only 

shopping center of any size in Barry County, retail sales hove not been keeping pace 

with increases in disposable income. It appears that many county residents are doing 

much of their shopping in the nearby larger cities. 

Employment centers and available lake frontage have caused the most significant roles 

of population growth to occur near Hastings and along the southern and western tiers of 

townships in Barry County. These ore the areas that demonstrate the most significant 

new residential development, while Hastings shows the most concentrated commercial 

and industrial build-up. The most important recreational land use feature in the county 

is the Yankee Springs Recreation Area, which is the fifth most popular stale camping 

site. Plans call for the improvement of this facility, including provision of more camp­

ing places. 

A maiority of traffic using state highways in Hastings has o terminal within the city. 

It appears, therefore, that Hastings should be provided with a highway penetrator, rather 

than be completely bypassed. The Department of State Highways, in conjunction with 

the Hastings Planning Commission, has endeavored to plan routes that will best serve 

the needs of the local area and state highway users. 

Studies conducted by the Michigan Department of State Highways indicate that there ore 

serious problems on the portions of M-37 and M-43 on Green Street in Hastings, and in 

rural areas south of Hastings. These routes are winding and hilly due to many lakes 

and rolling terrain. It would be costly to improve them on existing alignments and they 

would still not corry increasing numbers of vehicles as safely and efficiently as is de­

sirable. Therefore, it is evident that some alterations to the existing highway system 

must be made. 
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Rec allons 

Highway conditions and traffic needs in the Hastings area have 
been carefully analyzed. The findings of this report indicate that 
some of the solutions that have been studied would he more bene­
ficial than others. Recommendations are presented in two cote· 
gories; one for the Hastings area and the other for the City of 
Hastings. Proposals ore further broken down within each category 
to indicate improvements that should be made during the next 20 
years and those that should be made beyond the immediate 20· 
year planning period. The longer-range planning recommendations 
will, however, be subject to review before implementation. 

Ha ngs rea 

20· Year Planning - The Systems Planning Section of the Plan· 
ning Division has recommended that a new route be constructed 
that would serve the functions of both M-37 and M-43 south of 

Hastings (see Map 1), This is Alternative VI. It appears that 
the most advantageous southern connection for such a relocation 
would be to Dickman Road, west of Battle Creek. 

Longer-Range Planning - M-79 should be extended farther west 
(see Mop 1). The optimum treatment would be Alternative IX, 
which is to continue M-79 as far west as US- 131. This alternate 
is recommended for the Hastings area by the Systems Planning 
Section, but finances may initially dictate o more modest improve· 
men!. In this event, Alternative VIII (Extend M-79 Westward to 
the Proposed M-37 /43 Relocation) could be implemented. This 
improvement could easily be incorporated into an eventual ex ten· 
sian of M-79 west to US-131. 
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Recom mendalions 

City of Hastings 

20- Year Planning - M-37 /43 should be removed from Green Street 

and M-43 should be routed on West State Street (see Map 2). This 

is Alternative II, as described in the Planning Alternatives sec­

tion. M-37 would bypass the city, and be routed from the proposed 

M-37/43 relocation (see Hastings Area - 20-Year Planning) back 

onto existing M-37 west of town. This would involve removing 

M-37 from Hanover and Green Streets. The portions of these 

streets now signed os M-37 and the section of Broadway from 
Green Street to State Street should then be signed as M-79 to 

permit the connection of M-79 with M-43 at the Broadway/State 
Streets intersection. This is Alternative Ill. 

If the City of Hastings is able to construct the portion of their 

one-way loop west of Broadway to state highway standards, it 

would be possible to incorporate ports of it into the highway 

system. This possibility is discussed further in the Michigan 
Deportment of State Highways' Traffic Division "Review of 
'Hastings State Highway Plan' " included at the conclusion of 

this report. With such on integration of state and local programs 

possible, there would be closer conformance to Hastings master 

plan proposals (see Map 6). 

Longer-Range Planning - Alternative IV, which involves the re­

moval of highway traffic from the Hanover, Green and Broadway 

Streets section described above (see Map 2), should be imple­

mented, when traffic volumes require and when conditions war­

rant implementation of Alternative IX (Extend M-79 West of Ex­

isting M-37 to US-131). 

vi 



43 

37 

' 
/ 

lEGEND 

PREPARED BY: PlANNING D1VIS!ON, M!CH!GAN DEPARTMENT OF STATE HfGHWAYS li!h-ililliolil• PROPOSED STATE HIGHWAYS 

IIIMIIMIIIlllillllllllll INTERIM M-79 



COMMISSION: 

ARDALE W. FERGUSON, 
Chairman, BENTON HARBOR 

CHARLES H. HEWITT, 
Vice Chainnan., DETROIT 

WALLACE D. NUNN 
EAST TAWAS 

RICHARD F. VANDER VEEN 
GRAND RAPIDS 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 
GEORGE ROMNEY, GOVERNOR 

STATe HIGHWAY DIRECTOR 

HOWARD E. HILL 

DEPUTY !>IR!!CTO~S 

JOHN E. MEYER 
ENGINEERlNG 

FREDERICK E. TRIPP 
ADMINIS'l'RAT!ON 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE HIGH AYS 
HENRXK E. STAFSETH 

PLANNiNG AND 
GOVERNMENTAL LlA!SON 

~lr. E. A. Benenbaum 
Chief Planning Engineer 
Office of Planning 

Dear Mr. Be11enbaum: 

STEVENS T. MASON BLDG. 

LANSING, MICHIGAN 48926 

May 26, 1966 

This letter presents the "Hastings State Highway Plan." Proposals made 
in this plan are the result of studies made by the Urban and Systems 
Planning Sections, in close cooperation with Route Location Divis·ion 
engineers and the Federal Bureau of Public Roads. Traffic Division 
personnel have a·lso been of vital assistance in this endeavor. 

Some proposals made in this plan go beyond the customary 20~year planning 
period. This approach permits coordination of an foreseeable highway 
improvements throughout the Hastings area. 

State highway alterations have been developed as the result of close 
cooperation between Department of State Highways representatives and 
local officials and planners. Resultant recommendations generally 
complement the master plan formulated for the City of Hastings. 

This publication can be used as a guide by local planners and developers. 
Its implementation should benefit residents of Hastings and Barry County 
and improve driving conditions for state highway motorists. 

Sincerely, 

let/ f /J:.C':?~ 
Robert S. Boatman, Director 
Planning Division 



no 

MICHIGAN STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

Arda!e W. Ferguson, Commission Chairman 

Charles H. Hewitt, Commissioner 

Wallace D. Nunn, Commissioner 

Richard F. VanderVeen, Commissioner 

ts 

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS 

Howard E. Hill, State Highway Director 

John E. Meyer 1 Deputy Director Engineering 

Henrik E. Stafseth, Deputy Director Piarming and Governmental Liaison 

Frederick E. Tripp 1 Deputy Director Administration 

E. A. Bellenbaum, Chief P!annlng Engineer, Office of Planning 

Paul J. Marekr Assistant Chief Planning Engineer, Office of Planning 

RobertS. Boatman, Director, Planning Division 

Richard J. Li!lyi Assistant Director; Planning Division 

Prepared by the U EMS PLANNING SECTIONS 

Robert R. Treiche!, Chtef1 Urban Planning Section 

John C. Venturino, Chief; Systems Planning Section 

Robert M. Stuart, Project Planner, Urban Planning Section 

Allan A. Yanz, Administrative Assistant, Planning Division 

.Con!r~~uting Stoff 

Terry L. Linger, Highway Planner, Urban Planning Section 

Jerry R. K!ser 1 Graphic Presentation Designer, OHice of Planning 

Brian J. Marek, Student Assistant, Urban Planning Section 

Robert N. Sentell, Graphic Presentation Designer, Office Services Division 

AssistaJtce I' rovided by ROUTE LOCATiON DIVISION 
""-..._~ /"'./ / 

---Julius F. Negri, Director 

M. Tarik Atornan, Assistant Director 

L. J, Holmes, Route Location Engineer 

With potion 

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Public Roods 

ix 



L 

3. 

b e 0 

iii 

iv 

Hastings Area iv 

of Hastings .. , .... " .................... , ........... , . . . . . vi 

TRANSMITTAL ....................................... viii 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ix 

TABLE CONTENTS 

Description of the Study Area 

Highway Planning Obiectives 

Organization of the Report ...................................... . 

TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES ................................. . 

State Highways . . . . . ................................ . 

Local Streets and Roods ................................... . 

Bus Service ............................................ . 

Trucking , ........... . 

Railroads .......... , .. 

Air Service . , •......... 

Vehic!e Registration Trends. 

ECONOMiCS 

POPULATION 

LAND USE 

TRAFFIC 

INTRODUCTION ............................................ . 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC FACTORS ...................•............ 

TRAFFIC ................................................. . 

X 

l 

2 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

10 

13 

17 

18 

18 

18 

19 

v 4. Sony County State Highways .•. , . . . 4 

vii 5. Existing Land Use . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 

6. Master Plan .............•.. , , . 15 

X 



s 

PLANNING VES ...................................... . 21 

CITY OF HASTINGS 21 

21 

21 

22 

- Alternative Highway Arrangements . , .............. . 

I. Improve Existing M·37/ 43 (Green Street) ....... . 

ll. Use West State Street and Broadway Street for M~43 

!li. Retain the Hanover, Green and Broadway Streets Section 
for M·79, if Alternative ii is Implemented . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . 23 

Longer~Range Planning - Alternative Highway Arrangements .... 

lV. Remove Highway Service from the Hanover, Green and 
Broadway Streets Section When Alternative VIii or IX 

23 

is Implemented . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 

HASTINGS AREA 24 

20~Year Planning- Alternative Highway Arrangements ............... , 24 

V. Improve Existing M·37 and M·43 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 

VI. Construct a New M·37 /43 Relocation South of Hastings . . . . . . . . . 25 

Longer-Range Planning -Alternative Highway Arrangements ... 

VII. Extend M-37/43 Relocation North of Hastings to !-96 

VIII. Extend M-79 Westward to the Proposed M-37;43 Relocation .. . 

IX. Extend M-79 West of Existing M·37 to US·131 .......... . 

26 

26 

26 

27 

HASTINGS PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION 28 

29 

30 

HASTINGS CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION .... 

F DIV REVIEW ............. . 

1 a t s 

1. Vehide Trends . . . . . . 6 
1. Berry Coon!y l'opolotioo Trends ... 12 

2. Industry !:mploymeol ........... 7 
2. Hastings Traffic Choroc·!eristios ... 17 

4. l'opulolion ven ·torv • • • • • • . • • • • 11 

xi 



·KALAMAZOO 



t 

the 

t il 

The Michigan Department of State Highways has established ·rhe policy that before 

major state highway construction may be undertaken in cmy Michigan munic.lpality, 
a highway p!on must be formu!oted. !tis the responsibility of the Office of Planning 
of the Michigan Deportment of State Highways to implement this policy. 

The Hastings study area consists of Barry County in its entirety 1 for purposes of 
this report. However 1 particular emphasis will be given to the anc!ysis of the City 
of Hastings. The latter governmental unft exhibits the most concentrated urban 

development in Barry County (see Mop 3). 

Planning 

Past experience has demonstrated that a number of factors must be considered when 

making highway determinations. The task of the state highway planner is to weigh 
al! pertinent information relating to highway use in a given area and determine a 
plan that will serve the needs of the state as we!! as !ocal interests. This con be 
achieved best through close cooperation between state highway planners and loco! 
officials and planners. 

Such coordination has been practiced for the purpose of formulating the recommenda~ 
tions presented in thls report. In addition 1 proposals for the 'treatment of urban and 
rural portions of the Hastings area highway system complement one another as a 
result of cooperative efforts by the Urban and Systems Planning Sections of the 
Michigan Department of Stai'!:t Highways~ Planning Division. 

Highway planning inherently demands that adequate thought be given not only to 
'improvement of existing conditions but that concepts be developed which wi!! pro"' 

mote a highway system appropriate for the satisfaction of future traffic, safety and 
community development requirements, This will minimize the need for future a!tera"' 
tions and improvements based upon expediency. 



I ntrod udicm 

Orgonizalion o!lhe Report 

The lnventory~Forecast section consists of a presentation of information relating 
to transportation faclllties, economic and population factors and trends, land use 
development, schools and traffic characteristics. 

The Analysis section shows the relationship that exists between the factors ex­
amined in the lnventory·Forecast portion of the report. It also contains an examine~ 
tion of what bearing these factors hove on present and future highway needs of the 
study area. 

The Planning Alternatives section contains proposa!s that ore most feasible in the 
light of determinations made in the Analysis section. These proposals are not in­
tended to be a rigid plan for the study area state highway system, but merely state­
ments of alternative lines of action. Which action will be most advisable will 
depend upon the emerging development pattern of the territory under study and the 
availability of finances. Several possibilities for future change are discussed, with 
solutions proposed that would appear to be most advisable in light of currently 
available information. 

A survey of transportation facilities is the initial step in the planning process 
concerning the future status of the Hastings area highway system. 
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Stale gh ways 

M-37, M~43 and M-79 are the principal state highways serving the immediate Hastings area, with M-66 

providing highway service J·o the eastern portion of Barry County (see Map 4}. M-37 connects Hastings 

with Battle Creek and Grand Rapids, while M-43 is the main artery for Hastings area motorists wishing 

to reach Kaicmazoo and Lansing. South of Hostings, these two routes are rather close together. M-79 
serves east-west traffic movement in the Hastings area. 

The Programming Division of the Department of State Highways scheduled the portion of M-37 from the 
south Barry County line to north of Dowling for Improvements during the 1962-67 construction program. 

They also determined that serious surface, base and safety deficiencies exis1· on M~37 from the Hanover~ 
Green S-treets intersection to the west city limit. 

Programming personnel also ascertained that improvements should be made on M-43 1 from M-89 in Kalama,· 

zoo County to M-37, during the 1962-67 period. Since deficiencies on these two routes wereoriginaliy 

scheduled for correction, it has been decided that programmed pro(ects be deferred untl! this planning 
report could be prepared. 

Local Streets and Roads 

The most important local streets and roads serving the Hastings area are West State Road, which provides 

access to Hastings Municipal Airport and new residential development on the west side of Hastings and 
around Algonquin Lake; Woodland Avenue and Barber Road, serving commercia! enterprises along Wood­

land Avenue and development around Middle Lake; and o!d M·-79 (East State Street) 1 which is an important 

route for industry in the southeast section of Hastings. These traffic arteries connect with and comple­
ment the state highway network in central Barry County. 

Service 

Hastings has no intracity bus service. Two intercity buses a day carry passengers and freight to both 

Grand Rapids and Battle Creek. 
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Trucking 

Barry County is adequately served by trucking firms, but no moior trucking lines have terminals in this 

area< Existing state highways serve the principal corridors of traffic flow, but their alignments ore often 
winding and hilly. These conditions frequently make it difficult for other vehicles to pass trucks, causing 

impedence of traffic flow. 

Railroads 

The New York Central System provides freight service to the Hastings area with a rail line that connects 

Grand Rapids and Jackson. Three trains pass through Hastings five to six days a week. The primary 
users of rail freight service in Hastings are; two coal yards, the E. W. Bliss Company, Hastings Manufac­

turing, The Tyden Corporation, Consumers Power Company pole yard and Hastings Aluminum Products. 

Air Service 

The Hastings Municipal Airport 1 which is 3.2 miles west, northwest of the city 1 is used by persons f!ying 

private aircraft. !t also enables regular flights for the movement of freight. 

Vehicle Regis!ralion Trends 

The number of passenger cars registered in Barry County increased by 90 percent from 1940 to 1960 (see 

Table 1). This rote is slightly below !hot of the state (105.4 percent), but the role was relatively more 
rapid for the county from 1960 to 1963. The number of passenger vehicles per 1,000 persons in Barry 
County was much higher in 1963 than it was for the state. Goins for commercial vehicles have a!so been 
impressive for Barry County when compared with Michigan. 

A! I types of transportation facilities are integral parts of any economy. They influence development and 

are altered to respond to changing economic conditions. 

Economic data has been gathered for Hastings and Barry County, for purposes of this study. Employment 
information for Barry County has been obtained for 1940, 1950 and 1960, but for only 1950 and 1960 for 
Hastings, because the type of data used in this report was not tabulated for the city by the Federal Bureau 

of the Census for 1940 (see Table 2). Employment data is for residents of the city and the county, regard­
less of their places of employment. 

The largest numerical changesr between 1940 and 1950, for county residents came in the extractive and 
manufacturing categories. Extractive employment, which consists primarily of agricultural employment, 

declined by 27.5 percent. Manufacturing, however, rose by 105.6 percent. The increase in manufacturing 

more than offset the loss in agriculture. The net result was an overall resident employment gain of 25.8 
percent. Much of the manufacturing increase probably came as a result of improved employment oppor­

tunities in Hastings. 
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VEHIClE REGISTRA'T!ON TRENDS 

PASSENGER CARS COMMERCIAL VEHICLES 

PASSENGER CARS COMMERCIAL VEHICLES PER 1,000 PERSONS PER 1,000 PERSONS 

YEAR MICHIGAN BARRY COUNTY MICHIGAN BARRY COUNTY MICHIGAN BARRY COUNTY MICHIGAN BARRY COUNTY 

1940 1,401,654 6,116 120,711 383 267 270 23 17 

1950 2, I 17,662 8,550 221,797 764 332 327 35 29 

1951 2,221,225 8,943 234,907 777 339 327 36 28 

1952 2,219,817 9,181 239,669 823 331 329 36 30 

1953 2,414,946 9,648 262,851 999 352 333 38 35 

1954 2,474,907 9,831 285,108 1,119 352 340 41 39 

1955 2,722,752 10,605 298,359 1,185 376 349 41 39 

1956 2,736,036 10,932 307,842 1,316 364 348 41 42 -! 
"' ,. 

1957 2,810,353 11,203 308,037 1,327 360 346 39 41 "' -
1958 2,704,202 10,758 340,806 1,915 344 333 43 59 

1959 2,782,671 11,446 357,760 2,036 349 356 45 63 

1960 2,379,225 11,621 354,765 2,160 368 366 45 68 

1961 2,923,373 11,928 366,609 2,194 369 391 46 72 

1962 3,010,559 12,618 378,793 2,373 379 403 48 76 

1963 3,144,747 12,819 387,197 2,520 392 445 48 88 

1980 4,992,013 NA 557,539 NA 489 NA 55 NA 

%40-50 51.1 39.8 83.7 99.5 

%50-60 36.0 35.9 60.0 182.7 
1980 Projections - Programming Division, 

%60-63 9.2 10.3 9.1 16.7 Michigan Deportment of State Highways 

NA Not Avai!ab!e 
%40-60 105.4 90.0 193.9 464.0 SOURCE: Michigan Secretory of State 



INDUSTRY EMPlOYMENT* 

HASTINGS 

%Change 
Group 1950 1960 '50-'60 

Extractive 40 43 7.5 

Construction 133 83 -37.6 

Mon:ufacture 974 1,059 8.7 

T ran sportotion, 
Communication & 142 64 -54.9 
Utilities 

Wholesale ond 496 443 -10.7 
Retail 

Services 588 573 -2.5 

Other 104 133 27.9 

Total 2,477 2,398 -3.2 

Unemployed 77 142 84.4 

Total Civilian 2,554 2,540 --0.5 
Lobar Force (TCLF) 

Unemployment as 3.0 5.6 
Percent of TCL F 

* ExtracHve includes agriculture, fishing and mining and consists 

p;;~~-;if~f agricultural employment. Services includes finance, 
real estate and insurancer business repair services, per~ 

sona! services, entertainment and recreation, hospitals 1 educa­
tion, professional and related. Other includes public odministra~ 
tion and industry not reported:-~··'Who!esale and Retail includes 
food and dairy products stores, e~~ti~;g--~;~~rd~inki~·g·--pTOces 1 and 

other retail and wholesale trade. 

BARRY COUNTY 

%Change %Change %Change 
1940 1950 '40-'50 1960 '50~'60 '40-'60 

3,223 2,344 -27.5 1,416 -39.6 -56.2 

327 489 49.5 623 27.4 90.5 

1,527 3,140 105.6 4,531 44.3 196.7 

238 426 79.0 432 1.4 81.5 

764 1,254 64.1 1,575 25.6 106.2 

1,190 1,498 25.9 2,150 43.5 80.7 

266 344 29.3 640 86.0 140.6 

7,545 9,495 25.8 11,367 19.7 50.7 

712** 285 -60.0 603 111.6 -15.3 

8,257 9,780 18.4 11,970 22.4 45.0 

8.7** 2.9 5.0 

**In 1940, these figures include persons in public emergency work. 

EMPLOYMENT IS OF RESIDENTS REGARDLESS OF WHERE 
EMPLOYED 

1940 employment data not available lor Hastings. 

SOURCE: United States Department of Commerce, Bureon of 
the Census reports. 
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Between 1950 and 1960, manufacturing employment showed a modest gain among Hastings residents 1 but 
this gain was more than offset by losses in construction; transportation, communications and utilities; 
wholesale and retail; and services. The result was a net loss of 3.2 percent in total city resident em­
ployment. At the same time, the county was again experiencing a loss in extractive, or primarily agriculw 
tura!, employment but gained in aH other types of iob categories. While the city was gaining only 8.7 
percent in manu-facturing, the county rose by 44.3 percent, which helped account for an overal! increase 
of 19.7 percent. Much of the increase in Hastings resident manufacturing employment is probably due to 

iobs provided within the city. However, it is likely that the large increase in county resident manufac~ 
turing employment can be traced to increased mobility of the labor force. Improved road construction and 

wide-spread ownership of automobiles hove permitted empioyees to travel greater distances to work. 
Therefore, there are undoubtedly many Barry County residents working in the Bottle Creek, Kalamazoo, 
Grond Rapids and Lansing areas. The Bureau of the Census indicates that 29.9 percent of Barry County 

residents work outside the county. This is more than twice as hfgh as the state average of 13.9 percent. 

The Michigan Employment Security Commission has classified Barry County as being part of the Battle 

Creek labor market area. 

Most urban communities in Michigan gained in wholesale and retai! 1 and in services employment between 
1950 and 1960, but Hastings experienced losses in these categories. This reveals the inclination 
of Barry County residents to do much of their shopping in the large nearby metropolitan centers. This 
conclusion is reinforced by an examination of retail sales and effective buying income figures. 

Both Barry County and Hastings have shown frequent drops in re"rail sales, with a net 1950~61 county 
sales gain of 14.9 percent and a city increase of on!y 1.4 percent (see Table 3). During the same period, 
disposable income, or income remaining after toxes 1 in Hastings rose by 68.8 percent ond in the county 

by 79.7 percent. Even though retail sales increased more in the county than in the city, both units failed 
to keep pace with income increases. Vigorous market centers wHl show a much higher rote of increase 

for retail sales than they will in disposable income, because many sales will be made to persons who are 
not residents of the market center. 

The 1950 to 1960 trend in unemployment for both the county and city was upward. The 1960 city rate of 
5.6 percent and the county rate of 5.0 percent, however, compare favorably with the state figure of 6.9 
percent. 

Between 1950 and 1960, 32.3 percent of the popuiation increase was accounted for by immigration in 
Barry County. This can be considered to be a healthy development when it is realized that immigration 
accounted for only 10.8 percent of the 1950~60 Michigan population gain. !t is probably due ro the rela­
tively favorable employment atmosphere in the vicinity of Barry County. Even though unemployment rose 
among residents of Barry County and Hastings from 1950 to 19601 nearby metropolitan employment centers 
appear to continue to make Barry County an attractive place in which to live. 

Prediction of future employment for Hastings is difficult, because data on resident employment by indus­
try is available for only 1950 and 1960. However, if future employment trends follow developments indi­
cated by the information on hand, it is unlikely that extensive employment changes wii! occur for Hastings 
residents. 

Employment opportunities for county residents have been increasing at a very respectable rate. From 

1940 to 1960, county resident employment rose by 50.7 percent, compared to the state increase of 49.7 
percent for the same period. If employment for county residents increases by approximately 23 percent 
each decode, as it did from 1940 to 1960, there should be about 21,000 persons employed by 1990. This 
would represent a rise of nearly 10,000 employed residents over the 1960 figure of 11,367. 
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RET All. SAlES DISPOSABlE INCOME 

(Add 000 to Dollar Amounts) (Add 000 to Dollar Amounts) 

Year Hastings %Change Bany County %Change Hastings %Change Barry County %Change 

1950 $11,811 $19,443 $ 6,195 $24,614 

1951 12,457 5.5 20,507 5.5 6,214 0.3 24,742 0.5 

1952 13,330 7.0 21,942 7.0 7,874 26.7 28,275 14.3 

1953 13,011 -2.4 21,419 -2.4 8,380 6.4 30,051 6.3 

1954 12,300 -5.5 20,249 -5.5 9,459 12.9 31,620 5.2 
....: 

1955 

"" 
15,996 30.0 24,610 2i.5 10,270 8.6 34,096 7.8 "' t:r ,... 

1956 15,171 -5.2 23,463 -4.7 10,251 -0.2 34,167 0.2 '"" 

1957 13,917 -8.3 21,460 -8.5 10,583 3.2 36,946 8.1 

1958 13,323 -4.3 20,731 -3.4 10, 133 -·4.3 38,837 5.1 

1959 12,957 -2.7 23,746 14.5 11,093 9.5 42,598 9.7 

1960 13,041 0.6 24,095 1.5 10,231 -7.8 41,194 -3.3 

1961 11,982 -8.1 22,338 -7.3 10,458 2.2 44,237 7.4 

1950-61 1.4 14.9 68.8 79.7 

All dollar amounts hove been adiusted to reflect the changing value of the dol Ia<. 1947-49 equals $1.00. 

SOURCE: Sales Management Survey of Buying Power, 1951-62. Further reproduction is forbidden. 



lf the various employment facets of the study area's economy continue to develop according to re-cent 
trends, manufacturing should show the most significant increase while agriculture would continue to de~ 

cline in relative importance. Manufacturing employment in Hastings has shown only modest gains recent£ 
!y, bu1' in the county the increases have been impressive. This is probably due to many residents working 
in industries outside Barry County. 

Economic developments will, inevitably, influence population distribution and composition. The next 

section of this report dea!s with this influence on Hastings and Barry County. 

Population growth in Hastings resulted in a 17.8 percent gain from 1940 to 1950 and a 4.6 percent increase 

from 1950 to 1960, for a 20-yeor gain of 23.2 percent (see Table 4). Growth for Barry County was 15.8 
percent from 1940 to 1950 and 21.2 percent from 1950 to 1960, for a total 20-year gain of 40.4 percenL 
Both units were below the state's 20-yeor increase of 48.8 percent. 

ln-migration from 1950 to 1960 accounted for a larger proportion of the Barry County increase than it did 
for Michigon 1 even though the state overall rote of increase was higher than that for the county. This can 
be explained by the fact that the population of Barry County is older than the state population and the 
ratio of deaths to births is,- therefore 1 higher in the county. This offsets the higher rate of in-migration in 

Barry County and makes its overall rate of population growth !ower than for the state. 

The most significant rates of increase in the county were recorded by the southern and western tiers of 

townships and by Rutland and Hastings Townships, abutting Hastings on the west and east, respectively 

(see Chart 1). Popu!cticn increases in Rutland and Hastings Townships are typical for unincorporated 

areas in Michigan that adjoin cities, such as Hastings. Rutland and Hastings Townships both grew by 
21.3 percent between 1940 and 1950. Rutland Township population increased by 68.2 percent from 1950 
to 1960 and the number of Hastings Township residents grew by 38.3 percent during the same period. 
Rutland and Hastings Townships experienced population growth of 104.0 percent and 67.7 percent, re~ 

spectively, from 1940 to 1960. Rapid growth along the western and southern fringes of Barry County, 

however, indicates that county residents are strongly oriented to the larger cities o.f Bottle Creek, Kala­

mazoo and Grand Rapids, This tends to substantiate the opinion expressed in the previous section that 
Barry County attracts many residents from among persons employed in the large nearby urban centers. 

1n the Economics section of this report, 1990 resident employment for Barry County was estimated at 

21,000. Based on past reiationships of resident employment to population, this many employed persons 

should support a tota! county population of approximately 60,000. Hastings' 1990 population has been 

estimated by determining what proportion of county population has resided in Hastings, proiecting this 
trend and appiying it to the 1990 county population projection. 
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POPUlATION INVENTORY 

'40·'50 '40-'50 I '50-'60 '50-'60 '40-'60 '40-'60 
Unit 1940 1950 Change %Change 1960 I 

Change %Change Chonge %Change 

Hastings 5,175 6,096 921 17.8 I 6,375 279 4.6 1,200 23.2 

I i 
Freeport 405 452 47 11.6 495 I 43 9.5 90 22.2 
Middleville 833 1,047 214 25.7 1,196 

I 
149 14.2 363 43.6 

Nash vi! !e 1,279 1,374 95 7.4 1,525 151 11.0 246 19.2 
Woodland 402 410 I 8 2.0 374 -36 -8.8 -·28 -7.0 

' I I Assyria Twp. 1,029 1,010 I -19 -1.8 1,472 462 45.7 443 43.1 I 
I 

I 
Baltimore T wp. 967 1,035 

I 
68 7.0 1,229 194 18.7 262 27.1 

Barry Twp. 1,189 1,576 387 32.5 2,026 450 28.6 837 70.4 
Carl ton T wp. 1,003 1,062 59 5.9 1,322 ' 260 24.5 319 31.8 
Castleton Twp. 895 1,005 I 110 12.3 1,058 I 53 5.3 163 18.2 

I 
Hastings Twp. 950 1,152 202 21.3 1,593 ' 441 38.3 643 67.7 
Hope Twp. 977 1,140 163 16.7 I 1,31 1 

I 
171 15.0 334 34.2 

lrving Twp. 769 875 106 13.8 795 -80 -9.1 26 3.4 
Johnstown Twp. 1,090 1,521 431 39.5 1, 998 

I 
477 31.4 908 83.3 

Maple Grove Twp. 858 884 26 3.0 996 112 12.7 138 16. 1 
Orangeville Twp. 889 1,055 116 13.0 1,402 

I 
397 39.5 513 57.7 

Prairievi !le Twp. 794 1,110 316 39.8 1,715 605 54.5 921 116.0 
Rutland Twp. 821 996 175 21.3 1,675 I 679 68.2 854 104.0 
Thornapple Twp. 838 961 123 14.7 1,092 

I 
131 13.6 254 30.3 

Woodland Twp. 883 882 -1 -0.1 1,097 215 24.4 214 24.2 
Yankee Springs Twp. 567 590 23 4.1 I 992 402 68.1 425 75.0 

I 
I 

Barry County 22,613 26,183 3,570 15.8 31,738 5,555 21.2 9,125 40.4 

Michigan 5,256,106 6,371,766 I, 115,660 21.2 7,823,194 1,451,428 22.8 2,567,088 48.8 

SOURCE: U.S. Bureou of the Census 
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' ' ' ' ' ' ' ORANGEVILLE TWP. l HOPE TWP. l BALTIMORE TWP. , MAPLE GROVE TWP. 
' ' ' ----------------------------+---------------·----~--------'1--------------------------~---:-----------------------------

' ' ' 

PRAIRIEVILLE TWP. 

1940 

- 1950 

1960 

: ; l 
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' i 
' ' ' ' 

BARRY TWP. · JOHNSTOWN TWP. ASSYRIA TWP. 

SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

PREPARED BY: PLANNING DIVISION, MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT Of STATE HIGHWAYS 

Chart 1 



In 1940, 22.9 percent of county population resided in Hastings. This figure rose slightly !n 1950, but by 
1960 had dropped to 20.1 percent. A decline of 2.8 percent in shore of total county population thus re· 

sulted, between 1940 and 1960 in Hastings. Although a gradual increase in Hastings' population is exM 

pected, the city's relative share of county population wi!! decline to 15.9 percent by 1990, if past trends 
conti11ue. Therefore, of the 60,000 persons estimated for Barry County, Hastings would hove a 1990 popu­
lation of about 9,500. This is J·he .same 20-year estimate contained in the 1964 Hastings master plan. 

The most significcmt population growth in Barry County; outside of Hastings, wi!! probably continue to 

occur in the townships odiacent to Hastings and in those along the west end south sides of the county. 
Such growth should be particularly evident in the townships nemest Battle Creek and Kalamazoo. 

The gmwth, composition and changing cHstribul"ion of an area's popu[ation will inevitab!y affect the char~ 
acter of !and use. These two factors will, in turn, have a strong influence on future highway requirements. 

Agricultural and undeveloped land composes most of Barry County. The principal urban concentration is 
Hastings$ which contains the most significant commercia!, industrial and residential development ln the 
county {see Map 5). Nearly all of the commercial activ;ty is centered in the downtown portion of Hastings, 

primarily east of Broadway on State Street. Most of the remaining commercia! development is on Wood~ 

!and Avenue in the north port of town and along South Hanover Street. There is also a concentration of 

business and semi-industrial buildings just west of Hastings on MM37. 

Industry is concentrated in four sections of the city; cdong West State Street; on East State Street between 
the central business district and the east city limits, south of the downtown areo between Michigan and 

Hanover Streets and northeast of the business district on Mill Street. 

Most of the remaining developed portion of the city consists of residential areas. Single-family homes 

constitute the majority of such areas, but there are some multiple-family dwellings, most of which are 

concentrated in the centro! portion of the city. 

Excepting an area in the northwest port of town, all residential sections of Hastings contain, or ore in 
proximity to, an elementary school as shown on the existing land use mop. A new elementary school 
is proposed for the northwest section of town and o new high school is planned in the vicinity of the 
athletic fields in the southwest portion of Hastings. The possibility of on elementary school on Green 
Street is also contemplated in the Hastings master plan. 

Future commercia! and industrial development is expected to occur primarily in areas where it a!reody 
exists 1 but it will be more extensive (see Map 6). A maior alteration would be to encourage industria! 

developm6nt o!ong West State Street, with residences eventually being removed. Principe! nev,, res;dentia! 

development in the Hastings area is to be encouraged on the northeastr east and southeast fringes of 

Hastings. 
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Yankee Springs Recreation Areo 1 which is approximately n!ne miles west of Hastings, is the principal 
recreational facility in Barry County. It is one of the most popular of al! the state parks in Michigan. 
State Department of Conservation figures show that the Yankee Springs Area accommodates the eleventh 

highest number of total park users from among 65 state parks and recreation areas. !tis the fifth most 
attractive facility in comparison with 62 state parks with camping. 

A 1964 origin and destination study was conducted by the Michigan Department of State Highways that 

indicates the areas which supplied campers to the various state parks and recreation areas. Of all camper 
days accounted for by Barry County residents that were spent at state facilities 1 21.1 percent were spent 

at Yankee Springs. (A camper day is one day spent al· a state park by one camper.) Yankee Springs Area 
was, by far, the most popular state-owned camping spot for citizens of this county. Barry County campers 
made up 13.9 percent of all campers using Yankee Springs. 

Although Yankee Springs Recreation Area was the third choice among state camping areas for Kent County 
residents, they constituted by far the largest contingent from any Michigan county (19.3 percent). Kent 
County also provided the preponderance of day users, or pork visitors coming for purposes other than 
camping (39 percent). Barry Coimty rated third in this category, with 8.7 percent. 

Other Michigan counties important as residences for Yankee Springs park users were Kalamazoo, A!!egon 1 

Calhoun, Ottawa and Ingham, in that order. !t appears that the majority of traffic generated by this park 
emanates from areas generally west of Hastings. 

Michigan Department of Conservation representatives anticipate that Yankee Springs, along with oil other 

state recreational facilitles 1 will serve increasingly larger numbers of persons seeking places to spend 
their leisure time. The shorter workweek is enabling more time that can be spent in pursuit of relaxation, 
and improved camping equipment and highways ore making state parks more convenient and accessible, 

The Hastings master plan indicates that wells now in use will provide water for anticipated growth for 
the next thirty years. According to this p!cn 1 " ••• the sewage treatment plant designed capability wi!! 
still be adequate during the planning period/ provided a separate storm drainage sewer system is built. 
It is proposed that a continuing improvement program be initiated for the extension of sewer and water 
facilities to al! parts of the City included in the corresponding Service Areas.'' The zoning map1 which 
is part of the master plan 1 is in conformance w!th this plan and is designed to promote implementation 
of planning proposals. 

All types of !and use generate traffic in varying degreeso The following section indicates past traffic 
characteristics in the Hastings area and the information presented serves as a basis for determining 
future highway needs. 
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The Michigan Department of State Highways conducted a traffic study in 1955 that indicated characterN 

istics of vehicular movement In the Hastings area (see Chart 2). There have been no radical economic, 
population or !and use changes that would indicate that the general characteristics of traffic have changed 
in this area since 1955. Percentages of terminal traffic, or traffic having an origin or destination in the 

Hastings area, was 72.5 on north M~43; 59.2 on south M~37; 63.2 on Green Street, which carries vehicles 
moving to and from M-37 1 M-43 and Gun Lake Road west of Hastings; and 74.3 percent on what was then 
M-79 (now oid M-79 or East State Street). 

lt is like!y that much of the terminal traffic recorded on old M-79 continues to use that route even though 
it is no longer a state highway. M-79 has been routed west along Quimby Road to connect with M-37 south 
of Hastings. Most of the through traffic that previously entered on East State Street probably now enters 

on M-37 (Hanover Street). 

Data for 1965 indicates thai there are no unusually serious traffic accident problems on the Hast·ings 

highway system. No fatalities were reported as late as November, and most of the few iniuries thot oc~ 
curred were minor. Over half of the accidents were related to turns or stops at intersections, which is 

not em tmusucd development. 

The information in this section indicates that Hastings should continue to be penetrated by a state high­

way connection, because it is the origin or destination for a maiority of traffic movement in this area. 
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The preceding lnventoryNForecast section presents basic data. This portion of the report deals with 
ana!ys!s of the information that has been gathered. 

The first step in this analysis is to study the relationship between data concerning transportation facili­

ties, economics, population and land use. Each of these factors tends to infiuence and mold the others. 
lnteroction among a!l facets of the study area serves to reveal emerging highway requirements. 

An examination oftraffic data is reserved for the second part of this section so that traffic characteristics 

can be studied in relation to other social and economic influences. Presentation of the advantages and 

disadvantages of various alternative highway systems in the study area follows this section. The se!ec~ 

tion of preferred alternatives is based upon the evaluation of traffic characteristics, as they relate to 
emerging patterns of social and economic developments. 

ii E ic 

Most of Barry County is devoted to agricultural and recreational pursuits. !t features rolling topography 

and is dotted with 327 lakes. County roads and state highways are, therefore, often winding and hilly. 
These conditions required that the highway system be carefully scrutinized when it was determined that 

serious alignrnent and structural deficiencies would dictate extensive improvements. 
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Some of ·the older sections of state highway, particularly M~37 and M-43 south of Hastings, have not been 

built to carry present and future traffic as efficiently and safely as is desirable. Other alternatives have, 

therefore, been considered and they will be discussed later in this report. 

Recent trends indicate the most pronounced growth in Barry County is around Hastings and along the 
southern tier of townships. lt appears that future growth will follow this same pattern. Employment 
centers encourage population increases. Growth in the Hastings area is promoted by the provision of 
industrial and commercial jobs in and around Hastings, and development in the southern portion of Barry 
County is stimulated by existence of work opportunities in Battle Creek and Kalamazoo. 

Employment declined and the rate of unemployment rose in Hastings between 1950 and 1960, but while 
the total civilian labor force, or the group of persons available for emp!oyment, and the actual employment 
for Hastings residents both declined, they were increasing appreciably in Barry County, and both units 

experienced lower unemployment rotes than the state. Decreased employment and labor force among 
Hastings residents, in spite of a re!ative!y low unemployment rote and gradual population increase, could 
have been caused by a combination of several factors. 

Hastings residents who were 60 years of age or older in 1960 constituted a relatively high 18.8 percent 
of the city's population. The comparoble group in Barry County made up 14.8 percent of the population 
and the figure was 11.7 percent for the state. Although the net gain from in-migration was higher for 
Barry County than for Michigan, most of this type of population gain in the county evidently occurred in 
portions of the county other them Hastings, 

The gradua! population increase in the city was, thus 1 mostly accounted for by natural Increase and by 
retirees from out~county, and the working age groups were depleted through natural attrition. Additions 
to the population were principo!!y in the younger and older, or non-working, age groups. This might ex­
plain the declining number of workers among Hastings residents even though the unemployment rote was 
held at a re !otively !ow leveL 

Popularity of the Yankee Springs Recreation Area was discussed in the Inventory-Forecast section of this 
report. About 270 camp sites are now available on Gun Lake. The Michigan Department of Conservation 
plans to prepare IOO more camp sites in this area during the 1965-66 fiscal year and an additional 100 
after this period, They also plan to extend the bathing beach on Gun Lake and eventually prepare 200 

camp sites at Deep Lake 1 on the eastern side of the pork. 

Proposed improvements should odd to the attractiveness of Yankee Springs Recreation Area: and he!p to 

intensify its use by residents of the populous urban centers in southern Michigan and in Illinois, Ohio 
and Indiana. 

Al! the social and economtc factors discussed in this section will inevitably have on effect on highway 
traffic volume expansion and highway needs. 

Despite post indications of declining employment among Hastings residents, the city will continue to be 
a major employment center for the area, and thus em important generator of traffic. Residents of outlying 
areas will require good access routes to reach places of employment and businesses will need adequate 
highway connections to rece[ve and ship goods. 
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Vehicle registrations are up in Barry County and this trend will affect future traffic needs. The higher 
volumes of vehicles ore certain to place increased stress on the existing highway system. 

Industrial development is being encouraged in Hastings. New industrial b~Ji!dings have recently been 
constructed near the west city limit on West State Street. Established firms are periodically expanding. 
These developments encourage the expansion of traffic volumes in the Hastings area. 

Another cause of increased traffic could be downtown commercial revitalization. This could be effectu­

ated through implementation of the city's master plan 1 which is now being considered for official adoption. 

Implementation of the previously mentioned plans to improve and expand recreational facilities at Yankee 

Springs Recreation Area could significantly increase traffic volumes in the Hastings area, particularly 
during the summer months. 

The Michigan Employment Security Commission has designated Barry County as part of the Battle Creek 
labor market area. Bureau of the Census data shows that a higher proportion of Barry County residents 
depend on sources of employment outside the county than is the norm for counties in Michigan. This 
indicates that good highway connections to locations outside the county- and particularly to the south­

are warranted. The Office of Planning has recognized the need to improve or replace these routes to 
enable expeditious and safe travel for motorists in this area. 

The present highway system in the Hastings area features serious deficiencies. Hastings and the Mkhi~ 
gan Department of State Highways have considered several alternative planning solutions to provide an 
improved highway system for the Hastings orea. 
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Advantages 

I I 

1. It provides state highway access to, but not through, the centro! busniess district (CBD). 

2, lt prov':des adequate state highway service to the industrial development on East State Street and 

north of the Thornapple River. 

3. !t serves the majority of mea highway traffic, which has ei·rher an origin or a destination in the 
ci·ty 1 including vehicles destined for the areas mentioned above. 

Dl 

1. Green Street would hove to be widened. This could resu!t in loss of many shade trees and, if a 

fifth iane v;ere required for tvmlng movements 1 additioncd righi-of-way would have to be secured. 
The effects of this would disrupt residential amenities. 

2. It does not provide as good service to the new Industrial development along West State Street os 
would Alternative lJ. 

3. !t does not provide as direct service to the CBD as would Alternative IL 
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4. State highway traffic on Green Sheet creates o noise nuisance for the hospital. 

5. lf the school site on Green Street, indicated in ''The Master P!an for the City of Hastings," is 

developed, arteria! traffic would increase hazards for school children. 

6. !t does not conform to the t'Arteria! Street Plan 11 for the City of Hastings, which is shown on the 

master pkm map. 

M-43 (Soe Mop 2) 

THIS IS RECOMMENDED 

1. lt would e!imina1e the need to disrupt residential development, as would be the case with lmprov~ 
ing Green Street, since only about three blocks on West Sta'te are devoted to residences. Even in 

this area the houses are set weH back from the roadway. 

2. Direct highway access wou!d be provided the new industrial development on West State Street. 

3. Adequate right~of~way is avaiiob!e through the residen1·ia! deve!opmen·f and, since the area to the 
west of town is relatively undeveioped, right~of-way acquisition would be comparatively inex­
pensive. 

4. Use of this alternative would remove highway traffic from Green Street and reduce traffic passing 
the hospital. 

5. State Street wou\d not carry highwc1y traffic post the si·te on Green Street proposed ·for a school in 
"The Master Pkm for the City of Hastings. n 

6. ft would route highway traffic directly to, but not through, the centra! business district. 

7. If Stole Street were connected to a west M-37/43 bypass, traffic moving between south M-37/43 
and north M~43 would encounter only one right~angle turn 1 as opposed to the two that must now be 
negotiated by ·traffic moving between south M-37 and north M~43. 

8. it wouid conform to the sheet pattern shown in the "Arterlaf Street Plan~' for the City of Hastings. 

9. State highways would continue to be near the industria! deve!opment on East State Street and 

north of the Thornapp!e River. Even though M-37 would be removed from Hanover Street if the 

M-37/43 west bypass were constructed, M-79 would be continued in to the intersection of Broad~ 
way and State Street along the present route of M-37. 

10. With the M-79 route described under advantage number 9 1 commercia! development along Hanover 

Street would continue to receive state highway service. 

11. By incorporating West State Street into the highway system, it would continue to serve the majority 

of area highway traffic, which has either an origin or a destination in the city. 

12. Broadway Street" has recently been improved and should adequately handle traffic during the 20~ 

year planning period. 
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Di sa~vontages 

1. This alternate would involve two~way traffic operation along all of West State and Broadway 
Streets that woufd constitu·fe M~43. This would not conform to master plan proposals. 

Broadway 

mplerr1eo!ed (See 6) 

THIS iS RECOMMENDED 

1. M~79 now adequately serves relative!y low volumes of traffic. 

2. If M~37 were removed from Hanover Street, it cou!d be signed as M-79, which would continue to 
provide direct highway service to bus)nesses along this street. 

3. The 1955 traffic study for Hastings showed that a majority of traffic on M-79 hod a terminal in the 
city. This type of traffic would be served by the Hanover, Green and Broadway Streets rou·te 

better than by any other combination of existing streets. 

01 sadvantages 

1. Most businesses cdong Hanover Street appear to be geared to serving !ocal customers ond 1 there~ 

forer a major city street would be more appropriate than a state highway. T runk!ine traffic is 
now routed past considerob!e residential development, detracting from residential amenities. 

2. State pork users coming from the east wou!d be routed through the center of Hastings. This 

prob!em now causes congestion during summers, and ·rhe situation may ba-come aggravated in the 
future. 

3. Hanover Street is just west of a school located north of the Hcmover/Shriner Streets intersection. 
Heavier trafflc vo!vmes could cause crossing problems for chi !dren. 

4. lt does not conform to the Hastings master plan. 

IV. Remove ghway from the Green and Broadway Slreels Section (See Mop 2) 

Altema!ive II or !X is lmphomented (Extension of to West) 

THIS iS RECOMMENDED 

Advantages 

1. M~79 would bypass Hastings to the south and permit through traffic to ovoid going through town. 

Traffic would be reduced along the Hanover, Green and Broadway Streets section, which is most~ 
!y devoted to residential development. An M~79 bypass would be contingent upon considerations 
presented in the next section of this report. 
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2. State highway traffic would not be required to pass just west of a school near Hanover Street, 
north of the Hanover/Shriner Streets intersection. 

3. It would conform to the objective of removing arterial traffic from Green and Hanover Streets, 
which was stated in the Hastings master pfan. 

Disadvantages 

1. Highway~oriented businesses along Hanover Street would not be provided direct highway access. 

2. !t- would not provide direct state highway service to traffic from the east with a destination in 
Hastings. 

Improve Existing M-37 and M-43 

Advantages 

1. Alignments would be improved and, therefore, traffic flow and safety wou!d be enhanced since 
it is now impeded by m1merous curves, hills and small concentrations of population, 

2. Present traffic patterns would not be a!tered 1 which would benefit highwaydoriented businesses 
and recreational areas located along the existing routes. 

3. Improvement of these routes would substantially lower winter and routine maintenance costs. 

Disadvantages 

1. The cost of making needed improvements on, basica!!y 1 the existing aiignments would be more 
expensive than a complete relocation to combine the functions of Mm37 and M-43. 

2. Because of right~of-wo:y problems associated with improvements in built-up stretches 1 these 

routes would have to be realigned for some short sections, which would involve removing direct 
highway service. 

3. Even with extensive improvements, these routes would not permit as rapid and safe trove! as 
would a complete new location. 
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VI. 

4. Traffic volumes on these routes ore relatively low. !t is 1 therefore, difficult to justify large 
expenditures of money In view of disadvantage number 3 above. 

5. Traffic moving between Barry County and !~94 must pass through the densely developed Llrban 

centers of Kalamazoo and Battle Creek, 

6. Retention of these two !ow~vo!urne routes on the state highway system wou!d mean that approxi~ 
matc.dy 23 more miles of highway would hove to be mo!ntalned rather than being replaced by one 
new relocated rout-e. 

struct a South of 

THIS IS RECOMMENDED 

Advantages 

1. !t would involve 23 fewer miles of state highway requirlng maintenance If existing M~37 and 
M-43 from Hastings to Richtand and Battle Creek were removed from the system. 

2. An excellent connection between Hastings and Bottle Creek would be possible, if this relocation 
were extended as far south as Dickman Rood west of Battle Creek. 

3. The above connection would serve as part of a north~south bypass of Batt!e Creek for motorists 
traveling between Barry County and !~94. 

4. The refocohon, built to modern standards, would move traffic more rapidly with safety than the 
existing routes 1 even if they should be extensively improved. 

5. It could easily combine the functions of both M-37 and M~43 because it would be located approx~ 
imotely midway between them and traffic volumes on these routes are expected to be relatively 
low. 

6. lt would be less costly them improving the existing routes and maintencmce for state highways 
would be reduced. 

7. Population concentrations a!ong the existing routes would continue to receive adequ<He service 
from existing arteries 1 since they would be port of the Federal-aid secondary system. 

Di 

1. Traffic patterns would be changed 1 with possible detrimental results for some highway-oriented 
businesses along the existing highways< 

2. Small communities along the existing highways would not receive direct highway service if M-37 
and M~43 become county roads. 
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longer-Range !:!arming - Alternative Highway Arrangements 

VII. Extend M-37 /43 Relocation Norlh of Hastings to 1-96 

1. It could augment M-37 for movement of state highway traffic between the Hastings area and the 
north and east portions of the Grand Rapids area when traffic volumes expand sufficiently. 

Disadvantages 

L Traffic wii! probably not warrant such extensive new construction. 

2. !t would serve no major corridor of traffic. 

3. It wou!d be in a genera! traffic corridor already served by M~66. 

4. It would not be as desirable for augmenting MM37 for movement of traffic between Hastings and 
the Grand Rapids area as would Alternative !X. 

VIII. Extend M-79 Westward lo the Proposed M-37/43 Relocation 

THIS IS ANAL TERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION 

Advantages 

1. Even though o majority of traffic on this route appears to have a terminal in the city, total traffic 
may increuse to the point· where it would be advantageous to permit through traffic to bypass 
Hastings. Congestion on the loco! street system could, thereby, be relieved. 

2. It would be part of a route that the Deportment of State Highways' Systems Planning Section is 
planning to hove serve the area between l-94 and 1~96, eventually extending as an auxiliary route 
ai! the way across Michigan. 

3. It would permit improved access from the east to the Yankee Springs area. 

4. M~79 would not be routed along H.pnover Street, which would reduce traffic on a primarily resi 0 

dential street. 

5. State highway traffic would not be required to pass iust west of a school near Hanover Street, 
north of the Hanover/Shriner Streets intersection. 

6. !t would continue to serve the Charlton County Park east of Hastings. 

Disadvantages -------
1. It would not provide direct state highway service to traffic from the east with a destination in 

Hastings. 
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2. Traffic vo!umes wi!l probably not warrant the expenditure of funds for an M~79 bypass for quite 
some time. 

3. Highway-oriented businesses dong Hanover Street would not receive direct state highway 
service. 

IX. Extend M.79 West of Exi M·37 to US·l31 {See Map 1) 

THIS IS RECOMMENDED 

Advantages 

1. !t wou!d becorne part of a route that the Department of State Highways' Systems Planning Section 
is planning to have serve the area between !~96 and !~94, eventually extending as an auxiliary 
route a!! the way across Michigan. 

2. !t would provide direct state highway service to the Yankee Springs area. 

3. !t would continue to serve the Charlton County Park east of Hastings. 

4. The Hastings area and points east would hove better access to Allegan County ond the Lake 
Mkhigcm shoreline. 

5. This alternate would be in agreement with findings of the Michigan Department of State High~ 
ways' "1960-80 Needs Study." 

6. This route could be part of Michigan's network of scenic highways, because the topography and 
multitudinous lakes provide many beavtiful views. 

7. It would probab!y be used in conjunction with US~13l by many motorists traveling between 
Hastings and the larger cities of Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo" !t would, thus, re!ieve traffic 
on M~37, between Hastings and the south and west portions of the Grand Rapids area, and on 
M~431 or the proposed M~37/43 relocation south of Hastings, between Hastings and Kofamazoo. 

8. County roods now serve the Yankee Springs Recreation Area. This route would be a much safer 
traffic artery than even recently improved county arterials. 

D i sodvantage s 

1. Traffic wit! probably not warrant such extensive new construction in this area for quite some 
time, 

2. It would not provide direct state highway service to traffic from the east with a destination in 
Hastings. 

3. Highway~oriented businesses o!ong Hanover Street would not receive direct state highway 
service. 
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OFF\CE OF 

C!TY CLEHK 

ITY OF A STINGS 

HASTINGS, MICHIGAN 

Resolution of the City Planning Co!!ll1lission 

WHEREAS: The City of Hastings has a "recognized" Planning Co!!ll1lission "dnly 
constituted according to existing planning enabling legislation," which Planning 
Commission has been given the responsibility for the preparation of a Master Plan 
for the city, anct; 

~~~~:;edThe Planning Commission, in pursuance of this delegated responsibility, 
I to be made comprehensive studies of exis·ti.ng conditions and develop-
ment trends and$ on the basis of these studies~ made estimates of the future 
development of the community, part or parls of which have been adopted as elements 
of a Master Plan of conmnmity development, and; 

HHEREAS: 'The Planning Division of the Office of Planning of the Hie hi g~.n State 
Highway Departmen't has been delegated the responsibility of preparing, in coopera~ 
tJ.on with local planners, a highway ·which plan :represents the level of agree"" 
ment that has been reached on objectives, 

11HEREAS: The City Planning Commission and representatives of the Planning Division 
have-cQoperatively studied this probl~~ and have prepared such a highway plan, now: 

TI!EREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: That the plan entitled, "Hastings State Highway Plan," 
as presented, is consistent and compa,tible wlth the pl11!JJ1ing and development 
objectives of the City of Hastings, and; 

THEREFORE BE IT FURTRER RESOLVED: That the said hlghwey plan as cooperatively 
developed and presented here>sith be approved for presentation to the State Highway 
Department for programming. 

Moved by Beckwi'!;h, supported by Cummings that the above Resolution be adopted as 
read."' 

Yeas: Beckwith, Cummings, Laberteanx, Stebbins, Caukin, Sherwood and Bassett. 
Absent: Goodyear and Schilhaneck. Carried. 

DATED: February 239 1965 
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OFFICE OF 

C!TY CLERK 

CITY OF HASTINGS 
HASTINGS, MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION 

VrF.EREAS, The Planni.ng Comtrtission of this City has worked in 

conjunction with the Michigan State Highway Department and 9 

HHEREAS, said Department is nearly completed with the Hastings 

State Highway Plan, 

~!HEllEAS, the Hastings State High>ray Plan has heen approved by the 

City Planni~g Commission 9 and, 

\<n!EREAS, it is the desire of this body to supoort the position of 

the Planning Commissiono 

NOV!, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the reco1mnendations of the 

Planning Commission removing State Highway M-37/M-h3, from \vest Green Street 

and replacing them with a t>m-way State Highway on lofest State Street from 

the City limits to Broadw~y, be approved, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Michigan State HighHay Department 

be urged to comn:ence >rork on the project from Broadway to the Fest City limits 

as soon as possiblea 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Michigan State Highway Department 

be requested to resurface that portion of Grc·en Street that is abandonded by 

it as a part of the State High>Iay Sys_tem, 

Moved by Kenfield, and supported by Bassett ttat the above resolution 

be adopted as read* 

DATED: May 9, 1966 

NAYS: 

Bassett~ Caukin, Hamaty, Kenfield, 
Ln_ng and Snyder"' 

None., 

ABSENT: Coleman and Morey, 

I, the duly elected clerk of the Ci.ty of Hastings, do hereby certify that the 
above is a true copy of' a resolution adopted by the Hastings City Council at a 
regul;r meeting held May 9, 1966, 
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OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
~"' MICHIGAN 
~ DEPARTMENT OF STATE HIGHWAYS 

Robert S~ Boatman, Director 
Planning Di visJ.on 

lL H. Cooper, Director 
Traffic Division 

April 13, 1966 

File: oBooo c-10 (l) 

Reviev of r
1Hastings State High1·ray Plan11 

In accorda11.ce 1·lith your recent request; 1ve have again reviewed the proposed 
re.?ort entitled !!Hastings State Righ-;1ay Plann, in addition to the more recent 
Hast5.ngs Haster Plan e,nd Michigan Department of' State H:i.gbi>rays 1 plan proposals 
~..rhich you recently gave us" 

\>le concur 1·iith the recorn .. 'll.end.ed plan .for the H-37, M-43 trttnklines through Barry 
County and the Gi ty of Har:;tings ~ The location of H-1~3 on State Street will 
undoubtedly encourage further industrial and co.rnrJercial development ·Hhile 
providing a safe and efficient access route into the central business district .. 
It appears that the intersection of :tvl-37, M-43 at M-'r9 (Broadway) ccm be made 
to o:rJerate satisfactorily~ Hovever 7 at such t:irne as the City desires to imple­
ment their one-way p:Lan1 ve recorranend a thoroush study be conducted of possible 
alternative plans of integrat:Lng both the State tru..'1k1ine and the City's one-way 
systexn~ 

With reference to H-79 in Has-tings, 111e vn.sn to e1:1phasize the operational de­
ficiencies on the section of' Green Street betvreen Broad\v~ay and Hanover Streets~ 
Hecognizing the need for operational im:prove..'l:lents em this section of Green 
Street; we have scheduled operational betterr:tent projects at the intersections 
o.f M-79 (Green) at Broadway and Hanover Streets~ Ho•l'lever, the 1965 sufficiency 
rating ·vrould still indicate need for additional construction between the aforeruen­
tioned intersections .. 

An alternate to the reconstruction of Green Street, the extension of 11-79 \-rest 
to the relocat.ion of M-37; would be consistent vith the long-range :9lan for l:>J-79 
1-rhich will eventually extencl 11-'79 west to US-1310 Cons:i.d.eration of the latter 
plan "by preparation or a comparison of costs and merits of both plans would 
appear to be desirable¢ 

We believe the proposed "Hastings Sta-te 
assuming a sa.tisfa.ct;ory solution caD. be 

Highway Plana is generally operable, 

provi/l u~emer::;; problems. 

H. H. Cooper, ~~tor 
Traffic Divis ///;lrec 
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