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Ball Homes/St. Joe’s Property Neighbor Meeting 
 
The neighborhood meeting was called to order by local zoning attorney Bill Bardenwerper at 7 
PM on March 17, 2015 at the Community Presbyterian Church on Factory Lane close to the 
subject property.  People invited included more than just two tiers of adjoining property owners 
but actually multiple tiers, thus a large crowd was present.  Among those present were Ball 
Homes representative Rocco Pigneri and land planner/landscape architect Kelli Jones was the 
land planning/landscape architecture/engineering firm of Sabak, Wilson and Lingo. 
 
Mr. Bardenwerper began the meeting with a PowerPoint presentation. It showed aerial 
photographs of the site and area, including farther-out and nearer-in views, in order that 
neighbors could determine exactly where their homes are located relative to the subject property. 
Also the proposed subdivision plan was shown, as were plans of the site's varied environmental 
features.  
 
Mr. Bardenwerper explained the conservation subdivision plan regulatory process and how it 
involves a ministerial, not discretionary, review. He explained how the plan was designed and 
why it lays out the way it does with lots as shown. Ms. Jones went into greater detail about plan 
details. Mr. Pigneri explained home designs based on the elevation renderings that Mr. 
Bardenwerper showed.  Diane Zimmerman, transportation engineer with Jacobs group, explained 
expected traffic generation and distribution at the morning and evening peak hours. 
 
After these introductory comments, the following issues were specifically raised: 
 

• Klemenz Family will—Orphanage cannot sell property due to conditions of Klemenz 
Family Will providing property to the orphanage. 

• Perimeter buffer depth—30’ buffer should be bigger, up to 300’ suggested. 
• Additional buffer landscaping—Additional landscaping should be added to buffer at 

north boundary where vegetation has been removed on the orphanage property behind 
several Forest Springs homes. 

• Stub street to west—Representative of Klemenz family to contact me for meeting to 
discuss why stub at this location, their plans, etc. 

• Traffic on Factory Lane—Traffic already too much, current unacceptable conditions to I-
265 from site along Factory Lane and Old Henry intersections. 

• More brick, less or no siding—especially for houses on lots backing to 30’ buffer. 
• Many environmental and traffic concerns cited from analysis of south parcel for VA 

hospital location. 
• Lot size, house size, home prices incompatible with surrounding homes.  No real 

attention given to the townhouses so did not discuss size or rental status.  Was mentioned 
that townhomes are planned with front garages. 

• We are too greedy with already too many yachts to ski behind.   

Many attendees stayed after the meeting to ask questions. Mr. Bardenwerper gave them contacts 
at the Metro Division of Planning and Design Services (DPDS), Metro Works and Metro 
Transportation Planning Department.    
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© Copyright 2015 Jacobs Engineering Group Inc. The concepts and information contained in this document are the property of Jacobs. Use or 
copying of this document in whole or in part without the written permission of Jacobs constitutes an infringement of copyright. 

Limitation:  This report has been prepared on behalf of, and for the exclusive use of Jacobs’ Client, and is subject to, and issued in accordance with, the 

provisions of the contract between Jacobs and the Client.  Jacobs accepts no liability or responsibility whatsoever for, or in respect of, any use of, or reliance 
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1. Introduction 

The subdivision plan for the St. Joseph Orphanage site shows 325 detached lots and 80 attached lots.  The site 
is located on the north side of Factory Lane in Louisville, KY. Access to the subdivision will be through two 
entrances on Factory Lane. The sole purpose of this study is to examine the traffic operation impacts of the 
proposed subdivision on the highway network.  For this study, the impact area was defined to be the proposed 
intersections with Factory Lane, and six additional intersections: Factory Lane at La Grange Road (KY 146), 
Factory Lane at Colonial Springs Drive, Factory Lane at Terrace Springs Drive, Factory Lane at Old Henry 
Road, Old Henry Road at Arnold Palmer Boulevard, and Old Henry Road at Bush Farm Road.  A map of the site 
is shown in Figure 1. 

 

 

Figure 1 : Location Map 
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2. Existing Conditions 

Factory Lane is a Metro maintained road with an estimated 2015 Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) of 6,600 
vehicles per day at the proposed entrance, as estimated from the turning movement count. The road is a two-
lane highway with ten-foot lanes with a one foot shoulder along the property frontage. The speed limit is 35 mph. 
There are sidewalks on both sides of Factory Lane from La Grange Road to Terrace Hill Drive. 
 
The intersection of Factory Lane with La Grange Road (KY 146) is controlled with a traffic signal. The Factory 
Lane approach has a dedicated left turn lane, a shared thru and left lane and a dedicated right turn lane.  The 
signal operates as split phase for Factory Lane and Chamberlain Lane.  The signal also has train preemption. 
 
The intersections of Factory Lane with Colonial Springs Road and Terrace Spring Drive are controlled with two-
way stop signs. Factory Lane is the primary route. There are dedicated left turn lanes on Factory Lane to 
Colonial Springs Road and to Terrace Spring Drive. There are no dedicated turn lanes on either Colonial 
Springs Road or Terrace Spring Drive. 
 
The intersection with Old Henry Road is currently an all-way stop without dedicated turn lanes. Old Henry Road 
is scheduled for reconstruction beginning in the summer of 2016. The project will add a two-way left turn lane 
from the Bush Farm Road intersection to Ash Avenue (KY 362) in Oldham County. Old Henry Road will become 
the primary route (will not stop) and Factory Lane will be controlled with a stop sign. The eastbound Factory 
Lane approach will have a dedicated left turn lane. The design speed of Old Henry Road is 45 mph.  There will 
be a sidewalk on the southeast side of the road and a multi-use path on the northwest side of the road. 
 
The intersection of Arnold Palmer Boulevard/Hamilton Springs Drive is controlled with a two-way stop sign for 
the minor streets. The existing eastbound right turn lane on Old Henry Road will be removed. Neither Arnold 
Palmer Boulevard nor Hamilton Springs Drive have dedicated turn lanes. 
 
The intersection of Old Henry Road with Bush Farm Road is controlled with a traffic signal. Eastbound Old 
Henry Road has a dedicated left turn lane and a dedicated right turn lane. Westbound Old Henry Road will have 
a dedicated left turn lane, a thru lane and a shared thru and right turn lane. Bush Farm Road will have dedicated 
left turn lane and a shared thru and right turn lane in both directions.   
 
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc. obtained a.m. and p.m. peak hour traffic counts at the intersections.  The full 
count data for each intersection are included in Appendix A.  Figure 2 illustrates the existing a.m. and p.m. peak 
hour traffic volumes for these intersections.  
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Figure 2 : A.M. Peak Hour Counts 

 



Traffic Impact Study  

 

 
  4 

 

Figure 3 : P.M. Peak Hour Counts 
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3. Future Conditions 

The projected completion year for this development is 2022, so the analysis year for this study is 2022. To 
predict traffic conditions in 2022, two and one third percent (2.33%) annual growth in traffic was added to 
Factory Lane and La Grange Road (KY 146). This growth is based upon a review of the traffic forecast for the 
Old Henry Road Extension dated June 16, 2011. Old Henry Road growth is taken from the forecast. Growth on 
Hamilton Springs Drive and Bush Farm Road is from the Old Henry Road Traffic Impact Study dated November 
2014. Figures 4 and 5 display the 2022 No Build peak hour volumes. 

 

Figure 4 : No Build A.M. Peak Hour Volumes 

 



Traffic Impact Study  

 

 
  6 

 

Figure 5 : No Build P.M. Peak Hour Volumes 
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4. Trip Generation and Distribution 

The Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 9th Edition contains trip generation rates for a 
wide range of developments. The land use of “Single-Family Detached Housing (210)” and “Residential 
Condominium/Townhouse (230)” best describe this development. The trip generation results are listed in Table 

1. The results of the trip generation analysis are that this additional development will generate 280 a.m. peak 
hour trips and 354 p.m. peak hour trips. The trips for the development were assigned to the highway network 
with percentages shown on Figure 6. Figures 7 and 8 show the trips generated by this development and 
distributed throughout the road network for the year 2022 during the peak hours. Figures 9 and 10 display the 
individual turning movements for the year 2022 for the peak hours when the development is completed.   

 

Table 1. Trip Generation Results 

 
 

A.M. P.M. 

 
Total Trips Entering Exiting Total Trips Entering Exiting 

325 Detached lots (210) 237 59 178 304 192 112 
80 Attached lots (230) 43 7 36 50 34 16 

Total Peak Hour 280 66 214 354 226 128 
 

 

Figure 6 : Site Trip Distribution Percentages 
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To simplify diagrams, the development is shown with a single access point in Figures 7 through 10. Figure 11 
focuses on the turning movements for the entrances.  Trip generation for 36 townhouses were assigned to the 
secondary entrance. 

 

Figure 7 : Site Trip Distribution A.M. Peak Hour Volumes 
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Figure 8 : Site Trip Distribution P.M. Peak Hour Volumes 
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Figure 9 : Build A.M. Peak Hour Volumes 
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Figure 10 : Build P.M. Peak Hour Volumes 

 

 

Figure 11 : Build Peak Hour Volumes at the Entrances 
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5. Analysis 

The qualitative measure of operation for a roadway facility or intersection is evaluated by assigning a “Level of 
Service” or LOS. Level of Service is a ranking scale from A through F with each level representing a range. LOS 
results depend upon the type of facility that is analyzed. In this case, the LOS is based upon the average vehicle 
delay each minor movement experiences at an intersection. 

To evaluate the impact of the proposed development, the vehicle delays at the intersection were determined 
using procedures detailed in the Highway Capacity Manual, 2010 edition.  Future delay and Level of Service 
were determined for the intersection using HCS 2010 Streets (version 6.65) and HCS+ (version 5.6) software.  
Table 2 shows the results of the analysis for the three scenarios analyzed.  

Metro Transportation Planning evaluates the need and length of auxiliary turn lanes using the Kentucky 
Transportation Cabinet Auxiliary Turn Lane Policy dated 7/20/2009. Using the volumes in Figure 11, an 
eastbound left turn lane is required at the main entrance. A westbound right turn lane is not required. An 
eastbound left turn lane is included in the results of the analysis in Table 2. 

 

Table 2 : Level of Service Summary 

 A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Approach 2015 2022 
No 

Build 

2022 
Build 

2015 2022 
No 

Build 

2022 
Build 

La Grange Road at Factory Lane D 

39.7 
E 

70.5 
F 

102.2 
C 

26.9 

D 

35.4 

D 

46.0 

  La Grange Road Northbound B 
16.4 

B 
16.8 

B 
16.8 

C 
23.7 

C 
29.9 

D 
40.8 

  La Grange Road Southbound C 
27.9 

C 
31.1 

C 
31.1 

C 
27.5 

C 
31.1 

C 
32.2 

  Chamberlain Lane Eastbound C 
34.6 

D 
39.1 

D 
39.3 

D 
37.9 

D 
43.8 

D 
45.0 

  Factory Lane Westbound F 
88.8 

F 
210.4 

F 
310.3 

C 
28.5 

D 
52.8 

E 
77.6 

Factory Lane at Colonial Springs Road       

  Factory Lane Eastbound Left Turn 
A 

8.0 
A 

8.2 
A 

8.6 
A 

8.2 
A 

8.4 
A 

8.7 

  Colonial Springs Road Southbound B 
11.4 

B 
12.0 

B 
13.5 

B 
14.8 

B 
16.3 

C 
19.0 

Factory Lane at Terrace Springs Drive       

  Factory Lane Eastbound Left Turn 
A 

7.7 
A 

7.8 
A 

8.1 
A 

8.2 
A 

8.4 
A 

8.7 

  Factory Lane Westbound Left Turn A 
7.6 

A 
7.6 

A 
7.7 

A 
8.0 

A 
8.2 

A 
8.6 

  Terrace Springs Drive Northbound 
B 

11.6 
B 

12.1 
B 

13.7 
C 

15.1 
C 

16.4 
C 

19.7 

  Terrace Springs Drive Southbound 
B 

12.0 
B 

12.5 
B 

14.4 
B 

11.4 
B 

12.0 
B 

13.3 
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 A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Approach 2015 2022 
No 

Build 

2022 
Build 

2015 2022 
No 

Build 

2022 
Build 

Factory Lane at Main Entrance       

  Factory Lane Eastbound Left Turn   A 
7.8   A 

9.0 

  Main Entrance Southbound   B 
12.4   C 

16.8 

Factory Lane at Secondary Entrance       

  Factory Lane Eastbound Left Turn   A 
7.6   A 

8.5 

  Secondary Entrance Southbound   B 
10.4   B 

14.4 

Old Henry Road at Factory Lane  (This intersection currently operates as an all-way stop.  The 
construction project will create Old Henry as the major street.) 

  Old Henry Road Northbound Left Turn B 
11.3 

B 
10.1 

B 
10.4 

C 
17.6 

A 
9.2 

A 
9.7 

  Old Henry Road Southbound (currently Westbound) B 
10.5   E 

46.2   

  Factory Lane Eastbound 
C 

24.9 
C 

24.0 
E 

38.1 
B 

14.8 
E 

42.4 
F 

74.2 

Old Henry Road at Hamilton Springs       

  Old Henry Road Northbound Left Turn A 
8.7 

A 
9.8 

B 
10.2 

A 
7.9 

A 
8.3 

A 
8.5 

  Old Henry Road Southbound Left Turn A 
7.6 

A 
7.8 

A 
7.9 

A 
9.9 

B 
12.2 

B 
13.5 

  Arnold Palmer Boulevard Westbound 
D 

25.2 
E 

38.5 
E 

49.9 
D 

32.4 
E 

44.2 
F 

64.2 

  Hamilton Springs Drive Eastbound B 
12.4 

C 
17.3 

C 
19.1 

A 
9.9 

B 
12.2 

B 
13.1 

Old Henry Road at Bush Farm Road 
C 

31.4 
E 

77.2 
E 

76.9 
C 

20.1 
F 

116.5 
F 

124.8 

  Old Henry Road Northbound B 
17.8 

C 
23.3 

C 
25.3 

B 
18.6 

D 
50.4 

E 
74.7 

  Old Henry Road Southbound C 
28.4 

B 
19.1 

B 
19.8 

B 
16.4 

E 
76.5 

E 
71.9 

  Bush Farm Road Eastbound 
B 

13.7 
C 

21.7 
C 

22.0 
B 

19.3 
C 

21.1 
C 

21.1 

  Bush Farm Road Westbound D 
40.8 

F 
188.2 

F 
192.7 

C 
28.6 

F 
317.3 

F 
317.3 

Key:  Level of Service, Delay in seconds per vehicle 
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6. Conclusion 

Based upon the volume of traffic generated by the development and the amount of traffic forecasted for the year 
2022, there will be impacts to the existing highway network. At the main entrance to the subdivision a left turn 
lane will be installed per Metro policy. Turn lanes are not required at the secondary entrance. 

This report identifies capacity deficiencies at both signalized intersections in the study area. At the La Grange 
Road intersection with Factory Lane improvements should be realized with the installation of a signal at the 
intersection of Springs Station Road. This signal has been requested by the shopping center owner and is 
currently in the review process at KYTC. This proposed signal could divert as much as 30 percent of the 
shopping center traffic currently using Factory Lane. 

At the Old Henry Road intersection with Bush Farm Road, the capacity deficiency is caused by the traffic 
forecast from the Old Henry Crossings development to utilize Bush Farm Road (westbound left turn). The 
proposed development does not add traffic to that movement. Once the proposed traffic signal at Terra 
Crossings is installed, the traffic volumes on Bush Farm Road should decrease. 
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Appendix A. Traffic Counts 

 

Start Time Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right U-Turn Left Thru Right
7:00 AM 0 178 3 118 16 8 25 77 33 0 16 3 27
7:15 AM 3 240 2 122 10 7 20 107 39 0 14 7 38
7:30 AM 2 286 5 118 21 12 30 108 50 0 8 5 32
7:45 AM 8 217 4 133 25 10 38 108 58 3 12 18 34

13 921 14 491 72 37 113 400 180 3 50 33 131
8:00 AM 4 231 8 132 20 9 44 109 42 1 5 10 16
8:15 AM 7 194 11 111 21 8 36 95 47 0 8 10 33
8:30 AM 1 202 9 96 20 2 39 84 50 0 6 14 22
8:45 AM 9 155 11 97 18 13 25 81 55 0 9 15 26

21 782 39 436 79 32 144 369 194 1 28 49 97
4:00 PM 8 115 10 64 27 12 29 180 113 0 36 35 99
4:15 PM 4 134 17 58 24 18 38 234 141 0 23 28 87
4:30 PM 1 120 12 55 36 8 48 210 142 0 30 38 86
4:45 PM 4 97 24 67 46 10 33 217 138 0 35 24 50

17 466 63 244 133 48 148 841 534 0 124 125 322
5:00 PM 7 106 19 56 38 12 56 239 156 0 28 20 42
5:15 PM 8 110 24 68 63 7 34 245 170 0 27 19 59
5:30 PM 9 111 30 58 62 11 65 264 142 0 23 22 46
5:45 PM 4 99 15 52 40 15 32 241 134 0 24 23 46

28 426 88 234 203 45 187 989 602 0 102 84 193

Start Time Left Thru Right Left Thru Right Left Thru Right U-Turn Left Thru Right
7:15 AM 3 240 2 122 10 7 20 107 39 0 14 7 38
7:30 AM 2 286 5 118 21 12 30 108 50 0 8 5 32
7:45 AM 8 217 4 133 25 10 38 108 58 3 12 18 34
8:00 AM 4 231 8 132 20 9 44 109 42 1 5 10 16

17 974 19 505 76 38 132 432 189 4 39 40 120

4:45 PM 4 97 24 67 46 10 33 217 138 0 35 24 50
5:00 PM 7 106 19 56 38 12 56 239 156 0 28 20 42
5:15 PM 8 110 24 68 63 7 34 245 170 0 27 19 59
5:30 PM 9 111 30 58 62 11 65 264 142 0 23 22 46

28 424 97 249 209 40 188 965 606 0 113 85 197

LaGrange Road Factory Lane LaGrange Road Chamberlain Lane
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound

Study Name LaGrange Rd & Chamberlain Ln

Start Date 02/24/2015

Start Time 7:00 AM

Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
LaGrange Road Factory Lane LaGrange Road Chamberlain Lane
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Appendix B. Highway Capacity Software Printouts 
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Tab 10 
Statutory/Case Law regarding contents 
of subdivision regulations and review 
of subdivisions 



KRS § 100.281 –  
Contents of subdivision regulations 
  

• Subdivision regulations shall be based on the comprehensive plan, in those 
counties which have adopted a comprehensive plan, and all subdivision 
regulations shall contain: 
 

 (1) The procedure for the submission and approval of preliminary and 
final plat and the recordation of final plats. The commission may delegate to 
its secretary or any other officer or employee the power to approve plats in 
accordance with the commission's adopted requirements, but all plats, 
preliminary and final, shall be approved or disapproved within ninety (90) 
days; 

 
• “note that an administrative agency's interpretation of its own regulations is 

entitled to substantial deference”. Commonwealth of Kentucky, Cabinet for 
Health Services v. Family Home Health Care, Inc., 98 S.W.3d 524 (Ky. App. 
2003) citing Camera Center, Inc. v. Revenue Cabinet, Ky., 34 S.W.3d 39 
(2000). A reviewing court is not free to substitute its judgment as to the 
proper interpretation of the agency's regulations as long as that 
interpretation is compatible and consistent with the statute under which it 
was promulgated and is not otherwise defective as arbitrary or capricious.  
 



Directory v. Advisory provisions of 
regulations (meaning specific 
standards): 

 
• Subdivision regulations shall contain rules and 

regulations that constitute specific standards to 
be applied.  Snyder v. Owensboro, 528, S.W.2d 
663, 664 (Ky. 1975).   
 



Directory v. Advisory provisions of 
regulations (meaning specific 
standards):  
 • As respects subdivision applications “there must 

be rules and regulations constituting specific 
standards to be applied in determining whether 
approval is to be granted.”  Wolf Pen 
Preservation Ass'n, Inc. v. Louisville & Jefferson 
County Planning Com'n, Canfield-Knopf 
Properties, Inc., 942 S.W.2d 310, 312 (Ky. App. 
1997). 



Directory v. Advisory provisions of 
regulations (meaning specific 
standards): 
• The legislative scheme must be essentially 

complete on its face, leaving to regulatory 
authority administrative rather than policy 
decisions. Louisville and Jefferson County 
Planning Commission v. Schmidt, 83 S.W.3d. 
449 (Ky. 2001) (citing Diemer v. Com. Transp. 
Cabinet, 786 S.W.2d 861, 865 (1990), citing 
Holsclaw v. Stephens, Ky., 507 S.W.2d 462, 471 
(1974). 
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a. Describe how the existing natural features of the site are being preserved and 

incorporated into the layout. 
 
The existing natural features on the site are being preserved and incorporated into the 
subdivision layout.  There is a 200 ft perennial stream buffer area between the 
townhomes and the single family lots.  The exiting tree mass on the west side of the 
property is being preserved along with preservation along the property perimeter on the 
north and east sides, which is approximately 42.69 acres of open space.   The open space 
to the rear of the proposed subdivision also abuts a wooded portion of the adjoining 
single family neighborhood, adding to the aesthetics of the area and thus protecting 
neighbor properties that might involve larger subdivision lots.  Over 28.5 acres of tree 
canopy will be preserved and most intermittent and ephemeral streams channels on site 
will be maintained. 
 
This application for a conservation subdivision is located on 122 acres off Factory Lane 
between La Grange Road and Old Henry Road, nestled between the Forest Springs and 
Woodmont Subdivisions.  Townhomes have been clustered towards the front of the 
development along Factory Lane where over 2.5 acres separate the development from 
Factory Lane.  These will allow for a mix of residential home types in the area which 
already includes apartments, patio homes and single family homes. 
 
 

b. Explain how clustering of dwelling units will:  
 

i. Minimize disturbance of woodlands, wetlands, grasslands, mature trees and steep 
slopes 
 
Lots have been located to preserve existing stream corridors as much as possible.  
Stream corridors overlap many of the wooded areas, steep slopes and wetlands on 
site.  This is demonstrated on the accompanying “Existing Resources & Site 
Analysis Plan” and as described above. 
 

ii. Prevent downstream impacts due to runoff through storm water techniques 
including minimizing impermeable areas, using bio swales, rain gardens, 
permeable pavements, small-scale, infiltration and green roofs. 
 
Conceptual storm-water strategies include a combination of bio-swales, a green 
dry basin and water quality units for the treatment of storm-water runoff.  Final 
designs will be determined at the time of construction plan approval and will meet 
all MSD requirements. 
 

iii. Protect views of open land from existing adjacent roadways through practices 
such as orienting structures to align with topographic character of land, tucking 
structures behind tree lines or knolls, using vegetation as a backdrop to reduce 
prominence of the structures, varying setbacks, setting aside required 
conservation land as a visual amenity into and within the development site, or any 
combination of these practices.  
 
The frontage of the property includes an open space lot with a supplemental 
setback of some 30’ from the Factory Lane right-of-way.  Backs of homes will 
not face Factory Lane, and the building setback will vary across this frontage.  



Large open spaces flank the entrance and will allow for a landscaped signature 
entrance.  This is demonstrated on the accompanying “Existing Resources & Site 
Analysis Plan” in combination with the submitted Conservation Subdivision Plan 
and as described above. 
 
 

iv. Protect archaeological site and existing historic buildings or incorporate them 
through adaptive reuse. 
 
No known archaeological features or historic structures exist on this site.   
 
 

v. Avoid encroaching on sensitive areas such as rare plant communities, high quality 
habitats, or endangered species habitats identified by the Kentucky Department 
for Natural Resources. 
 
The delineation summary report prepared by Redwing Environmental Services on 
November 20, 2014 indicates approximately 4 acres of suitable habitat for the 
federally endangered Indiana Bat.  Over 28.5 acres of tree canopy is being 
preserved on site.  No other endangered species or rare plants have been 
identified.  This is demonstrated on the accompanying “Existing Resources & Site 
Analysis Plan” in combination with the submitted Conservation Subdivision Plan 
and as described above. 
 
 

c. Explain how the design and location of buildable lots will ensure compatibility with 
existing adjacent development. 
 
This is demonstrated in the PowerPoint presentation presented at the required 
neighborhood meeting which accompanied the application, as supplemented at this public 
hearing.   
 
 

d. Justification must be provided for any cases where proposed open space areas within the 
development will not abut existing open space areas on adjoining parcels. 
 
To the extent that open space exists on adjoining properties, open spaces shown on the 
submitted Conservation Subdivision Plan will connect. 
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