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www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer

Greenfield District
32 South Broadway
Greenfield, IN 46140

PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 
FAX: (317) 467-3957

Eric Holcomb, Governor
Joe McGuinness, 
Commissioner

R & T INVESTMENTS, LLC   
7209 E 86TH ST
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

RE:   Clear Path 465 
Des. No. 1400075, I-465 and I-69 from Allisonville Road to 82nd Street Improvement Project
Added Travel Lanes on I-465 from Bridge over White River to I-69; Interchange Modification Northbound and 
Southbound on I-69 from I-465 to 82nd Street; and Added Travel Lanes on I-465 from I-69 to Bridge over Fall 
Creek Road; Marion County, Indiana 

Notice of Entry for Survey or Investigations

March 20, 2018

Dear Property Owner,

Our information indicates that you own property near the above proposed transportation project.  Representatives of the 
Indiana Department of Transportation will be conducting engineering and/or environmental surveys of the project area in 
the near future.  It may be necessary for the INDOT Representatives to enter onto your property to complete this work.  
This is permitted by Indiana Code § 8-23-7-26.  Anyone performing this type of work has been instructed to identify him or 
herself to you, if you are available, before they enter your property.  If you no longer own this property or it is currently 
occupied by someone else (i.e. rental, sharecrop), please let us know the name of the new owner or occupant so that we 
can contact them about the survey.

Please read the attached notice to inform you of what the “Notice of Entry for Survey or Investigation” means.
The design and environmental surveys are needed for the proper planning and design of this highway project.  
Engineering survey work would include mapping the location of features such as trees, buildings, fences, drives, ground 
elevations, etc.  Environmental survey work may include the identification and mapping of wetlands, architectural surveys, 
archaeological investigations (which may involve the survey, testing, or excavation of identified archaeological sites), and 
various other environmental studies.  It is our sincere desire to cause you as little inconvenience as possible during this 
survey.

At this stage we generally do not know what effect, if any, our project may eventually have on your property.  If we 
determine later that your property is involved, we will contact you with additional information.

If any problems occur, please contact the field crew or one of the following:

Mark Perron, PE Daniel J. Miller Linda Weintraut, Ph.D.
Project Manager Principal Environmental Planner Weintraut & Associates, Inc. 
101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 P.O. Box 5034
Indianapolis, IN  46204  Indianapolis, IN  46204  Zionsville, IN  46077        
(317)616-1025 (317) 616-4663 (317) 733-9770
Mark.Perron@parsons.com daniel.j.miller@parsons.com linda@weintrautinc.com

Please be aware that IC 8-23-7-27 and 28 provides that you may seek compensation from INDOT for damages occurring 
to your property (land or water) that result from INDOT’s entry for the purposes mentioned above in IC 8-23-7-26. In this 
case, a basic procedure that may be followed is for you and/or an INDOT employee or representative to present an 
account of the damages to one of the above named INDOT staff. They will check the information and forward it to the 
appropriate person at INDOT who will contact you to discuss the situation and compensation.

Example Notice of Entry Letter
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In the event that property damage occurs as a result of work performed during survey, the Greenfield District Real Estate 
Manager can provide you with a form to request compensation for damages.  You may contact:

Michael Widing
Greenfield District Right-of-Way Manager
32 South Broadway
Greenfield, IN  46160          
(317) 467-3941
miwiding@indot.in.gov

After filling out the form, you can return it to the District Real Estate Manager for consideration.  Please contact the District 
Real Estate Manager if you have questions regarding the matter, rights, and procedures.

If you are not satisfied with the compensation that INDOT determines is owed to you, Indiana Code 8-23-7-8 provides the 
following:

The amount of damages shall be assessed by the county agricultural extension educator of the county in 
which the land or water is located and two (2) disinterested residents of the county, one (1) appointed by 
the aggrieved party and one (1) appointed by the department. A written report of the assessment of 
damages shall be mailed to the aggrieved party and the department by first class United States mail. If 
either the department or the aggrieved party is not satisfied with the assessment of damages, either or 
both may file a petition, not later than fifteen (15) days after receiving the report, in the circuit or superior 
court of the county in which the land or water is located.

The project website is www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov.  Information from the public meeting will be posted on the website, 
and interested parties can sign-up to receive project updates via text or email.  You can also follow the Clear Path project 
on social media at @ClearPath465 on Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel J. Miller
Parsons, Principal Environmental Planner
101 W. Ohio St., Suite 2121
Indianapolis, IN  46204
daniel.j.miller@parsons.com

Attachment 
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METRO CENTRE OF INDIANAPOLIS LLC    
6330 E 75TH ST 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 

 
421 REALTY COMPANY INC 
8000 CASTLETON RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

 

COLUMNS OF CASTLETON  %SAMUEL 
GELTMAN & COMPANY 
7850  IVYDALE DR 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

RPM INDIANAPOLIS LLC 
7960 N SHADELAND AVE 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

BAYVIEW CLUB APARTMENTS INDIANA LLC 
%MATTHEW HARKER PRESIDENT RAIT 
RESIDENTIA 
7545  BAYVIEW CLUB DR 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

LOWE'S HOME CENTERS, INC  
8002 N SHADELAND AVE 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

NEHER GROUP NORTHEAST LLC 
7740 JOHNSON RD  
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

MITCHELL & LEE LLC 
7830 JOHNSON RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

GA HC REIT II INDIANA ORTHOPEDICS MOB, 
LLC 
7930 N SHADELAND AVE 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

HILLSDALE POINT PARTNERSHIP LLC  
7710 JOHNSON RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

PARATY LLC 
6220 CASTLEWAY WDR  
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

CASTLETON PARK INDIANAPOLIS LP 
%CUSHMAN & WAKEFIELD  
7999 KNUE RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

CASTLETON PARK INDIANAPOLIS LP 
%CUSHMAN & WAKEFIELD  
6415 CASTLEWAY WDR  
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

 

Mailed 08/31/2016
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 METRO CENTRE OF INDIANAPOLIS 
LLC    
6925 E 96TH ST STE 209 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  421 REALTY COMPANY INC   
8463 CASTLEWOOD DR 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

   POLACORP INC & AGORMED INC 
8202 CLEARVISTA PKWY STE 5B 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 COASTAL 86TH STREET LLC & 
KESSLER/BERWYN MEDICAL LLC  
231 VERNON ST 
ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 
 

  R & T INVESTMENTS, LLC    
7209 E 86TH ST 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  EXTRA SPACE PROPERTIES TWO LLC 
c/o PARADIGM TAX GROUP RE:EXTRA 
SPACE STORAGE  
34405 W 12 MILE RD STE 215 
FARMINGTON HILLS, MI 48331 

 KJS, LLC & 421 REALTY COMPANY IN 
8463  CASTLEWOOD DR 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  LBT REALTY ENTERPRISES, LLC  
PO BOX 33057 
CINCINNATI, OH 45233 
 

  JORDAN CW LLC c/o Corrie Case 
8783 RANDALL DR 
FISHERS, IN 46038 
 

 INDIANA BELL TELEPHONE c/o 
AMERITECH CORPORATION   
ONE SBC CENTER ROOM 36-M-1 
SAINT LOUIS, MO 63101 
 

  ECK, JEANNE N  TRUSTEE OF THE 
JEANNE N ECK  REVOCABLE TRUST  
6126 BRAMSHAW RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 
 

  KELLER, NANCY C & CHARLES W, JR 
8302  MASTERS RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 HERRING-LAUGHNER, ELIZABETH A 
300 N MERIDIAN ST STE 1100 BGBC 
PARTERS LLP 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46204 
 

  ARC HOSPITALITY PORTFOLIO II 
OWNER LLC    
3950 UNIVERSITY DR STE 301 
FAIRFAX, VA 22030 
 

  ARTEK PROPERTIES, INC c/o COOK 
PROPERTIES, INC.   
PO BOX 5399 
LOUISVILLE, KY 40255 
 

 INKY SES INDIANAPOLIS LLC   
29 N WACKER DR STE 200 
CHICAGO, IL 60606 
 

  SEXTON REALTY, LLC    
5806 N DEARBORN ST 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 
 

   CHAMPER LLC    
8047 CASTLETON RD 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 WHEATON VAN LINES INC  
PO BOX 50800 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  BEST ACCESS SOLUTIONS INC 
DORMA DRIVE DRAWER AC 
REAMSTOWN, PA 17567 
 

  State of IN 
100 N Senate 
 

 INKY CWS INDIANAPOLIS NE LLC c/o 
ARBOR LODING PARTNERS LLC 
29 N WACKER DR STE 200 
Chicago, IL 0 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

Mailed 09/07/2017
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WESNER, JOSHUA THOMAS & TARA 
SUZETTE  

7347 AVALON TRAIL RD 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 

  

WESNER, JOSHUA THOMAS & TARA 
SUZETTE  

7347 AVALON TRAIL RD 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 

  

WESNER, JOSHUA THOMAS & TARA 
SUZETTE  

7347 AVALON TRAIL RD 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 

 

WESNER, JOSHUA THOMAS & TARA 
SUZETTE  

7347 AVALON TRAIL RD 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 

  

MORRIS, FRANK R & NANCY L  

7231 AVALON TRAIL CT 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  

SOJANE INC 

7420 N SHADELAND AVE  

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 

SOJANE INC 

7420 N SHADELAND AVE  

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  

SCHOOL BUILDING CORPORATION OF 
LAWRENCE TOWNSHIP 

7001 JOHNSON RD 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 

  

INDIANAPOLIS RADIO LICENSE CO 

6810 N SHADELAND AVE 

 INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

Mailed 09/11/2017
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www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer

Greenfield District
32 South Broadway
Greenfield, IN 46140

PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 
FAX: (317) 467-3957

Eric Holcomb, Governor
Joe McGuinness, 
Commissioner

July 28, 2017

Mr. Rickie Clark
Public Hearing Manager
Public Involvement
100 North Senate Avenue
Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Mr. Clark,

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), has initiated project planning, including an Environmental Assessment (EA), for the proposed 
I-465/I-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana, also known as 
the “Clear Path 465” project.

INDOT and FHWA recognize the value of public outreach and stakeholder participation in the transportation 
decision-making process. With this letter, we extend an invitation to be involved.  

Project Description 

The proposed Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis.  The proposed project 
includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69) to Fall 
Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69).  Portions of I-69 will be reconstructed between I-465 and 82nd 
Street to accommodate a modified I-465/I-69 interchange configuration.  A map of the project study area is 
attached.  

Public Open House 

An open house-style meeting will be conducted to gather input from local businesses, area residents, and the 
general public.  The purpose of the public meeting is to offer all interested persons an opportunity to comment 
on the proposed project, including its purpose and need, and the range of alternatives under consideration.  
The public open house is scheduled for:

Wednesday, August 23, 2017, starting at 6:00 p.m.
Heritage Christian School, 6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis, IN 46250

A brief presentation will be held at 6:30 p.m.  Displays and representatives will be available before and after 
the presentation until 8:00 p.m.  Written comments can be submitted during the meeting, on the project 
website, and up to thirty (30) days following the meeting to: 

INDOT Greenfield District Customer Service
32 South Broadway
Greenfield, IN 46140
1-855-463-6848
clearpath465@indot.in.gov

Sample public open 
house notification letter.
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With advance notice, INDOT can provide special accommodation for persons with disabilities and/or limited 
English speaking ability and persons needing auxiliary aids or services such as interpreters, signers, readers, 
or large print.  Should special accommodation be needed please contact Rickie Clark, Office of Public 
Involvement at (317) 232-6601, or email rclark@indot.in.gov, preferably by Wednesday, August 16, 2017.   

Follow Us 

The project website is www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov.  Information from the public meeting will be posted on 
the website, and interested parties can sign-up to receive project updates via text or email.  You can also 
follow the Clear Path project on social media at @ClearPath465 on Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.

Tentative/Preliminary Project Schedule 

Summer 2017 Hold stakeholder and public meetings

Fall 2017 Select preferred alternative

Spring 2019 Publish Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), hold public hearing

Summer 2019 Publish Final EA 

Spring 2020 Begin construction

Thank you for your interest in this project. If you have any questions please contact us at (855) 463-6848 or 
clearpath465@indot.in.gov.

Sincerely,

Nicole Gearlds
Project Manager
INDOT, Greenfield District
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 Administrator 

Northview Christian Church 
 

 
 Administrator 

Vineyard Community Church 

8383 Craig Street 

Suite 185 

Indianapolis, In 46256 

 
Pastor Peter Bosworth 

Abundant Life Church 

7606 East 82nd Street 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 Administrator 

Spirit of Joy Lutheran Church 

6612 East 75th Street 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 
 Administrator 

New Horizons Church 

7315 East 75th Street 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 
 Administrator 

Castleton United Methodist Church 

7101 Shadeland Station 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 Administrator 

Indianapolis Apostolic Christian Church 

7540 East 71st Street 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 
 Administrator 

Castleton Christian Church 

7214 Hague Road 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 
 Administrator 

Common Ground Christian Church 

7440 Hague Road 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 Administrator 

Allisonville Christian Church 

7701 Allisonville Road 

Indianapolis, IN 46250 
 

 
 Administrator 

East 91st Street Christian Church 

6049 East 91st Street 

Indianapolis, IN 46250 
 

 
 Facility Manager 

International Business College of Indiana 

7205 Shadeland Station 

Indianapolis, IN 46256 
 

 Facility Manager 

Roche Diagnostics 

9115 Hague Road 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46250 
 

 
 Facility Manager 

Stanley Security Systems 

6161 East 75th Street 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46250 
 

 
 Facility Manager 

US Post Office 

8710 Bash Street 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46256 
 

 HERITAGE CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS INC 

HERITAGE CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS INC 

6401 E 75TH ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 L & Q REALTY, LLC 

L & Q REALTY, LLC 

PO BOX 150 

ANDERSON, IN 46015 
 

 
 VAF REALTY, LLC 

VAF REALTY, LLC 

6430 E 75TH ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 ALIDADE HERITAGE III LLC  

ALIDADE HERITAGE III LLC  

40900 WOODWARD AVE STE 250 

BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI 48304 
 

 
 IN14 INDIANAPOLIS LLC  % GLADSTONE COMMERCIAL 
CORPORATION  

1521 WESTBRANCH DR STE 100 

MCLEAN, VA 22102 
 

 
 6750 E 75TH LLC  

6750 E 75TH LLC  

6750 E 75TH ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 METRO CENTRE OF INDIANAPOLIS LLC    

METRO CENTRE OF INDIANAPOLIS LLC    

6925 E 96TH ST STE 209 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 COLUMNS OF CASTLETON  

COLUMNS OF CASTLETON  

45 EISENHOWER DR STE 270 

PARAMUS, NJ 7652 
 

 
 CASTLETON PARK INDIANAPOLIS LP  

CASTLETON PARK INDIANAPOLIS LP  

6081 E 82ND ST STE 100 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 421 REALTY COMPANY INC   

421 REALTY COMPANY INC   

8463 CASTLEWOOD DR 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 BAYVIEW CLUB APARTMENTS INDIANA LLC  

BAYVIEW CLUB APARTMENTS INDIANA LLC  

100 N 18TH ST FL 23 

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 
 

 
 HILLSDALE POINT PARTNERSHIP LLC    

HILLSDALE POINT PARTNERSHIP LLC    

7710  JOHNSON RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

  NEHER GROUP NORTHEAST LLC  

 NEHER GROUP NORTHEAST LLC  

7740  JOHNSON RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
  MITCHELL & LEE LLC   

 MITCHELL & LEE LLC   

7830  JOHNSON RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 GA HC REIT II INDIANA ORTHOPEDICS MOB, LLC   

GA HC REIT II INDIANA ORTHOPEDICS MOB, LLC   

18191 VON KARMAN AVE STE 300 SUITE 200 

IRVINE, CA 92612 
 

Addresses mailed public open house 
letters on July 28, 2017
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 RPM INDIANAPOLIS LLC   

RPM INDIANAPOLIS LLC   

556 BEACH AVE 

BOURBONNAIS,, IL 60914 
 

 
  LOWE'S HOME CENTERS, INC    

 LOWE'S HOME CENTERS, INC    

1000 LOWES BLVD 

MOORESVILLE, NC 28117 
 

 
  LEEPER ELECTRIC SERVICE, INC  

 LEEPER ELECTRIC SERVICE, INC  

PO BOX 22325 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46222 
 

 KUBER OF INDIANA LLC   

KUBER OF INDIANA LLC   

8110 N SHADELAND AVE 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 DRURY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION    

DRURY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION    

721 EMERSON RD STE 200 

SAINT LOUIS, MO 63141 
 

 
 ARGOTE ENTERPRISES LLC   

ARGOTE ENTERPRISES LLC   

14059 SOUTHWOOD CIR 

FISHERS, IN 46037 
 

  POLACORP INC 

 POLACORP INC 

8202 CLEARVISTA PKWY STE 5B 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 
 REGENCY CENTRE INVESTMENTS INC   

REGENCY CENTRE INVESTMENTS INC   

8202 CLEARVISTA PKWY STE 2B 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 
 FAGURA 1 LLC   

FAGURA 1 LLC   

7202 E 82ND ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 CASTLE POINTE BUSINESS PARK LLC    

CASTLE POINTE BUSINESS PARK LLC    

7202 E 82ND ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 
 MS CASTLETON LLC  

MS CASTLETON LLC  

14390 CLAY TERRACE BLVD STE 205 

CARMEL, IN 46032 
 

 
 NORTHEAST ENDOCRINOLOGY INVESTMENTS, LLC   

NORTHEAST ENDOCRINOLOGY INVESTMENTS, LLC   

8435  CLEARVISTA PL 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46256 
 

 COASTAL 86TH STREET LLC & KESSLER/BERWYN MEDICAL LLC  

COASTAL 86TH STREET LLC & KESSLER/BERWYN MEDICAL LLC  

231 VERNON ST 

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 
 

 
 WC-CASTLETON LLC     

WC-CASTLETON LLC     

PO BOX 4377 

WARSAW, IN 46581 
 

 
 AJJ PROPERTIES LLC 

AJJ PROPERTIES LLC 

5710 BROOKWOOD RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46226 
 

 R & T INVESTMENTS, LLC    

R & T INVESTMENTS, LLC    

7209 E 86TH ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 EXTRA SPACE PROPERTIES TWO LLC  

EXTRA SPACE PROPERTIES TWO LLC  

34405 W 12 MILE RD STE 215 

FARMINGTON HILLS, MI 48331 
 

 
 KJS, LLC & 421 REALTY COMPANY IN 

KJS, LLC & 421 REALTY COMPANY IN 

8463  CASTLEWOOD DR 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 LBT REALTY ENTERPRISES, LLC  

LBT REALTY ENTERPRISES, LLC  

PO BOX 33057 

CINCINNATI, OH 45233 
 

 
 JORDAN CW LLC 

JORDAN CW LLC 

8783 RANDALL DR 

FISHERS, IN 46038 
 

 
 MC VAY, EDWARD L & MARY W  

MC VAY, EDWARD L & MARY W  

8309 MISTY DR 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46236 
 

 INDIANA BELL TELEPHONE CO AMERITECH CORPORATION   

INDIANA BELL TELEPHONE CO AMERITECH CORPORATION   

ONE SBC CENTER ROOM 36-M-1 

SAINT LOUIS, MO 63101 
 

 
 ECK, JEANNE N  TRUSTEE OF THE JEANNE N ECK  REVOCABLE 
TRUST  

6126 BRAMSHAW RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 
 

 
 KELLER, NANCY C & CHARLES W, JR 

KELLER, NANCY C & CHARLES W, JR 

8302  MASTERS RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 HERRING-LAUGHNER, ELIZABETH A 

HERRING-LAUGHNER, ELIZABETH A 

300 N MERIDIAN ST STE 1100 BGBC PARTERS LLP 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46204 
 

 
 ARC HOSPITALITY PORTFOLIO II OWNER LLC    

ARC HOSPITALITY PORTFOLIO II OWNER LLC    

3950 UNIVERSITY DR STE 301 

FAIRFAX, VA 22030 
 

 
 ARTEK PROPERTIES, INC &  COOK PROPERTIES, INC.   

ARTEK PROPERTIES, INC &  COOK PROPERTIES, INC.   

PO BOX 5399 

LOUISVILLE, KY 40255 
 

 INKY SES INDIANAPOLIS LLC   

INKY SES INDIANAPOLIS LLC   

29 N WACKER DR STE 200 

CHICAGO, IL 60606 
 

 
 SEXTON REALTY, LLC    

SEXTON REALTY, LLC    

5806 N DEARBORN ST 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220 
 

 
  CHAMPER LLC    

 CHAMPER LLC    

8047 CASTLETON RD 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
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 WHEATON VAN LINES INC  

WHEATON VAN LINES INC  

PO BOX 50800 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

Via Email on July 28, 2017: 
Joel Smith, City of Indy 
Michael Huber, Chamber of Commerce 
Kristina Uland, KIBI 
Kim Mathews, BRAG 
Jessica Tower, Lawrence Chamber 

Added on August 8, 2017: 
Spirit of Joy Lutheran Church’s headquarters, 
3535 Kessler Blvd E Dr., 46220 
Independence Royalty Trust (per email from 
BayView apartments)
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From: Indiana Department of Transportation
To: Port, Juliet
Subject: INDOT to host public open house regarding proposed Clear Path 465 project in Indianapolis, Marion County
Date: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 2:55:02 PM

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE – Clear Path 465

The Indiana Department of Transportation will host a public open house on Wednesday,
August 23, 2017, beginning at 6:00 p.m. at Heritage Christian High School, 6401 East 75th

Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46250. A brief presentation will be held at 6:30 p.m.  Displays
and representatives will be available prior to and following the presentation until 8:00 p.m.  The
public should enter through the main entrance and follow signage to the meeting room.

The purpose of the public open house is to offer all interested persons an opportunity to
comment on the range of alternatives under consideration for the proposed I-465/I-69
Interchange Improvement with Added Travel Lanes. The project has been named “Clear Path
465”.

The proposed Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis. The
proposed project includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge
(approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69) to Fall Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69).
Portions of I-69 will be reconstructed between I-465 and 82nd Street to accommodate a
modified I-465/I-69 interchange configuration.

Project information may be viewed by visiting the Clear Path 465 website at
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com]. Sign-up to receive Clear Path 465
project updates via email or text message (rates may apply) at
alerts.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com]. You may also follow the project @ClearPath465 on
Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.

In accordance with the Americans with Disability Act (ADA) and with advance notice, INDOT
can provide accommodation for persons with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services
such as sign language interpretation, large print materials, Communication Access Real Time or
CART (typed text to a visual presentation) and/or other related services. If you are an individual
with a disability or represent an ADA stakeholder group and require accommodation related to
participating at the public open house, you are encouraged to contact the INDOT Office of
Public Involvement at (317) 232-6601 or email rclark@indot.in.gov. In addition,
accommodation for persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP), such as language
interpretation services and document conversion services, can be arranged by contacting the
INDOT Office of Public Involvement.

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or email address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your
Subscriber Preferences Page[links.govdelivery.com]. You will need to use your email address to log in. If
you have questions or problems with the subscription service, please visit
subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com[links.govdelivery.com].

This service is provided to you at no charge by Indiana Department of
Transportation[links.govdelivery.com].

Click here[links.govdelivery.com] to receive Silver Alerts.

This email was sent to Juliet.Port@Parsons.com using GovDelivery Communications Cloud on
behalf of: Indiana Department of Transportation · 100 N. Senate Ave., IGCN 755 · Indianapolis,
IN 46204 · 866-849-1368
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From: Indiana Department of Transportation
To: Port, Juliet
Subject: Informational Open House Planned for Clear Path 465: The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange Project
Date: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 3:01:16 PM

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page[links.govdelivery.com].

ClearPath465 header

[links.govdelivery.com]

Informational Open House Planned for Clear Path 465: 

The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange Project

ClearPath465 project area map

[links.govdelivery.com]

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is holding an open-house meeting for the proposed Interstate 465 and
Interstate 69 interchange improvement and added travel lanes project (Clear Path 465) on the northeast side of Indianapolis.

The purpose of the open house is to present information, display preliminary design alternatives, and offer an opportunity for the
public to consider and comment on the proposed project.

The proposed Clear Path 465 project includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles
west of I-69) to Fall Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69). Portions of I-69 will be rebuilt between I-465 and 82nd Street
to accommodate a modified I-465 and I-69 interchange configuration.

The open house is scheduled for Wednesday, August 23, 2017, from 6:00 p.m. until 8 p.m. at the Heritage Christian

School (6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis). A brief presentation will be held at 6:30 p.m.  The project team will be available
before and after the presentation to provide information and answer questions.

Stay informed

Clear Path 465 project information will be posted at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com].
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From: Indiana Department of Transportation
To: Port, Juliet
Subject: Informational Open House TOMORROW for Clear Path 465: The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange Project
Date: Tuesday, August 22, 2017 9:28:44 AM

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page[links.govdelivery.com].

ClearPath465 header

[links.govdelivery.com]

Informational Open House TOMORROW for Clear Path 465: 

The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange Project

ClearPath465 project area map

[links.govdelivery.com]

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is holding an open-house meeting for the proposed Interstate 465 and
Interstate 69 interchange improvement and added travel lanes project (Clear Path 465) on the northeast side of Indianapolis.

The purpose of the open house is to present information, display preliminary design alternatives, and offer an opportunity for the
public to consider and comment on the proposed project.

The proposed Clear Path 465 project includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles
west of I-69) to Fall Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69). Portions of I-69 will be rebuilt between I-465 and 82nd Street
to accommodate a modified I-465 and I-69 interchange configuration.

The open house is scheduled for Wednesday, August 23, 2017, from 6:00 p.m. until 8 p.m. at the Heritage Christian

School (6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis). A brief presentation will be held at 6:30 p.m.  The project team will be available
before and after the presentation to provide information and answer questions.

Stay informed

Clear Path 465 project information will be posted at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com].
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Port, Juliet

From: Indiana Department of Transportation <indot@subscriptions.in.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 3:01 PM
To: Port, Juliet
Subject: Informational Open House Planned for Clear Path 465: The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange 

Project

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page[links.govdelivery.com].

[links.govdelivery.com]

Informational Open House Planned for Clear Path 465:   

The I-465 & I-69 Northeast Interchange Project 

[links.govdelivery.com]
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The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is holding an open-house meeting for the proposed 
Interstate 465 and Interstate 69 interchange improvement and added travel lanes project (Clear Path 
465) on the northeast side of Indianapolis.  

The purpose of the open house is to present information, display preliminary design alternatives, and 
offer an opportunity for the public to consider and comment on the proposed project. 

The proposed Clear Path 465 project includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge 
(approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69) to Fall Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69). Portions of I-
69 will be rebuilt between I-465 and 82nd Street to accommodate a modified I-465 and I-69 interchange 
configuration. 

The open house is scheduled for Wednesday, August 23, 2017, from 6:00 p.m. until 8 p.m. at the 
Heritage Christian School (6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis). A brief presentation will be held 
at 6:30 p.m.  The project team will be available before and after the presentation to provide information 
and answer questions. 

Stay informed  
Clear Path 465 project information will be posted 
at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com].

Sign up to receive project updates via email or text message (rates may apply) 
at alerts.indot.in.gov[links.govdelivery.com].

Follow @ClearPath465 
on Twitter[links.govdelivery.com], Facebook[links.govdelivery.com] and Instagram[links.govdelivery.com].

Follow @INDOTEast on Twitter[links.govdelivery.com] and follow 
@INDOTEastCentral on Facebook[links.govdelivery.com] and Instagram[links.govdelivery.com].

[links.govdelivery.com]
About Next Level Roads
“In Indiana, the Crossroads of America is more than a motto; it’s our mission.” 
– Governor Eric Holcomb 

Next Level Roads is Governor Eric J. Holcomb’s initiative to elevate Indiana’s economic competitiveness 
and quality of life for all Hoosiers through investment in transportation infrastructure. This sustainable, 
data-driven plan dedicates more than $30 billion over the next 20 years to improving the conditions of 
existing roads and bridges – both state and local, finishing major projects, and building for the future. 
Next Level Roads is enhancing Indiana’s position as a leader in freight and logistics and empowering 
cities, towns and counties to build communities that attract jobs and talent. Learn more about Next Level 
Roads at in.gov/indot[links.govdelivery.com].

About the Indiana Department of Transportation
INDOT empowers businesses to deliver Indiana to the world and bring the world to Indiana by providing a 
transportation network that is second to none. The agency builds and maintains more than 28,000 lane 
miles of highway and 5,600 bridges, and provides oversight for 117 public aviation facilities and more 
than 4,000 miles of active rail lines. Indiana ranked as the #1 state in the U.S. for infrastructure in CNBC’s 
2016 “Top States for Business” ranking.Learn more about INDOT at in.gov/indot[links.govdelivery.com].

Customer Service
INDOT East Central District Office  
32 South Broadway 
Greenfield, IN  46140 
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http://www.insideindianabusiness.com/
story/36233329/state-seeks-input-on-
clear-path-465-project
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www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer

Greenfield District
32 South Broadway
Greenfield, IN 46140

PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 
FAX: (317) 467-3957

Eric Holcomb, Governor
Joe McGuinness, 
Commissioner

July 28, 2017

Ms. Anna Gremling
Executive Director
Indy MPO
200 East Washington Street
Suite 1922
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Ms. Gremling,

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), has initiated project planning, including an Environmental Assessment (EA), for the proposed 
I-465/I-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana, also known as 
the “Clear Path 465” project.

Your organization has been identified as possibly having interest in the project.  INDOT and FHWA recognize 
the value of public outreach and stakeholder participation in the transportation decision-making process. With 
this letter, we extend an invitation for your organization to be involved.  

Project Description 

The proposed Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis.  The proposed project 
includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69) to Fall 
Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69).  Portions of I-69 will be reconstructed between I-465 and 82nd 
Street to accommodate a modified I-465/I-69 interchange configuration.  A map of the project study area is 
attached.  

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) 

For the Clear Path 465 project, a community advisory committee (CAC) will serve in an advisory capacity and 
provide valuable agency and community input.  The CAC will consist of individual stakeholders who will meet 
to provide input and facilitate discussion during project development. 

A CAC is a group of stakeholders that discusses study-related issues or concerns during project development. 
CAC members serve as liaisons between the community or organization they represent and the Project Team. 
The Project Team is a group that includes INDOT, FHWA, and a team of consulting engineers, scientists, 
traffic planners, public outreach professionals, etc.

CACs provide a forum for project stakeholders to learn about a particular project, share their views with the 
Project Team, identify and resolve local concerns, and discuss project issues with one another. The objective 
of a CAC is to provide project information to stakeholders and receive public and agency input in a two-way 
communication process. Although INDOT and FHWA will maintain ultimate authority over decisions regarding 
the project, the CAC will serve an important advisory role to the Project Team. 

CAC members do not need to have in-depth knowledge of the project, but a general understanding of the 
project is encouraged.  Your participation would not imply that your organization either supports the proposal or 
has any special expertise with respect to the evaluation of the project. 

Sample CAC invitation 
letter.
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We suggest that your organization’s role in the development of the above project should include the following 
as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the project’s purpose and need, the range of 
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the alternatives 
analysis.

2. Participate in the CAC meeting(s) as appropriate.
3. Timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to reflect the views 

and concerns of your organization on the adequacy of the document, alternatives considered, 
anticipated impacts and mitigation.

CAC Meeting 

The first meeting is scheduled for:
Wednesday, August 16, 2017, starting at 5:00 p.m.
Heritage Christian School, 6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis, IN 46250

Please respond to INDOT in writing to accept or decline this invitation. In your response, please indicate if you 
will be able to participate in this meeting. It is preferred that each CAC member organization designates an 
individual to serve as a single point of contact throughout the duration of the project. If possible, in your 
response, please indicate who that individual will be for your organization and their contact information.

Tentative/Preliminary Project Schedule 

Summer 2017 Conduct stakeholder and public meetings

Fall 2017 Select preferred alternative

Spring 2019 Publish Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), hold public hearing

Summer 2019 Publish Final EA 

Spring 2020 Begin construction

Follow Us 

The project website is www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov. Information from the public open house will be posted 
on the website, and interested parties can sign-up to receive project updates via text or email.  You can also 
follow @ClearPath465 on Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss 
the project or our organizations’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of the EA, please 
contact Nicole Gearlds at ngearlds@indot.in.gov or (317) 467-3986.

Sincerely,

Nicole Gearlds
Project Manager
INDOT, Greenfield District

Project Map 
intentionally omitted. 

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-31



Agency Sal. First Last Name Title Phone Email Mailing 1 Mailing 2 City State Zip
Mayor's Neighborhood Advocate - 
Northeast Mr Joel Smith

City of Indianapolis 
Mayor's Office 317.327.5121 joel.smith@indy.gov 200 East Washington Stre Indianapolis Indiana 46204

Federal Highway Adminstration Ms. Michelle Allen michelle.allen@dot.gov Federal Office Building, R 575 N. PennsylvanIndianapolis Indiana 46204
Federal Highway Adminstration Ms. Eryn Fletcher Senior Transportation E317-226-7489 eryn.fletcher@dot.gov Federal Office Building, R 575 N. PennsylvanIndianapolis
INDOT Mr. Doug Dagley Project Manager 317-467-3988 ddagley@indot.in.gov Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway Greenfield Indiana 46140
Greenfield District Ms. Nicole Gearlds Project Manager 317-467-3986 ngearlds@indot.in.gov Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway Greenfield Indiana 46140
Greenfield District Mr. Nathan Riggs Greenfield Media Relat 317-467-3479 x14838nriggs@indot.in.gov Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway Greenfield Indiana 46140
Greenfield District Ms. Karstin Carmany-GeorEnvironmental 317-467-3467 KCarmanyGeorge2@indot.IN.Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway Greenfield Indiana 46140
Public Involvement Mr. Rickie Clark Public Hearing Manage 317-232-6601 RCLARK@indot.IN.gov 100 North Senate AvenueRoom N642 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Rail Office Ms. Venetta Keefe Rail Programs Manager317-232-1474 vkeefe@indot.in.gov 100 North Senate AvenueIGCN 955 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Office of Aviation Mr. Adam French Development Specialist317-232-1477 AFrench2@indot.IN.gov   Office of Aviation 100 N Senate Ave Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Department of Public Works Mr. Daniel Parker Director (317) 327-7837 Daniel.Parker@indy.gov 200 East Washington StreSuite 2460 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Department of Public Works Ms. Katie Robinson Director of the Office of (317) 327-8425 Katie.Robinson@indy.gov 200 East Washington StreSuite 2460 Indianapolis Indiana 46625
Department of Public Works Mr. Tim Joyce Deputy Director of Policy and Planning tim.joyce@indy.gov 200 East Washington StreSuite 2460 Indianapolis Indiana 46625
Department of Metropolitan DevelopMs. Emily Mack Director  emily.mack@indy.gov 200 East Washington StreSuite 2042 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Indy MPO Ms. Anna Gremling Executive Director 317-327-5487 anna.gremling@indy.gov 200 East Washington StreSuite 1922 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Hoosier Heritage Port Authority Ms. Rhonda Klopfenstein 317-776-8268 rhondask@frontier.com 33 N 9th Street Suite 215 Noblesville Indiana 46060
Metrolpolitan School District of 
Lawrence Township Dr. Shawn Smith Superintendent 317-423-8200 6501 Sunnyside Road Indianapolis Indiana 46236
Indiana Department of Homeland SeMr. Bryan Langley Agency Director 317-234-8973 blangley@dhs.in.gov 302 W. Washington St. Rm E208 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Indiana State Police Superint Douglas Carter Superintendent 317-232-8248 isp@isp.in.gov IGCN N302 100 North Senate Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Indianapolis Fire Department Chief Ernest Malone IFD Chief 317-327-6041 955 Ft. Wayne Avenue Indianapolis Indiana 46202
Indianapolis Metropolitan Police DepChief Bryan Roach Police Chief 317-327-3811 50 North Alabama Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Marion County Health and Hospital Mr. Greg Hall Emergency Preparedne317-221-3354 ghall@hhcorp.org 2951 East 38th Street Suite 101 Indianapolis Indiana 46218
Community Health Network Mr. Brian Mills President and CEO 317-621-1878 7330 Shadeland Station Suite 200 Indianapolis Indiana 46256
Center Ms. Barbara Elliot President and CEO 317.849.8222 8102 Clearvista Parkway Indianapolis Indiana 46256
Hamilton County Emergency ManageMr. Erin Rowe Executive Director 317-770-4436 erin.rowe@hamiltoncounty.in18100 Cumberland Parkway Noblesville Indiana 46060
Fishers Police Chief Mitch Thompson Chief of Police 317-595-3300 thompsonm@fishers.in.us 4 Municipal Drive Fishers Indiana 46038
Hamilton County Highway DepartmenMr. Bradley JameDavis Director 317-773-7770 bradley.davis@hamiltoncoun 1700 South 10th Street Noblesville Indiana 46060
City of Indianapolis Mayor Joe Hogsett Mayor of Indianapolis 317-327-3601 2501 City-County Building200 East WashingIndianapolis Indiana 46204
City of Fishers Mayor Scott Fadness Mayor of Fishers 317-595-3111 mayorfadness@fishers.in.us 1 Municipal Drive Fishers Indiana 46038
House District 95 State ReJohn Bartlett State Representative 800-382-9842 h95@iga.in.gov 200 W Washington St Indianapolis Indiana 46204
House District 87 State ReCarey Hamilton State Representative 800-382-9842 h87@iga.in.gov 200 W Washington St Indianapolis Indiana 46204
City/County Council District 3 CouncilwChristine Scales City/County Councilwom317-578-8901 cscales_2000@yahoo.com 5133 Plantation Drive Indianapolis Indiana 46250

City/County Council District 4 CouncilmMichael J. McQuillen City/County Councilman317-374-1481 mike@mikemcquillen.com P.O. Box 50022 Indianapolis Indiana 46250
City of Fishers City Council Mr. David George City Council President 317-595-3111 george@fishers.in.us 1 Municipal Drive Fishers Indiana 46038
City of Fishers City Council Mr. Pete Peterson City Council southeast d317-595-3111 petersonp@fishers.in.us 1 Municipal Drive Fishers Indiana 46038
Board of Hamilton County CommissioCommissChristine Altman President, Board of Com317-776-8527 christine.altman@hamiltoncoOne Hamilton County SquSuite 206 Noblesville Indiana 46060

CAC Mailing List  
July 18, 2017
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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting Summary  
Clear Path Northeast (I-465 / I-69 Interchange Improvement Project with Added Travel Lanes) 
Des. No. 1400075 
August 16, 2017, 5:00pm, Heritage Christian School 

ATTENDANTS 
Name Email 
Brent Alspach BAlspach@isp.IN.gov 
Dave Ayala  Dave.Ayala@parsons.com 
Mark Perron Mark.Perron@parsons.com 
Nicole Gearlds NGearlds@indot.in.gov 
Chris Myers Chris.Myers@indot.in.gov 
Carl Chaifetz  Carl.Chaifetz@parsons.com 
Dan Miller Daniel.J.Miller@parsons.com 
Juliet Port Juliet.Port@parsons.com 
Kurtis Plohr Kurtis.Plohr@parsons.com 
Craig Moore  Craig.Moore@parsons.com 
Taylor Darrah  TDarrah@indot.in.gov  
Larry Jones LarryJones@indy.gov 
Dennis Peters Dennis.Peters@indy.gov 
Allen Pekareh  Allen.Pekarek@indy.gov 
Joel Smith Joel.Smith@indy.gov 
Andy Nahrwold  ANahrwold@indot.in.gov 
Anna Gremling  Anna.Gremling@indy.gov 
Jeff Payne  JPayne@isp.in.gov 
David Croston  DCroston@ecommunity.com 
Mike McQuillen Mike@mikemcquillen.com 
Tom Rueschhoff TRueschhoff@indot.in.gov 
Kathy Krusie KKrusie@ecommunity.com 
Meredith Klekotka  Meredith.Klekotka@indy.gov 
Bradley Davis  Bradley.Davis@hamiltoncounty.in.gov 
Karstin Carmany-George KCarmanyGeorge2@indot.IN.gov 
Olivia Speckman  OSpeckman@indot.in.gov 
Jeff Hill  Hillj@fishers.in.us 
John Erickson  JErickson@dhs.in.gov 
Eryn Fletcher Eryn.Fletcher@dot.gov 
Rickie Clark RClark@indot.in.gov 
Roland Fegan D30fegan@indot.in.gov 

2 CAC Meeting Summary – Clear Path 465 Page 1 of 4  
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Proposal Title 2 CAC Meeting Summary – Clear Path 465 Page 2 of 4 

MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome and Introductions (PowerPoint slides 1 to 3) – Chris Myers, INDOT 

 Members of the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting were welcomed. The project team was
introduced.

 Nicole Gearlds is the INDOT Project Manager (PM) and is available for any questions or concerns.  Rickie Clark
represents the Office of Public Involvement.  Chris Myers is the Director of Communications for the INDOT
Greenfield District.

 INDOT is seeking information on how this project may impact the community and stakeholder groups, including
the organizations represented by the CAC members.  Priorities include reducing environmental impacts and
accommodating specific needs and requests brought forth by the CAC members to the fullest extent possible.

 CAC members introduced themselves.

 The August 23, 2017 Public Open House, project website, and meeting sign-in sheets were discussed.

CAC and Project Overview (PowerPoint slides 4 to 10) – Chris Myers, INDOT 

 Project Stakeholders, the roles, and benefits of the CAC were discussed (slides 4 to 6).  It was noted that the
CAC is important to the project development process and their input is critical to the decision-making process.

 Reasons for the Project were discussed (slide 7). There are a multitude of traffic concerns.  There are
bottlenecks on I-465 and I-69 in the AM and PM peaks (rush hour).  There are safety concerns as well, many due
to weaving movements.  There has been a lot of growth in the area, and now is our chance to make it right.

 Environmental Analysis was discussed.  Items of concern include, but are not limited to, streams, wetlands,
hazardous materials, endangered species, environmental justice (low income & minority populations), cultural
resources, community impacts, parks/trails, and noise.  CAC members were requested to identify any concerns,
such as potential environmental justice populations.

 Project Development was discussed (slide 9). The CAC is being held at the beginning of the project development
process.  Currently, the Project Team is analyzing alternatives, refining the purpose and need, and identifying
environmental concerns.  It is anticipated that a preferred alternative will be selected in the Fall of 2017.  An
Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared for this project.

 Next Steps and future stakeholder and public meetings were discussed (slide 10).  There will be additional
opportunities for comments and engagement as the project progresses.

Alternatives Analysis and Overview of Alternatives (PowerPoint slides 11 to 17) – Mark Perron, Parsons 

 Alternatives Analysis was discussed.  There are a number of important factors besides environmental impacts,
including safety and traffic, optimizing value, focusing on constructability, and keeping traffic moving during
construction.  Public and stakeholder input is important as well.  We are seeking feedback from the CAC
regarding your alternative preference.

 Alternatives A, B, and C were discussed (slides 12 to 17).  There are a lot of similarities between the alternatives.
There will be added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River to Fall Creek Road (regardless of the alternative).
Each alternative provides a direct connection from eastbound I-465 to northbound I-69.  The highlights of each
slide were explained.

Open Discussion. The floor of the meeting was opened-up to questions and discussion - moderated by Mark Perron; 
responses given by Mark Perron, Craig Moore and David Ayala, Parsons, and Chris Myers, INDOT. 

 Mike McQuillen –City-County Councilor, Indianapolis, Marion County

Question: Of the three alternatives, which has the most and which has the least impact on changing the face of 82nd 
Street? 
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Response: Alternatives A and B should have the least impact and should function similar to as they do today.  We still 
have to complete a lot of detailed analyses. Alternative C may have the most impact.  We shouldn’t be changing the look 
or feel of that area too much, they should be similar in terms of operation. 

Question: Is there a possibility of taking business and property along the sides of this project? 

Response: Yes, there is a possibility.  We aren’t certain at this point.  We are still refining the traffic models, and it’s going 
to come down to how many lanes we need on I-69.  We are trying to stay within existing right-of-way as much as possible. 

 David Croston – Vice President, Facilities, Construction and Engineering, Community Health Network 

Question/Comment: In terms of emergency vehicles, such as ambulances coming off at the 82nd Street interchange, 
have you considered how they can get through traffic? It is helpful to have extra wide shoulders to make sure they can 
get around traffic.  How do Alternatives B and C ramps differ at 82nd Street? 

Response: Existing ramps and shoulders were discussed, as well as the differences between alternatives at that 
interchange.  Reviewed applicable slides.  Maintaining emergency vehicle access is a high priority.  Further discussions 
on this topic will occur as the design progresses. 

 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 

Comment: I cannot stress how important it is to involve us in the process, because maintenance of traffic (MOT) is huge, 
and we need to be involved in the design. 

Response: Absolutely.  It’s a major component already under consideration, not just for the I-69 intersections but for I-
465 as well.  As we go through this process and select a preferred alternative, there will be a number of opportunities for 
all of the CAC members to engage, and the public as well.  As we dive into the details of the MOT and construction 
planning process, we will be seeking input from everyone.  The critical issues are to keep movements open, public safety, 
and all the different uses of this facility.  These factors are going to drive a lot of the design.  

 Meredith Klekotka, Transportation Director, Department of Metropolitan Development, City of Indianapolis 

Question: When do you anticipate knowing the real estate acquisition? When will you determine what the properties are 
and how many parcels? 

Response: After we select the preferred alternative and start the design, then we can start refining those details.  Right- 
of-way acquisition cannot start until after completion of the Environmental Assessment, due summer of 2019. 

Question: What are the traffic estimates for 82nd Street to southbound Binford Boulevard? 

Response: It’s about 300 vehicles during peak hours.  Those vehicles cross over all of the southbound I-69 traffic, which 
creates a lot of issues, contributing to the bottlenecks and queueing.  We are studying this issue. 

 Larry Jones, Deputy Director, Transportation – Engineering and Operations, Department of Public Works, City of 
Indianapolis  

Question: What is the determining factor on the number of lanes for northbound I-69 to 82nd Street? 

Response:  We are still determining that.  It has to do with giving priority to the most traffic and where the lanes drop out.  
It’s a balancing act. 

 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 

Question:  Alternative A is keeping the 2 loop ramps off I-465, but isn’t that part of the problem? 

Response: Yes, the loop ramps would remain, but both the northbound Binford traffic and 82nd St traffic would be barrier-
separated, so that should help with the weaving issues.  There are advantages and disadvantages that we are weighing. 
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 Roland Fegan – District Construction Diretor, INDOT Greenfield District 
 

Question: What about tying into existing Binford Boulevard on the south and I-69 on the north? Where on 465 are you 
tying in? 

Response:  Good questions, we are still determining these details.  On Binford Boulevard, we are considering a signal on 
the eastbound I-465 to southbound Binford ramp. There is a lot of traffic that exits that way and then has to get across 
Binford to turn left onto 75th Street.  We are still evaluating the impacts from that signal, and whether we need to add a 
third lane to get everyone through.  The project should tie in around 75th Street.  For I-69, the project should tie in 
somewhere around 86th Street.  Along I-465, the project goes all the way from the White River Bridge, which was widened 
a few year ago, to the Fall Creek Road bridge, which was also previously widened. 

 Brad Davis – Director, Hamilton County Highway Department 

Comment:  All of the alternatives need to account for continued growth along I-69 and increased demand for southbound 
I-69 to I-465 movements.  Heavy consideration should be given to the daily problems we have from these movements. 

Response: Yes, that’s a good point.  We are designing to year 2040 traffic projections.  We are looking to the future to 
make sure this is designed correctly. 

 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 

Question: So what’s the design life for this operation? 

Response:  The design life is 2040.  We’d like to get in and get out with value and avoid a lot of major construction any 
time soon.  The philosophy is to get all the problems solved, and anticipate what we can so we don’t have to disrupt this 
area again in the near future. 

 Dennis Peters, Department of Public Works, City of Indianapolis 
 

Question: Do you take into account all the utilities during the alternatives analysis, and is it a separate budget line? 

Response: Yes.  We will further evaluate the utility details before completion of the environmental analysis. 

 
Concluding statements were made, including further requests for feedback, a specific request for information relating to 
potential environmental justice (low income and minority) populations, and reiterating the project team will remain 
available for any questions or concerns. 
 
The above-summary and attached PowerPoint Slides represent our recollection of the pertinent discussion points, 
decisions, and action items from the meeting.  Please contact the preparer, Juliet Port, at Juliet.port@parsons.com, 
within thirty (30) days from your receipt of this document if you wish to make any additions or corrections.  If revisions 
are made, the updated summary will be re-sent to all the attendants.  Otherwise, this summary shall stand as the official 
record of the meeting. 
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Clear Path 465
August 2017

Project Location

Indianapolis

82nd St.

75th St.
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White River

Fall Creek

Hamilton County

Marion County

N
96th St.

• Introduction of Project Team

• Recognition of Those in 
Audience

• Upcoming Public Open House 
scheduled August 23, 2017, 6pm 
to 8pm

• Project website: 
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov

• Please sign‐in

Welcome Project Stakeholders 
• Indiana Department of 

Transportation
• Indiana Division Federal Highway 

Administration
• Elected & Local officials
• Transit
• Businesses 

• Emergency services
• Schools
• Religious Institutions 
• Community Organizations  
• Residents
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Role of the CAC
• Provide input throughout the NEPA Process
• Serves as a sounding board for study information and choices
• Facilitates collaborative problem solving, discussion of specific issues
• Serves as link to community, sharing project information

Benefits of the CAC
• Consistent communication
• Better understanding of stakeholder issues
• Detailed discussion of key issues
• Opportunity to hear differing views
• Promote collaborative problem solving
• Build understanding and support throughout the project

Reasons for the Project
• Several Key Movements have insufficient capacity which creates 

congestion and excessive delays.
Inadequate I‐465 and I‐69 mainline capacity to accommodate existing and 

future traffic volumes
I‐465 East to I‐69 North movement experiences a long queue due to a single 

lane, low speed loop ramp
I‐465 to I‐69 North movements conflict with traffic exiting at 82nd St.
I‐69 South to I‐465 West ramp merges with I‐465 West at the same time the 

outside ramp lane drops
Traffic using 82nd St. entrance ramp to access Binford South must cross all I‐69 

to I‐465 traffic
• Safety – Over 1,100 crashes occurred between 2011 and 2013. 

Contributing factors include congestion, excessive delays and 
inadequate weaving distances throughout the project area.

• Right‐of‐way
• Streams, Wetlands, and Other Waters
• Floodplains
• Endangered Species
• Farmland
• Cultural Resources 

(Historical/Archaeological) 
• Parks and Recreational Lands (Trails)
• Air Quality 

• Noise
• Community Impacts
• Environmental Justice (low income & 

minority populations)
• Hazardous Materials
• Permits
• Mitigation
• Public Involvement
• Commercial Development

Environmental Analysis  
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Project Development 

Project Selection

Environmental 
phase begins

Develop 
Purpose & Need 

Analyze 
alternatives

Early 
Coordination

Preliminary 
design phase 

Finalize 
environmental 

assessment and 
hold public 

hearing

Finding of No 
Significant 

Impact (FONSI)

Real Estate 
Acquisition

Construction   

• Environmental 
Analysis currently 
underway

• Fall 2017:  Select 
Preferred 
Alternative

• Spring 2019:  
Finalize 
Environmental 
Assessment (EA)

• Spring 2019:  Hold 
Public Hearing

• Summer 2019:  
Receive Finding of 
No Significant 
Impact (FONSI)

• Spring 2020:  Begin 
Construction

Future stakeholder & public meetings
• Public Open House: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 from 

6pm to 8pm at Heritage Christian School

• Upcoming Public Involvement:  Resource Agency 
coordination, environmental justice outreach, 
Transportation Management Plan and noise meetings

• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)

Next Steps

Alternative Analysis
The selection of the Preferred Alternative is based on many factors 
including:
• Safety
• Traffic Operations analysis
• Optimize Value
• Constructability
• Environmental considerations
• Public and Stakeholder Input

Note:  The proposed project is just getting under way, and many design elements (such as 
maintenance of traffic) are preliminary and being considered as part of the Alternatives Analysis.

1) Direct connection (over I‐465) from I‐465 
East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 

movement that avoids the existing loop ramp

2) I‐69 South to Binford South remains on left 
side of I‐69 and travels under I‐465

3) Direct connection (over I‐465 ramps and 
under I‐465) from 82nd St. to Binford South
• Removes I‐69 South weave movement

4) Direct connection from I‐465 and Binford
North to 82nd St.

5) Loop ramps remain with dedicated I‐465 
East to 82nd St. loop ramp

Alternative A at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange
N

3

1

5

4
2
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1) Split the I‐69 South entrance ramp at 82nd

St. to I‐465 ramps and direct connect 
ramp to Binford South

2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through 
82nd St. Interchange

3) One‐lane exit ramp at 82nd St.
4) Widen existing I‐69 Bridge over 82nd St.

Alternative A at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange

1

4

N

82nd St. 82nd St.

3

2

1) Direct connection (under I‐465) from I‐465 
East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 

movement that avoids the existing loop 
ramp

2) I‐69 South to Binford South remains on left 
side of I‐69 and travels over I‐465

3) Direct connection (over I‐465 ramps and I‐
465) from 82nd St. to Binford South
• Removes I‐69 South weave movement

4) I‐465 North to I‐69 North ramp merges on 
left side of I‐69

5) I‐465 East to I‐69 North loop ramp removed 
to eliminate weaving with Binford North 
traffic

Alternative B at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange

3

1

4

N

2

5

1) Split the I‐69 South entrance ramp at 
82nd St. to I‐465 ramps and direct 
connect ramp to Binford South (Same as 
Alternative A)

2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through 
82nd St. Interchange 
(Same as Alternative A)

3) Two‐lane exit from I‐69 North to 82nd St.
4) Widen existing I‐69 Bridge over 82nd St. 

(Same as Alternative A)

Alternative B at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange

1

4

2

N

82nd St. 82nd St.

3

1) Direct connection (under I‐465) from I‐
465 East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 

movement that avoids the existing loop 
ramps

2) Direct connection from I‐69 South and 
82nd St. to Binford South
• Under I‐465 Over 82nd St and I‐465 ramps

3) Direct connection from I‐465 and Binford
North to 82nd St.

4) Loop ramps remain with dedicated I‐465 
East to 82nd St. loop ramp

Alternative C at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange
N

2

4

3

1
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1) I‐69 South to Binford South exits on right
north of 82nd St., passes over 82nd St. and
under I‐465
• Removes weave from 82nd St. to Binford Blvd.

2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through
82nd St. interchange
(Same as Alternative A)

3) One‐lane exit from at 82nd St. (Same as
Alternative A)

4) Widen existing I‐69 bridge over 82nd St.
(Same as Alternative A)

Alternative C at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange

1

3

2

N

82nd St. 82nd St.

4

Questions & Discussion
• Fall 2017: Select Preferred Alternative
• Spring 2019: Finalize Environmental 

Assessment (EA), hold public hearing
• Spring 2020: Begin construction

• Future stakeholder & public meetings
• Public Open House: Wednesday, August 

23, 2017 from 6pm to 8pm at Heritage 
Christian School

• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)
Contact: Nicole Gearlds
Email: clearpath465@indot.in.gov

Project Summary

Visit the project website at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-41

J. Port
Text Box
17

J. Port
Text Box
18

J. Port
Text Box

J. Port
Text Box



From: Port, Juliet
To: Allen Pekarek; Andy Nahrwold; Anna Gremling; Ayala, Dave; bradley.davis@hamiltoncounty.in.gov; Bryan

Langley; Carey Hamilton; Carole Krol; Chad Tuttle; Chaifetz, Carl; Chanelle Mitchell; Chris Myers; Christine
Altman; Christine Scales; Daniel Parker; David Croston; David George; Dennis Peters; Douglas Carter; Emily
Mack; Erin Rowe; Eryn Fletcher; Greg Hall; Jeff Hill; Jeff Payne; Joel Smith; John Bartlett; John Erickson; Kari
Carmany-George; Kathy Krusie; Katie Robinson; Larry Jones; Megan Drummond; Meredith Klekotka; Michelle
Allen; Mike McQuillen; Miller, Daniel J; Moore, Craig; Nicole Gearlds; nriggs@indot.in.gov; Olivia Speckman;
Perron, Mark; Pete Peterson; Plohr, Kurtis; Rhonda Klopfenstein; Rickie Clark; Roland Fegan; Sargent Brent
Alspach; Scott Fadness; Taylor Darrah; Tim Joyce; Tom Rueschhoff; Tonya Claspell; Venetta Keefe

Subject: Clear Path 465 CAC Meeting Summary Des 1400075
Date: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 4:56:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Clear Path 465 Des1400075 CAC Meeting Summary 20170816.pdf

RE:      Clear Path 465
            Des. No. 1400075
            Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
            Meeting Summary for CAC Meeting held on August 16, 2017
 
Dear CAC Members and Attendees,
 
Thank you for your continued interest in the Clear Path 465 project. 
 
Attached is the meeting summary from August’s meeting.   We appreciate your time, and
we welcome any feedback you have.
 
Thank You,
 
Juliet Port, LPG
Senior Environmental Planner
110 W Ohio St., Suite 2121 - Indianapolis, IN 46204
juliet.port@parsons.com - P: +1 317.616.4693
                  
PARSONS - Envision More
www.parsons.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook           
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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting Summary  
Clear Path Northeast (I-465 / I-69 Interchange Improvement Project with Added Travel Lanes) 
Des. No. 1400075 
August 16, 2017, 5:00pm, Heritage Christian School 


ATTENDANTS 
Name Email 
Brent Alspach BAlspach@isp.IN.gov 
Dave Ayala  Dave.Ayala@parsons.com 
Mark Perron Mark.Perron@parsons.com 
Nicole Gearlds NGearlds@indot.in.gov 
Chris Myers Chris.Myers@indot.in.gov 
Carl Chaifetz  Carl.Chaifetz@parsons.com 
Dan Miller Daniel.J.Miller@parsons.com 
Juliet Port Juliet.Port@parsons.com 
Kurtis Plohr Kurtis.Plohr@parsons.com 
Craig Moore  Craig.Moore@parsons.com 
Taylor Darrah  TDarrah@indot.in.gov  
Larry Jones LarryJones@indy.gov 
Dennis Peters Dennis.Peters@indy.gov 
Allen Pekareh  Allen.Pekarek@indy.gov 
Joel Smith Joel.Smith@indy.gov 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
Welcome and Introductions (PowerPoint slides 1 to 3) – Chris Myers, INDOT 


 Members of the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting were welcomed. The project team was
introduced.


 Nicole Gearlds is the INDOT Project Manager (PM) and is available for any questions or concerns.  Rickie Clark
represents the Office of Public Involvement.  Chris Myers is the Director of Communications for the INDOT
Greenfield District.


 INDOT is seeking information on how this project may impact the community and stakeholder groups, including
the organizations represented by the CAC members.  Priorities include reducing environmental impacts and
accommodating specific needs and requests brought forth by the CAC members to the fullest extent possible.


 CAC members introduced themselves.


 The August 23, 2017 Public Open House, project website, and meeting sign-in sheets were discussed.


CAC and Project Overview (PowerPoint slides 4 to 10) – Chris Myers, INDOT 


 Project Stakeholders, the roles, and benefits of the CAC were discussed (slides 4 to 6).  It was noted that the
CAC is important to the project development process and their input is critical to the decision-making process.


 Reasons for the Project were discussed (slide 7). There are a multitude of traffic concerns.  There are
bottlenecks on I-465 and I-69 in the AM and PM peaks (rush hour).  There are safety concerns as well, many due
to weaving movements.  There has been a lot of growth in the area, and now is our chance to make it right.


 Environmental Analysis was discussed.  Items of concern include, but are not limited to, streams, wetlands,
hazardous materials, endangered species, environmental justice (low income & minority populations), cultural
resources, community impacts, parks/trails, and noise.  CAC members were requested to identify any concerns,
such as potential environmental justice populations.


 Project Development was discussed (slide 9). The CAC is being held at the beginning of the project development
process.  Currently, the Project Team is analyzing alternatives, refining the purpose and need, and identifying
environmental concerns.  It is anticipated that a preferred alternative will be selected in the Fall of 2017.  An
Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared for this project.


 Next Steps and future stakeholder and public meetings were discussed (slide 10).  There will be additional
opportunities for comments and engagement as the project progresses.


Alternatives Analysis and Overview of Alternatives (PowerPoint slides 11 to 17) – Mark Perron, Parsons 


 Alternatives Analysis was discussed.  There are a number of important factors besides environmental impacts,
including safety and traffic, optimizing value, focusing on constructability, and keeping traffic moving during
construction.  Public and stakeholder input is important as well.  We are seeking feedback from the CAC
regarding your alternative preference.


 Alternatives A, B, and C were discussed (slides 12 to 17).  There are a lot of similarities between the alternatives.
There will be added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River to Fall Creek Road (regardless of the alternative).
Each alternative provides a direct connection from eastbound I-465 to northbound I-69.  The highlights of each
slide were explained.


Open Discussion. The floor of the meeting was opened-up to questions and discussion - moderated by Mark Perron; 
responses given by Mark Perron, Craig Moore and David Ayala, Parsons, and Chris Myers, INDOT. 


 Mike McQuillen –City-County Councilor, Indianapolis, Marion County


Question: Of the three alternatives, which has the most and which has the least impact on changing the face of 82nd 
Street? 







 


Proposal Title 3 CAC Meeting Summary – Clear Path 465    Page 3 of 4 


Response: Alternatives A and B should have the least impact and should function similar to as they do today.  We still 
have to complete a lot of detailed analyses. Alternative C may have the most impact.  We shouldn’t be changing the look 
or feel of that area too much, they should be similar in terms of operation. 


Question: Is there a possibility of taking business and property along the sides of this project? 


Response: Yes, there is a possibility.  We aren’t certain at this point.  We are still refining the traffic models, and it’s going 
to come down to how many lanes we need on I-69.  We are trying to stay within existing right-of-way as much as possible. 


 David Croston – Vice President, Facilities, Construction and Engineering, Community Health Network 


Question/Comment: In terms of emergency vehicles, such as ambulances coming off at the 82nd Street interchange, 
have you considered how they can get through traffic? It is helpful to have extra wide shoulders to make sure they can 
get around traffic.  How do Alternatives B and C ramps differ at 82nd Street? 


Response: Existing ramps and shoulders were discussed, as well as the differences between alternatives at that 
interchange.  Reviewed applicable slides.  Maintaining emergency vehicle access is a high priority.  Further discussions 
on this topic will occur as the design progresses. 


 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 


Comment: I cannot stress how important it is to involve us in the process, because maintenance of traffic (MOT) is huge, 
and we need to be involved in the design. 


Response: Absolutely.  It’s a major component already under consideration, not just for the I-69 intersections but for I-
465 as well.  As we go through this process and select a preferred alternative, there will be a number of opportunities for 
all of the CAC members to engage, and the public as well.  As we dive into the details of the MOT and construction 
planning process, we will be seeking input from everyone.  The critical issues are to keep movements open, public safety, 
and all the different uses of this facility.  These factors are going to drive a lot of the design.  


 Meredith Klekotka, Transportation Director, Department of Metropolitan Development, City of Indianapolis 


Question: When do you anticipate knowing the real estate acquisition? When will you determine what the properties are 
and how many parcels? 


Response: After we select the preferred alternative and start the design, then we can start refining those details.  Right- 
of-way acquisition cannot start until after completion of the Environmental Assessment, due summer of 2019. 


Question: What are the traffic estimates for 82nd Street to southbound Binford Boulevard? 


Response: It’s about 300 vehicles during peak hours.  Those vehicles cross over all of the southbound I-69 traffic, which 
creates a lot of issues, contributing to the bottlenecks and queueing.  We are studying this issue. 


 Larry Jones, Deputy Director, Transportation – Engineering and Operations, Department of Public Works, City of 
Indianapolis  


Question: What is the determining factor on the number of lanes for northbound I-69 to 82nd Street? 


Response:  We are still determining that.  It has to do with giving priority to the most traffic and where the lanes drop out.  
It’s a balancing act. 


 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 


Question:  Alternative A is keeping the 2 loop ramps off I-465, but isn’t that part of the problem? 


Response: Yes, the loop ramps would remain, but both the northbound Binford traffic and 82nd St traffic would be barrier-
separated, so that should help with the weaving issues.  There are advantages and disadvantages that we are weighing. 
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 Roland Fegan – District Construction Diretor, INDOT Greenfield District 
 


Question: What about tying into existing Binford Boulevard on the south and I-69 on the north? Where on 465 are you 
tying in? 


Response:  Good questions, we are still determining these details.  On Binford Boulevard, we are considering a signal on 
the eastbound I-465 to southbound Binford ramp. There is a lot of traffic that exits that way and then has to get across 
Binford to turn left onto 75th Street.  We are still evaluating the impacts from that signal, and whether we need to add a 
third lane to get everyone through.  The project should tie in around 75th Street.  For I-69, the project should tie in 
somewhere around 86th Street.  Along I-465, the project goes all the way from the White River Bridge, which was widened 
a few year ago, to the Fall Creek Road bridge, which was also previously widened. 


 Brad Davis – Director, Hamilton County Highway Department 


Comment:  All of the alternatives need to account for continued growth along I-69 and increased demand for southbound 
I-69 to I-465 movements.  Heavy consideration should be given to the daily problems we have from these movements. 


Response: Yes, that’s a good point.  We are designing to year 2040 traffic projections.  We are looking to the future to 
make sure this is designed correctly. 


 David Nahrwold – Highway Engineer Supervisor 4, INDOT Greenfield District 


Question: So what’s the design life for this operation? 


Response:  The design life is 2040.  We’d like to get in and get out with value and avoid a lot of major construction any 
time soon.  The philosophy is to get all the problems solved, and anticipate what we can so we don’t have to disrupt this 
area again in the near future. 


 Dennis Peters, Department of Public Works, City of Indianapolis 
 


Question: Do you take into account all the utilities during the alternatives analysis, and is it a separate budget line? 


Response: Yes.  We will further evaluate the utility details before completion of the environmental analysis. 


 
Concluding statements were made, including further requests for feedback, a specific request for information relating to 
potential environmental justice (low income and minority) populations, and reiterating the project team will remain 
available for any questions or concerns. 
 
The above-summary and attached PowerPoint Slides represent our recollection of the pertinent discussion points, 
decisions, and action items from the meeting.  Please contact the preparer, Juliet Port, at Juliet.port@parsons.com, 
within thirty (30) days from your receipt of this document if you wish to make any additions or corrections.  If revisions 
are made, the updated summary will be re-sent to all the attendants.  Otherwise, this summary shall stand as the official 
record of the meeting. 
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• Introduction of Project Team


• Recognition of Those in 
Audience


• Upcoming Public Open House 
scheduled August 23, 2017, 6pm 
to 8pm


• Project website: 
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov


• Please sign‐in


Welcome Project Stakeholders 
• Indiana Department of 
Transportation


• Indiana Division Federal Highway 
Administration


• Elected & Local officials
• Transit
• Businesses 


• Emergency services
• Schools
• Religious Institutions 
• Community Organizations  
• Residents
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Role of the CAC
• Provide input throughout the NEPA Process
• Serves as a sounding board for study information and choices
• Facilitates collaborative problem solving, discussion of specific issues
• Serves as link to community, sharing project information


Benefits of the CAC
• Consistent communication
• Better understanding of stakeholder issues
• Detailed discussion of key issues
• Opportunity to hear differing views
• Promote collaborative problem solving
• Build understanding and support throughout the project


Reasons for the Project
• Several Key Movements have insufficient capacity which creates 
congestion and excessive delays.
Inadequate I‐465 and I‐69 mainline capacity to accommodate existing and 
future traffic volumes
I‐465 East to I‐69 North movement experiences a long queue due to a single 
lane, low speed loop ramp
I‐465 to I‐69 North movements conflict with traffic exiting at 82nd St.
I‐69 South to I‐465 West ramp merges with I‐465 West at the same time the 
outside ramp lane drops
Traffic using 82nd St. entrance ramp to access Binford South must cross all I‐69 
to I‐465 traffic


• Safety – Over 1,100 crashes occurred between 2011 and 2013. 
Contributing factors include congestion, excessive delays and 
inadequate weaving distances throughout the project area.


• Right‐of‐way
• Streams, Wetlands, and Other Waters
• Floodplains
• Endangered Species
• Farmland
• Cultural Resources 
(Historical/Archaeological) 


• Parks and Recreational Lands (Trails)
• Air Quality 


• Noise
• Community Impacts
• Environmental Justice (low income & 
minority populations)


• Hazardous Materials
• Permits
• Mitigation
• Public Involvement
• Commercial Development


Environmental Analysis  
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Project Development 


Project Selection


Environmental 
phase begins


Develop 
Purpose & Need 


Analyze 
alternatives


Early 
Coordination


Preliminary 
design phase 


Finalize 
environmental 
assessment and 
hold public 
hearing


Finding of No 
Significant 


Impact (FONSI)


Real Estate 
Acquisition


Construction   


• Environmental 
Analysis currently 
underway


• Fall 2017:  Select 
Preferred 
Alternative


• Spring 2019:  
Finalize 
Environmental 
Assessment (EA)


• Spring 2019:  Hold 
Public Hearing


• Summer 2019:  
Receive Finding of 
No Significant 
Impact (FONSI)


• Spring 2020:  Begin 
Construction


Future stakeholder & public meetings
• Public Open House: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 from 
6pm to 8pm at Heritage Christian School


• Upcoming Public Involvement:  Resource Agency 
coordination, environmental justice outreach, 
Transportation Management Plan and noise meetings


• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)


Next Steps


Alternative Analysis
The selection of the Preferred Alternative is based on many factors 
including:
• Safety
• Traffic Operations analysis
• Optimize Value
• Constructability
• Environmental considerations
• Public and Stakeholder Input


Note:  The proposed project is just getting under way, and many design elements (such as 
maintenance of traffic) are preliminary and being considered as part of the Alternatives Analysis.


1) Direct connection (over I‐465) from I‐465 
East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 
movement that avoids the existing loop ramp


2) I‐69 South to Binford South remains on left 
side of I‐69 and travels under I‐465


3) Direct connection (over I‐465 ramps and 
under I‐465) from 82nd St. to Binford South
• Removes I‐69 South weave movement


4) Direct connection from I‐465 and Binford
North to 82nd St.


5) Loop ramps remain with dedicated I‐465 
East to 82nd St. loop ramp


Alternative A at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange
N
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1) Split the I‐69 South entrance ramp at 82nd
St. to I‐465 ramps and direct connect 
ramp to Binford South


2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through 
82nd St. Interchange


3) One‐lane exit ramp at 82nd St.
4) Widen existing I‐69 Bridge over 82nd St.


Alternative A at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange


1


4


N


82nd St. 82nd St.


3


2


1) Direct connection (under I‐465) from I‐465 
East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 


movement that avoids the existing loop 
ramp


2) I‐69 South to Binford South remains on left 
side of I‐69 and travels over I‐465


3) Direct connection (over I‐465 ramps and I‐
465) from 82nd St. to Binford South
• Removes I‐69 South weave movement


4) I‐465 North to I‐69 North ramp merges on 
left side of I‐69


5) I‐465 East to I‐69 North loop ramp removed 
to eliminate weaving with Binford North 
traffic


Alternative B at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange
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1) Split the I‐69 South entrance ramp at 
82nd St. to I‐465 ramps and direct 
connect ramp to Binford South (Same as 
Alternative A)


2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through 
82nd St. Interchange 
(Same as Alternative A)


3) Two‐lane exit from I‐69 North to 82nd St.
4) Widen existing I‐69 Bridge over 82nd St. 
(Same as Alternative A)


Alternative B at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange
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82nd St. 82nd St.


3


1) Direct connection (under I‐465) from I‐
465 East to I‐69 North
• Provides a direct higher speed ramp 


movement that avoids the existing loop 
ramps


2) Direct connection from I‐69 South and 
82nd St. to Binford South
• Under I‐465 Over 82nd St and I‐465 ramps


3) Direct connection from I‐465 and Binford
North to 82nd St.


4) Loop ramps remain with dedicated I‐465 
East to 82nd St. loop ramp


Alternative C at I‐465/I‐69 Interchange
N
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1) I‐69 South to Binford South exits on right
north of 82nd St., passes over 82nd St. and
under I‐465
• Removes weave from 82nd St. to Binford Blvd.


2) Five I‐69 North mainline lanes through
82nd St. interchange
(Same as Alternative A)


3) One‐lane exit from at 82nd St. (Same as
Alternative A)


4) Widen existing I‐69 bridge over 82nd St.
(Same as Alternative A)


Alternative C at I‐69/82nd St. Interchange
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82nd St. 82nd St.
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Questions & Discussion
• Fall 2017: Select Preferred Alternative
• Spring 2019: Finalize Environmental 
Assessment (EA), hold public hearing


• Spring 2020: Begin construction


• Future stakeholder & public meetings
• Public Open House: Wednesday, August 
23, 2017 from 6pm to 8pm at Heritage 
Christian School


• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)
Contact: Nicole Gearlds
Email: clearpath465@indot.in.gov


Project Summary


Visit the project website at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov
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Subject FW: I-69 Project and Community Hospital North.

From Gearlds, Nicole

To Chaifetz, Carl

Cc Perron, Mark; Port, Juliet; Miller, Daniel J

Sent Monday, September 18, 2017 8:43 AM

FYI

Nicole Gearlds

Project Manager - Greenfield District

32 South Broadway

Greenfield, IN 46140

Mobile: (317) 800-5785

Office: (317) 467-3986 (Cisco Extension: 14885)

Email: ngearlds@indot.in.gov

[facebook.com]

[twitter.com]

[youtube.com]

[in.gov]

[in.gov]

[in.gov]

From: Hayden, Mark [mailto:MHayden@ecommunity.com] 

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 3:56 PM

To: Gearlds, Nicole <NGearlds@indot.IN.gov>

Cc: Krusie, Kathy R. <KKrusie@ecommunity.com>; Croston, David C. <DCroston@ecommunity.com>

Subject: I-69 Project and Community Hospital North.

**** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click 
links from unknown senders or unexpected email. **** 

Nicole

I received your contact information from Kathy Krusie, the President of the Community North 

Hospitals. Kathy suggested I reach out to you be part of the dialog about this project as it impacts our 

campus. We would like to be proactive about the concerns we have regarding the impacts of the 

construction phases on traffic to and through our campus. We already experience some frustrated 

FW: I-69 Project and Community Hospital North.
Monday, September 18, 2017 8:57 AM
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construction phases on traffic to and through our campus. We already experience some frustrated 

drivers using our campus to avoid congestion at the intersection of 82nd and Shadeland. Specifically 

concerns relate to restrictions in traffic flows on 82nd, Shadeland and both north and south on 69 that 

cause unintended consequences for our campus. 

We are already experiencing frustrated motorists cutting through the Cancer Center lot to shortcut the 

intersection at 82nd and Shadeland to go East on 82nd. Some at reckless speed. We know some cut the 

same corner via Clearvista at our stoplight too.

•

Clearvista may also receive increased traffic from the East if there are bottlenecks getting on 69 or 

getting to Shadeland, both resulting in cut through traffic from west bound cars from 82nd Street near 

Medcheck. Commuters headed downtown can avoid delays with 69 by either heading down Shadeland 

to 465 or down to 75th to head toward Binford.

•

Grid lock in this area possess both public safety issues delaying emergency vehicles getting to our EDs as 

well as potential negative impacts of ambulances avoiding our campus.

•

Although all of this is the price of progress, we will need close cooperation with city and state officials to 

make sure mitigation strategies address traffic issues as best as possible during the implementation 

process that include.

A bias for public safety and access to our campus for emergent traffic from all directions as a 

management strategy throughout the project.

•

Project Phasing that limits the amount of simultaneous restrictions to traffic (i.e. more phases/longer 

project with gentler total disruptions) 

•

Adjustments to traffic signal timing to mitigate congestion including manual operation of signals if 

necessary.

•

Enforcement of speed limits and stop signs on our campus with swift response to escalations in 

dangerous behaviors.

•

Temporary restrictions or closing of the right turn in at the cancer center during peak times of day or 

especially congested times of the project (probably by our forces.)

•

We all look forward to continued improvements to the capacity of 465 and 69 that allow us all to travel 

more easily. We hope voicing our concerns and participating in the process will help to identify 

strategies to mitigate the impacts to our campus.

Mark

Mark Hayden

Senior Project Manager

Community Health Network

Office 317-355-5277

Cell 317-710-9258

mhayden@ecommunity.com

Facilities Construction and Engineering

13050 Parkside Drive Suite 100

Fishers, IN 46038

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: This e-mail contains information that may be privileged, 
confidential and subject to legal restrictions and penalties regarding its unauthorized disclosure 
or other use. You are prohibited from copying, distributing or otherwise using this information if 
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Clear Path 465
August 2017

• Introduce Project Team

• Open House Format

• Project website:
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov

• Electronic Form for Questions

• Please sign in

Public Open House Welcome

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-45

J Port
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Public Open House presentation 
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Purpose of the Public Open House
• Opportunity to provide input throughout the Environmental Process
• Discuss key issues
• Promote collaboration
• Build understanding and support throughout the project

Project Stakeholders
• Indiana Department of

Transportation
• Indiana Division Federal Highway

Administration
• Elected & Local officials
• Transit
• Businesses

• Emergency services
• Schools
• Religious Institutions
• Community Organizations
• Residents
• Motorists / Users of Facility

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-46
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Project Location
N

Reasons for the Project
• Several Key Movements have insufficient capacity which creates

congestion and excessive delays.
Inadequate I 465 and I 69 mainline capacity to accommodate existing and
future traffic volumes
I 465 East to I 69 North movement experiences a long queue due to a single
lane, low speed loop ramp
I 465 to I 69 North movements conflict with traffic exiting at 82nd St.
I 69 South to I 465 West ramp merges with I 465 West at the same time the
outside ramp lane drops
Traffic using 82nd St. entrance ramp to access Binford South must cross all I 69
to I 465 traffic

• Safety – Over 1,100 crashes occurred between 2011 and 2013.
Contributing factors include congestion, excessive delays and
inadequate weaving distances throughout the project area.

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-47
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Project Development Process

Project Selection

Environmental
phase begins

Develop
Purpose & Need

Analyze
Alternatives

Early
Coordination

Preliminary
design phase

Finalize
Environmental

Assessment and
hold Public

Hearing

Finding of No
Significant

Impact (FONSI)

Finalize Real
Estate

Acquisition
Complete

Design
Construction

• Environmental
Analysis currently
underway

• Fall 2017: Select
Preferred
Alternative

• Spring 2019:
Finalize
Environmental
Assessment (EA)

• Spring 2019: Hold
Public Hearing

• Summer 2019:
Receive Finding of
No Significant
Impact (FONSI)

• Spring 2020: Begin
Construction

• Right of way
• Streams, Wetlands, and Other Waters
• Floodplains
• Endangered Species
• Farmland
• Cultural Resources

(Historical/Archaeological)
• Parks and Recreational Lands (Trails)
• Air Quality

• Noise
• Community Impacts
• Environmental Justice (low income &

minority populations)
• Hazardous Materials
• Permits
• Mitigation
• Public Involvement
• Commercial Development

Environmental Analysis

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-48
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• Resource Agency Coordination
• Environmental Justice Outreach
• Transportation Management Plan Meetings
• Noise Meetings
• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)

Next Steps

Alternative Analysis
The Preferred Alternative Selection is based on many factors including:
• Safety
• Traffic Operations analysis
• Optimize Value
• Constructability
• Environmental considerations
• Public and Stakeholder Input
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Three Alternatives

Questions & Discussion
• Fall 2017: Select Preferred Alternative
• Spring 2019: Finalize Environmental

Assessment (EA), hold public hearing
• Spring 2020: Begin construction

• Opportunity for open discussion at
each location around the room

Email: clearpath465@indot.in.gov
INDOT Customer Service: (855) 463 6848

Project Summary

Visit the project website at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov
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www.in.gov/dot/ 
An Equal Opportunity Employer 

Greenfield District
32 South Broadway 
Greenfield, IN 46140 

PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 
FAX: (317) 467-3957 Eric Holcomb, Governor 

Joe McGuinness, 
Commissioner 

 

April 6, 2018 

Ms. Anna Gremling 
Executive Director 
Indy MPO 
200 East Washington Street
Suite 1922 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 

Dear Ms. Gremling, 

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), invites you to attend the second Community Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting for the proposed 
I-465/I-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana, also known as 
the “Clear Path 465” project. 

Project Description 

The proposed Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis.  The proposed project 
includes added travel lanes on I-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69) to Fall 
Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of I-69).  Portions of I-69 will be reconstructed between I-465 and 82nd 
Street to accommodate a modified I-465/I-69 interchange configuration.   

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) 

The CAC consists of important stakeholders who serve in an advisory capacity. The first CAC meeting was 
held on August 16, 2017. We received valuable feedback and appreciate everyone’s participation. Since that 
time, the project team has been busy evaluating alternatives and conducting further engineering and 
environmental studies. The purpose of this CAC is to present the current recommended alternative and provide 
project updates. The input we receive will assist with project development and the NEPA process. 

Second CAC Meeting 

The second meeting is scheduled for: 
Wednesday, May 9, 2018, starting at 2:00 p.m. 
Heritage Christian School, 6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis, IN 46250 

Please respond if you plan to attend the meeting by accepting the Outlook invitation or emailing 
juliet.port@parsons.com. 

Sample invitation to 
second CAC meeting.
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Tentative/Preliminary Project Schedule 

Spring 2019  Publish Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), hold public hearing 
 
Summer 2019  Publish Final EA  
 
Spring 2020  Begin construction 
 

Follow Us 

The project website is www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov. Interested parties can sign-up to receive project updates 
via text or email.  You can also follow @ClearPath465 on Twitter, Facebook and Instagram. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss 
the project or our organizations’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of the EA, please 
contact JoAnn Wooldridge at jwooldridge@indot.in.gov or (317) 467-3978. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
JoAnn Wooldridge 
Project Manager 
INDOT, Greenfield District
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Letters mailed or emailed April 6, 2018
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Meeting Summary –Public Involvement - Des.  1400075       

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting Summary  
Clear Path 465 (I-465/I-69 Interchange Improvement Project with Added Travel Lanes) 
Des.  No.  1400075 
May 9, 2018, 2:00pm, Heritage Christian School 

ATTENDANTS 
Name Email 
Dave Ayala  Dave.Ayala@parsons.com 
Mark Perron Mark.Perron@parsons.com 
Ed Ingle Ed.Ingle@heritagechristian.net      
Chris Myers Chris.Myers@indot.in.gov 
Nathan Riggs Niggs@indot.in.gov 
Dan Miller Daniel.J.Miller@parsons.com 
Juliet Port Juliet.Port@parsons.com 
JoAnn Wooldridge Jwooldridge@indot.in.gov 
LaMar Holliday Lholliday@indot.in.gov 
Mark Hayden Mhayden@ecommunity.com 
Greg Hall Ghall@hhcorp.com 
Michelle Allen Michelle.allen@dot.gov 
Chanelle Mitchell Cmitchell@cornerstonecompaniesinc.com 
Joel Smith Joel.Smith@indy.gov 
Jim Parish Jim.parish@msdlt.k12.in.us 
Chuck Taylor Chuck.taylor@heritagechristian.net 
Chad Tuttle Chad.tuttle@roche.com 
Bethany Natali Bethany@weintrautinc.com 
Mike McQuillen Mike@mikemcquillen.com 
Eryn Fletcher Eryn.Fletcher@dot.gov 
Rickie Clark Rclark@indot.in.gov 
Joel Smith Joel.smith@indy.gov 
Mark Zwoyer Mark.zwoyer@indy.gov 
Carey Hamilton H87@iga.in.gov 
Bradley Davis  Bradley.Davis@hamiltoncounty.in.gov 
Andre Denman Andre.denman@indy.gov 
Nathan Beadle Nathan.Beadle@heritagechristian.net  
Jeff Hill  Hillj@fishers.in.us 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
Mark Perron, Parsons Project Manager, and Dan Miller, Parsons Environmental Lead, presented the PowerPoint (copies 
of slides are attached). 
 
Committee members introduced themselves. Introductions were made around the room. The project website is 
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov. 
 
A summary of the Purpose and Need was provided along with hard copies of the full draft Purpose and Need statement 
(attached).  The primary needs stem from congestion and safety.  There is insufficient existing and future capacity.  From 
2013 to 2015, over 1,000 crashes were reported (almost one crash per day). Safety analyses indicate the causes 
include insufficient number of lanes and weaving movements. The purpose of the project is to improve overall traffic 
operations and improve safety. The Project Team is requesting comments on the draft Purpose and Need statement.  
 
Presented an overview of the project process, stakeholders, and the role of the CAC.   

 The recommended alternative was presented, and the Project Team is working on the design and additional 
environmental studies.  

 The Environmental Assessment (EA) and Public Hearing are scheduled for Spring of 2019.  
 The CAC is made of stakeholders who serve as a critical link to the community. The CAC meetings provide a 

forum for stakeholders to comment and collaborate.   
 
An overview of the environmental studies conducted to-date was presented.  An Environmental Screening Memorandum 
was prepared as part of the Alternatives Analysis (attached).  There are additional environmental studies and analyses 
underway, including right-of-way, Waters of the U.S. (streams and wetlands), Environmental Justice (EJ) (low income and 
minority populations), cultural resources (Section 106), parks/trails (Section 4(f)), and noise.   
 
The Project Team is seeking comments regarding EJ (low-income and minority populations).  A potential EJ population 
was identified northeast of the interchange where no new right-of-way is proposed, therefore a disproportionate impact is 
not anticipated.  The Project Team requests any information CAC members may have to help us identify potential EJ 
populations (e.g., religious groups).   
 
Noise Studies and Cultural Resource evaluations (aka Section 106) are ongoing.  In the future we will be holding 
additional meetings including: 

 “Kitchen-Table” meetings for affected property owners 
 EJ Outreach 
 Noise Meetings 
 Cultural resource Consulting Party meeting(s) 
 Transportation Management Planning (TMP) meetings to discuss construction maintenance of traffic phasing 
 Public Hearing  

 
Existing traffic conditions and the Alternatives Analysis were discussed.  There are traffic “Hot Spots” during the morning 
“AM Peak” along westbound I-465 and southbound I-69.  

 Along westbound I-465, the congestion propagates from the I-465/Allisonville Road interchange back to the 
east.   

 Along southbound I-69 there is a bottleneck at 82nd Street that builds north, and the bottlenecks from 
westbound I-465 spills back into the area. 

There are traffic “Hot Spots” during the evening, “PM Peak” along eastbound I-465 and northbound I-69. 
 Along eastbound I-465 from I-69 to the Allisonville interchange. 
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 Along northbound I-69 between I-465 and the 82nd Street interchange, which spills along northbound I-465 to 
the 56th Street/Shadeland interchange. 
 

An overview of Alternatives A, B, and C (see attachments) was provided along with comparison tables of various metrics 
used to compare the alternatives. The three alternatives are similar and generally include the same footprint, primarily 
within existing right-of-way. The No Build Alternative was also analyzed. 
 
The results from the Alternatives Analysis were summarized and discussed. As shown on the slides, the analysis included 
traffic operations, safety, driver expectancy, constructability/long-term maintenance, and environmental impacts. All of 
the alternatives meet the project’s purpose and need, except the No Build Alternative. The result of the analyses is a 
recommended alternative, called “Alternative C-Modified”.  Elements of the original Alternative C were modified to 
minimize issues and maximize safety, constructability, value, and operations.  Key elements include barrier-separated 
movements to eliminate weaving conditions and many off-line elements that can be constructed with little to no 
disruption to ongoing traffic. The Project Team is seeking comments regarding the recommended Alternative C-Modified 
as well as the other alternatives under evaluation. 
 
Questions and Responses: 
Carrie Hamilton, State Representative 
 Why aren’t the neighborhoods at this meeting? (Note – this comment was asked before the meeting began) 
The purpose of the CAC is to engage specific stakeholders including local transportation agencies, emergency 
management, major employers, and elected officials. The City of Indianapolis Mayor’s Neighborhood Liaison, Joel, has 
attended both CAC meetings as well as the public open house. The neighborhood groups were invited to the public open 
house. Area residents will have additional opportunities for engagement through social media, traditional media, 
“kitchen-table” meetings, and the Public Hearing.  Noise meetings will be held for impacted receivers, and Consulting 
Party meetings will be held for those neighborhoods deemed eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. 
 
Mark Hayden, Community Health 
 What is the duration of construction? Could this project conflict with other programmed projects in the area? We are 
concerned about a cumulative impact due to multiple simultaneous roadway construction projects for emergency 
vehicles and other hospital access. 
We aren’t sure yet. We will have TMP meetings. The Project Team will coordinate with adjacent projects to minimize 
conflicts between work zones.  
 
Mike McQuillen, City-County Councilor 
 What are the advantages of Alternative C-Modified, especially regarding the local traffic?  
Safety is the biggest advantage, and both Alternatives A and C include barrier separated local traffic that will improve 
safety and greatly improve traffic operations.  Drivers will have to make their decision early, for example southbound I-69 
drivers would decide north of the 82nd Street interchange.  Currently, southbound motorists traveling to Binford cross 
several congested lanes, so separating them is a big advantage.  Other advantages include constructability, driver 
expectancy, operations, and long-term maintenance. 
 
Greg Hall, Marion County Health Department 
 Does your analysis consider diverted traffic and impacts to surrounding roadways during construction? Traffic is 
often diverted to local streets, e  specially during backups. Construction may affect public safety and increase issues on 
local roads.   
Yes, this will be analyzed and discussed further during TMP meetings and EJ evaluations. That’s one of the reasons we 
are recommending an alternative that includes building as much as possible offline to limit these issues. We will be 
reaching out to emergency management, schools systems, and other stakeholders to address these concerns further in 
the TMP meetings.   

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-68



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Proposal Title 4 CAC Meeting #2 Summary – Clear Path 465    Page 4 of 5 

 
Chad Tuttle, Roche Diagnostics 
 Will there be public meetings as well? 
Yes, in addition to the Open House we held last year, we will have further meetings (see list on page 2). 
 
Brad Davis, Hamilton County 
 Where are the (northbound) lane drops and merge points? 
Along I-465 and I-69, there are current lane drops that would be eliminated by the added travel lanes from this project. 
Northbound Binford splits south of the loop ramps where one lane travels on a barrier separated ramp to 82nd Street, 
and two lanes continue towards northbound I-69.  The two Binford lanes merge with the two-lane eastbound I-465 to 
northbound I-69 ramp and the right lane (from Binford) drops.  Three northbound lanes continue on and merge with the 
three-lane northbound I-465 to northbound I-69 ramp.  The six lanes continue north and the right lane (originally from 
the northbound I-465 to northbound I-69 ramp) drops north of 82nd Street.  Five northbound I-69 lanes continue north 
and tie-in with existing pavement.  The 82nd Street to northbound I-69 ramp will be reconstructed to merge into the five 
mainline northbound lanes.  
 
Mark Zwoyer, City of Indianapolis DPW 
 Are you performing Diversion Studies? Some of the local roads are in need of maintenance. 
Yes, there will be some level of analysis and coordination in future TMP meetings. 
 
Rickie Clark, INDOT 
 Have you done your noise analyses yet? 
We are just beginning now that we have a recommended alternative. We know people are concerned about noise, but 
we need to develop the necessary engineering details such as horizontal and vertical alignments in order to complete 
the analyses.  
 
Carrie Hamilton, State Representative 
 When will Noise meetings be conducted? Have surveys gone out yet, do those get sent before or after the meeting? 
The noise meetings will be conducted after we’ve completed the noise analysis, we are aiming for the end of the year.  
Noise will also play into the Section 106 process and assessing potential impacts to historic districts determined eligible 
for the National Register. We will send the meeting invitations and surveys to the residents and businesses that qualify 
for noise walls.  
 
Mike McQuillen, City/County Councilor 
 The community members are very concerned, active, and need to be involved. The public open house was very 
helpful. The community needs to have more opportunities to be involved.  
Yes, the neighborhoods will have further opportunities for engagement (see list on page 2). 
 
Andre Denman, Indy Parks 
 Will the bridge over the former Nickel Plate railroad be designed to accommodate trains? 
Yes, because the bridges are a critical design element in the middle of the interchange, the bridges will be designed to 
accommodate trains. However, this would not impede their conversion to trail use, should that proposal move forward. 
 
Brad Davis, Hamilton County 
 Are you planning Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)? 
Yes, there is an existing ITS tower that will be moved, and we intend to replace, relocate and enhance that system. 
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Jeff Hill, City of Fishers 
 How about costs, how does the recommended alternative compare? What do you see as the most challenging part? 
I like your plans to build offline, but will the tighter geometrics’ create a concern for safety (e.g., roll-overs)? 
Yes, the project team did weigh costs, but they were very close, so costs did not become a differentiator between 
alternatives. The Alternative C-Modified does have slightly lower projected costs. However, maintenance and 
constructability has more impact on the decisions.  Challenges will be contract(s), traffic, and maintenance.  The TMP 
meetings will be critical to designing a successful maintenance of traffic plan.  The eastbound to 82nd Street loop ramp 
has been made larger to increase the design speed to 30 mph.  The southbound I-69 to southbound I-465 ramp will be 
designed to maintain a 45-mph design speed. 
 
Rickie Clark, INDOT 
 Where are the 5 relocations? 
West side of I-69 between the main interchange and 82nd St. Includes Suburban Extended Stay Hotel, Carvana 
dealership (under construction), a vacant building, and some small businesses including a plumber. 
 
Andre Denman, Indy Parks 
 Would the wooded lot be used for mitigation? 
No, it will be for the ramps and storm water retention. Some of it may be considered excess property. Hydraulic studies 
are pending. 
 
Brad Davis, Hamilton County 
 Why are the two missing movements (northbound Binford to eastbound I-465 and northbound I-465 to southbound 
Binford) missing? 
The missing movements were studied but were not included because there are local interchange movements.  Currently 
motorists can utilize 75th Street/71st Street, Shadeland Avenue and the I-465/56th Street interchange which does not 
take motorists out of the way.  There would be significant right of way impacts and project costs to implement these 
redundant movements. 
 
Meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The above-summary and attached PowerPoint Slides represent our recollection of the pertinent discussion points, 
decisions, and action items from the meeting.   Please contact the preparer, Juliet Port, at Juliet.port@parsons.com, 
within thirty (30) days from your receipt of this document if you wish to make any additions or corrections.   If revisions 
are made, the updated summary will be re-sent to all the attendants.   Otherwise, this summary shall stand as the official 
record of the meeting. 
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Port, Juliet

From: Port, Juliet
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2018 12:32 PM
To: Allen Pekarek; Andre Denman; Andrew Jomes; Anna Gremling; Ayala, Dave; Bethany Natali; 

bradley.davis@hamiltoncounty.in.gov; Bryan Langley; Carey Hamilton; Carole Krol; Chaifetz, Carl; 
Chanelle Mitchell; Chris Myers; Christine Altman; Christine Scales; Chuck Taylor; Daniel Parker; David 
Croston; David George; Dennis Peters; Douglas Carter; Ed Ingle; Emily Mack; Erin Rowe; Eryn Fletcher; 
Greg Hall; Jay Dumontelle; Jeff Bischoff; Jeff Hill; Jeff Payne; Jim Parish; JoAnn Wooldridge; Joel 
Smith; John Bartlett; John Erickson; Kari Carmany-George; Kathy Krusie; Lamar Holliday; Larry Jones 
(larry.jones@indy.gov); Mark Hayden; Mark Zwoyer; Megan Drummond; Meredith Klekotka; Michelle 
Allen; Mike McQuillen; Miller, Daniel J; Nathan Beadle; nriggs@indot.in.gov; Perron, Mark; Pete 
Peterson; Rhonda Klopfenstein; Rickie Clark; Sargent Brent Alspach; Scott Fadness; Taylor Darrah; Tim 
Joyce; Tonya Claspell; Venetta Keefe; Ward Kennedy

Subject: Clear Path 465
Attachments: Clear Path 465 CAC Meeting2.zip

RE:       Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #2, held May 9, 2018 
Clear Path 465 

             Marion County 
            Des. No. 1400075 
 
Dear CAC Members, 
 
The draft Meeting Summary and associated materials are attached. We are requesting comments within 30 days. 
We appreciate your attention to this project. 
 
Thank You, 
 
Juliet Port, LPG 
Senior Environmental Planner 
101 W Ohio St., Suite 2121 - Indianapolis, IN 46204 
juliet.port@parsons.com - P: +1 317.616.4693  
                   
PARSONS - Envision More 
www.parsons.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook            

 

 
 
 
NOTICE: This email message and all attachments transmitted with it may contain privileged and confidential information, and 
information that is protected by, and proprietary to, Parsons Corporation, and is intended solely for the use of the addressee for 
the specific purpose set forth in this communication. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any reading, dissemination, distribution, copying, or other use of this message or its attachments is strictly 
prohibited, and you should delete this message and all copies and backups thereof. The recipient may not further distribute or 
use any of the information contained herein without the express written authorization of the sender. If you have received this 
message in error, or if you have any questions regarding the use of the proprietary information contained therein, please contact 
the sender of this message immediately, and the sender will provide you with further instructions. 

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-71



05/09/2018

1

Clear Path 465
May 2018

• Introduction of Project Team

• Recognition of Those in 
Audience

• Project website: 
www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov

• Please sign‐in

Welcome
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Project Overview ‐ Purpose and Need
The project need stems from:

• Congestion
• Insufficient capacity for existing and future (2040) traffic volumes along critical roadway segments within the 

Project Area resulting in significant congestion issues.

• Safety
• Between 2013 and 2015, over 1,000 crashes were reported within the Project Area – an average of almost 1 

crash per day.
• Causes: Not enough lanes, weaving movements (system & local movements)

The Purpose of the Project is to:

• Improve overall traffic operations by increasing capacity to meet LOS goals for each 
movement.

• Improve safety
• Reduce total number of crashes and crash rates (crashes/mile/year)
• Decrease the fatality / injury severity percentages

Project Overview – Project Development Process

Begin 
Environmental 

Phase

Traffic 
Operations & 
Safety Analysis

Design Phase Finalize 
NEPA

Prepare for 
Construction

• Conceptual Designs

• Alternative Analysis 
(Recommended 
Alternative)

• Interstate Access 
Document (FHWA 
Operational 
Acceptance)

• Stage 1      
(Summer ’18)

• Stage 2    
(Winter’18/’19)

• Stage 3               
(Fall ’19)

• Finalize 
Environmental 
Assessment 
(Spring ‘19)

• Public Hearing 
(Spring ‘19)

• Receive Finding 
of No 
Significant 
Impact (FONSI)  
(Summer ’19)

• Finalize Real 
Estate 
Acquisition

• Letting     
(Spring 2020)

• Purpose & Need

• 1st Community 
Advisory 
Committee (CAC) 
Meeting

• Public Open 
House

• Resource Agency 
Meeting

• Early Coordination
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Project Stakeholders 
• Indiana Department of 

Transportation
• Indiana Division Federal Highway 

Administration
• Elected & Local officials
• Transit
• Businesses 

• Emergency services
• Schools
• Religious Institutions 
• Community Organizations  
• Residents

Role of the CAC
• Provide input throughout the NEPA Process
• Serves as a sounding board for study information and choices
• Facilitates collaborative problem solving, discussion of specific issues
• Serves as link to community, sharing project information
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Project Updates
• Environmental 
• Alternatives Analysis
• Recommended Alternative

• Right‐of‐way
• New Right‐of‐Way/Relocations
• Upcoming Kitchen‐Table Meetings

• Streams, Wetlands, and Other Waters
• Waters of the U.S./State Report Currently under Review

• Identified 118 Wetlands and 31 Streams within or adjacent to the Project Area

• Environmental Justice (low income & minority populations)
• Please Provide Any Information You Have on EJ Populations

• Cultural Resources (Historical/Archaeological) 
• Parks and Recreational Lands (Trails)

• Section 4(f)

• Noise

Environmental
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Alternative Analysis
The selection of the Preferred Alternative is based on many factors 
including:
• Safety
• Traffic Operations analysis
• Optimize Value
• Constructability
• Environmental considerations
• Public and Stakeholder Input

Existing Traffic Operations – AM Peak “Hot Spots”
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Existing Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #1 (WB I‐465)

• Shockwaves propagate back from weave to Allisonville Road
• Secondary Bottleneck at 56th/Shadeland On‐Ramp

Existing Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #2 (SB I‐69)

• Bottleneck at 82nd Street weave builds back north
• WB I‐465 bottleneck spills back into this area during peak hour
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Existing Traffic Operations – PM Peak “Hot Spots”

Existing Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #3 (EB I‐465)

• EB I‐465 between Allisonville Road and I‐69 
Interchange

• Lasts throughout PM peak period
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Existing Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #4 (NB I‐69)

• NB I‐69 between I‐465 and 82nd Street
• Bottleneck is metered by WB I‐465 bottleneck

Alternative Analysis Overview ‐ A, B and C

Three Build‐Alternatives were presented at the August 
2017 open house.
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Alternative Analysis – I‐465 Mainline (Off‐Line)

Build Alternative “A” Overview (I‐465/I‐69 Interchange)
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Build Alternative “A” Overview (I‐69/82nd St Interchange)

Build Alternative “B” Overview (I‐465/I‐69 Interchange)
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Build Alternative “B” Overview (I‐69/82nd St Interchange)

Build Alternative “C” Overview (I‐465/I‐69 Interchange)
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Build Alternative “C” Overview (I‐69/82nd St Interchange)

Alternative Analysis – Traffic Operations
Qualitative Ratings (Three Adjectives – Low, Medium, High):
• Low – Does not meet LOS requirements for most movements.

• Medium – Achieves minimum LOS for all movements.  Limited separation between freeway system 
and local service movements. 

• High – Achieves desirable LOS for majority of movements. Full separation between freeway system 
and local service movements.

CRITERIA
BUILD ALTERNATIVES

NO BUILD
A B C

AM Vehiclular Delay (s) 33 33 34 185

PM Vehiclular Delay (s) 37 37 37 289

AM Network Speed (mph) 57 58 57 47

PM Network Speed (mph) 57 57 57 40

Overall Traffic Operations (Vissim) High High High Low

NB I-69 (Binford to 82nd Street) High (Barrier Separated)
Medium (EB I-465 to NB I-69 

freeway traffic weaves with 82nd

Street local traffic)
High (Barrier Separated) Low

C-D System Operations Medium (Limited CD System) Medium (Limited C-D System) High (Full C-D System) N/A

SB I-69 Split to I-465/Binford Medium (SB Binford on left) Medium (SB Binford on left) High (SB I-465 on left) Medium

Des. No. 1400075 Appendix G Page G-83



05/09/2018

13

Alternative Analysis – Safety
Qualitative Ratings (Three Adjectives – Low, Medium, High):
• Low – Large overall crash rate in relation to other ramps.

• Medium – Above‐average overall crash rate in relation to other ramps.

• High – Small overall crash rate in relation to other ramps.

CRITERIA
BUILD ALTERNATIVES

NO BUILD
A B C

Predicated Yearly Crashes 231 216 232 305

Fatal/Injury Percentage 31.20% 29.60% 31.00% 32.50%

82nd Street to SB I-69 (Alt A/C)

82nd Street to WB I-465 (Alt B)
Medium High (Barrier Separated) Medium Medium

NB Binford to WB I-465 Medium
High (No Weave with EB I-465 to 

NB Binford Loop)
Medium Medium

SB I-69 to SB I-465
Medium (Long Barrier Separated 

Ramp)
High High (SB I-465 ramp on left) Low

SB I-69 to SB Binford High
Low (5% downgrade to signal 

creates risk of rear-end crashes)
Medium High

NB I-69 to 82nd High (Barrier Separated) Medium High (Barrier Separated) Medium

Alternative Analysis – Driver Expectancy
Qualitative Ratings (Three Adjectives – Low, Medium, High):
• Low – Non‐desirable geometric features.  Signing does not meet MUTCD requirements

• Medium – Adequate geometry and signing .  MUTCD minimum values met.

• High – Desirable geometry meets / exceeds standards with simple signing that meets MUTCD desirable 
values.

26

CRITERIA
BUILD ALTERNATIVES

NO BUILD
A B C

Overall Geometric Layout
Medium (SB Binford on left; 

NB I-69 lane drop)
Medium

High (SB Binford on right; Full 
C-D system)

Low

EB I-465 to NB I-69 Ramp Profile High (Upgrade) Medium (Downgrade) Medium (Downgrade) Medium

NB I-465 to NB I-69 Ramp Medium High (Enters on left side of I-69) Medium Low

NB I-69 Lane Drop Spacing
Medium (Flyover pushes gore 

farther north)
Medium

High (Maximize lane drop 
distance)

N/A

NB I-69 Separation for 82nd Street High (Barrier) Medium High (Barrier) Medium

EB I-465 Exit Ramps Medium High (Single Exit) Medium Low

SB I-69 to SB Binford Blvd Medium (Exit on Left) Medium (Exit on Left) High (Exit on Right) Medium

EB I-465 to NB Binford / 82nd Street Loop 
Ramp

Medium High (Existing loop ramp is removed) Medium Low

SB I-69 to SB I-465 High Low (RT side ramp drops on curve) High Low

SB Binford Blvd Profile at Signal High
Low (Steep profile from 3rd level bridge 

to existing ground)
High N/A

Signing
High (Separates SB I-69 to 

Binford ramp from 82nd Street 
entrance)

High (One EB I-465 exit)
Medium (SB 82nd Street on-

ramp splits)
Medium
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Alternative Analysis – Constructability/Long‐Term Maintenance
Qualitative Ratings (Three Adjectives – Low, Medium, High):
• Low – Complex bridges (large skew, straddle bents, long spans, etc.) and construction (extra MOT phases, traffic conflicts).  

Difficult on‐going maintenance.

• Medium – Unconventional construction, conflicts with existing traffic and phases. No overly complex elements requiring 
special access/preventative maintenance.

• High – Conventional construction techniques with few traffic conflicts.  Potential for accelerated construction.  Straight‐
forward on‐going maintenance.

CRITERIA
BUILD ALTERNATIVES

NO BUILD
A B C

Overall  Constructability / 
Maintenance

Medium (large 3rd-level bridge) Medium (large 3rd-level bridge) High (no 3rd-level bridges) N/A

Number of Bridges: 10 9 11 8

Complex Bridges 3 Bridges (#6, #7, #9)
3 Bridges (#6, #7, #8)

Bridge #8 is most complex
3 Bridges (#6, #7, #8)

Total Bridge Area (sf) 274,550 259,170 257,550 96,000
No. of 3rd Level Structures 1 1 0 0

No. of Straddle Bent Bridges 1 1 2 0

Retaining Wall Area (sf) 149,000 62,320 128,600 N/A

Environmental
CATEGORY NO‐BUILD ALTERNATIVE A ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE C ‐

MODIFIED

Wetlands (acres) 0 6.461* 6.462* 6.461* 6.462*
Rivers and Streams (linear feet) 0 13,460 13,460 13,460 13,460
Floodplains (acres) 0 7.06 7.06 7.06 7.06
Forested Habitat (acres) 0 4.0* 9.3* 6.5* 9.3*
Potential to impact threatened or endangered 
species

None Low to Moderate Low to Moderate Low to Moderate Low to Moderate

Potential Section 4(f) Public Parks, Recreation 
Areas and Wildlife/Waterfowl Refuges (number)

0 1 1 1 1

Potential Section 4(f) Historic Properties/Districts 
(number)

0 5 5 5 5

Known Archaeological Sites (number) 4 4 4 4 4
Cemeteries (number) 0 0 0 0 0
Potential to negatively impact Cultural Resources  None Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Section 6(f) Properties (numbers/acres) 0 0 0 0 0

Farmland (acres) 0 0 0 0 0
Residential Relocations (number) 0 0 0 0 0
Business Relocations (number) 0 5 5 5 5
Public Facilities and Services Relocations (number) 0 0 0 0 0
Potential for disproportionate impacts to EJ 
populations

None Low Low Low Low

Potential Noise Impacts None High High High High
Potential Hazardous Materials Sites (number) 0 11 11 11 11

*Detention requirements may have further impacts on areas of existing right‐of‐way
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Summary of Alternative Analysis

CRITERIA

BUILD ALTERNATIVES

NO BUILD

A B C

MEETS PURPOSE AND NEED

Yes Yes Yes No

OVERALL QUALITATIVE SUMMARY

High 20 15 23

Medium 17 18 15

Low 3 6 3

Preliminary Recommended Alternative C Modified
(I‐69 / 82nd Street Interchange)
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Preliminary Recommended Alternative C Modified
(I‐465 / I‐69 Interchange)

Preliminary Recommended Alternative C Modified
(I‐465 ATL)
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Proposed Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #1 (WB I‐465)

Proposed Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #1 (WB I‐465)
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Proposed Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #2 (SB I‐69)

Proposed Traffic Operations
AM Peak “Hot Spot” #2 (SB I‐69)
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Proposed Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #3 (EB I‐465)

Proposed Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #3 (EB I‐465)
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Proposed Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #4 (NB I‐69)

Proposed Traffic Operations
PM Peak “Hot Spot” #4 (NB I‐69)
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Selection of the Preferred Alternative
• Safety 
• Traffic Operations analysis 
• Optimize Value 
• Constructability 
• Environmental considerations 
• Public and Stakeholder Input

Questions & Discussion
• Spring 2019: Finalize Environmental 

Assessment (EA), hold public hearing
• Spring 2020: Begin construction

• Future stakeholder & public meetings
• Public Hearing (Anticipated Spring 2019)

Contact: JoAnn Wooldridge
Email: clearpath465@indot.in.gov

Project Summary

Visit the project website at www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov
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Questions

Questions
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Draft Purpose & Need Statement 
Clear Path 465 
Des. No. 1400075 
 

The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems from insufficient capacity that causes backups during 
the peak hours and safety concerns due to a high volume of crashes within the project area (see 
Figure 1). 

 Congestion.  There is insufficient existing and future capacity in critical roadway segments of 
the project area, resulting in congestion issues.  The results of traffic analyses (discussed 
further below) show unacceptable Levels of Service (LOS) for both base-year (2015) and 
design-year (2040) traffic in each direction along critical roadway segments within the project 
corridor.  LOS is a performance measure that represents quality of service, measured on an 
A – F scale, with LOS A representing the best operating conditions from a traveler’s 
perspective and LOS F the worst.  The entire project area is considered urban, which means 
the minimally acceptable LOS is D. 
 

 Safety. Between 2013 and 2015, over 1,058 crashes were reported within the project area – 
an average of nearly one crash per day.  Contributing factors include traffic congestion and 
weaving movements.  There are also substandard shoulder widths along I-69, which do not 
provide space for emergency storage of disabled vehicles, enforcement activities, or 
maintenance activities. Crash data is discussed further below. 

The purpose of the Clear Path 465 Project is to improve overall traffic operation by increasing 
capacity to meet an acceptable LOS (at least LOS D), and to improve safety. 

Supporting Data  

1. Peak-hour traffic volumes were collected by INDOT in 2014 and 2015.  The INDOT Technical 
Planning and Programming section used the Indiana Statewide Travel Demand Model to assign 
an annual growth rate to the mainline (0.6%) and ramps (0.3%) in the project area to forecast 
the 2040 (“design year”) peak-hour volumes.  The adjusted and balanced data was then 
analyzed to produce an LOS for key segments in the project area. The base-year (2015) and 
design-year (2040) peak hour LOS for traffic congestion throughout the project area are 
summarized in Table 1.  

 
a. Eastbound I-465 experiences congestion during both base-year AM and PM peak hours 

(morning and evening rush hour) on multiple roadway segments.  Eastbound I-465 has five 
mainline lanes over the White River, but is reduced to three mainline lanes after the 
Allisonville Road off-ramp and continuing to I-69.  The base-year LOS is E in both the AM 
and PM peak hours between the Allisonville on-ramp and the Binford Boulevard off-ramp.  
The same section drops to an LOS F for both AM and PM peak hours of the design year.    

b. The eastbound I-465 to northbound I-69 ramp is a one-lane, low-speed loop ramp.  This 
loop ramp also forms a tight weaving section on northbound Binford Boulevard with the 
northbound Binford Boulevard loop ramp to westbound I-465.  The high demand and low 
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speeds on the eastbound to northbound loop ramp cause queuing that can back up onto 
the eastbound I-465 mainline lanes, especially in the PM peak hour.  This section of 
eastbound I-465 shows a base-year LOS E in both the AM and PM peak hours.  The LOS in 
the PM peak hour drops to an LOS F in the design year.   

c. Southbound I-465 between I-69 and the 56th Street/Shadeland Avenue exit has four 
mainline lanes but still experiences heavy congestion resulting in LOS E in the base-year 
AM and PM peak hours.  The LOS drops to F in both AM and PM peak hours of the design 
year.   

d. Northbound I-465 between the 56th Street/Shadeland Avenue on-ramp and the I-69 off-
ramp has four mainline lanes but still experiences heavy congestion in the base-year AM 
and PM peak hours resulting in a base-year LOS E in both the AM and PM peak hours.  The 
LOS drops to F in both AM and PM peak hours of the design year. 

e. Westbound I-465 experiences congestion during both base-year AM and PM peak hours, 
but especially the AM peak period.  Motorists traveling from southbound I-69 to westbound 
I-465 use a two-lane ramp that drops to one lane after merging with westbound I-465.  This 
lane then acts as an auxiliary lane that exits at the Allisonville Road off-ramp.  This leaves 
three westbound mainline lanes after the Allisonville Road off-ramp.  The limited capacity 
of this weaving section between I-69 and Allisonville Road results in a base-year LOS F in 
the AM peak hour and LOS E in the PM peak hour.  Both AM and PM peak hours are LOS F 
in the design year.  The three-lane section of westbound I-465 after the Allisonville Road 
off-ramp shows a base-year LOS F in the AM peak hour and LOS D in the PM peak hour.  
The design-year analysis shows an LOS F in the AM peak hour and LOS E in the PM peak 
hour.     

f. Southbound I-69 experiences congestion during both base-year and design-year AM and 
PM peak hours. The segment between the southbound 82nd Street off-ramp and the 
southbound 82nd Street on-ramp has four mainline lanes.  The design-year analysis shows 
an LOS E in the AM peak hour.  Farther south, the left two lanes of southbound I-69 split to 
southbound Binford Boulevard.  This forces most of the heavy I-69 traffic volumes bound 
for I-465 into the right two lanes upstream of the 82nd Street on-ramp.  A problematic 
weaving movement is caused by the 82nd Street on-ramp traffic entering southbound I-69 
and weaving across three lanes to get to southbound Binford Boulevard before the gore.  
This weaving movement and the lack of adequate capacity on southbound I-69 causes a 
base-year LOS E in the AM peak hour, which worsens to an LOS F in the design year.  Also, 
the two-lane ramp from southbound I-69 to southbound I-465 operates at LOS E in the 
base-year AM peak hour and LOS F in the design-year AM peak hour. 

g. Northbound I-69 experiences congestion during the base-year PM peak hour between I-
465 and 82nd Street.  Traffic from northbound Binford Boulevard and eastbound I-465 
going to the northbound 82nd Street off-ramp weaves across two lanes of heavy traffic from 
northbound I-465.  This weaving movement on northbound I-69 causes a base-year LOS E 
in the PM peak hour and design-year LOS E in the AM peak hour and LOS F in the PM peak 
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hour.  Also, the two-lane ramp from northbound I-465 to northbound I-69 operates at LOS E 
in the base-year PM peak hour and LOS F in the design-year PM peak hour.   

Table 1. Existing Design Speeds and LOS Summary 
CRITICAL ROADWAY SEGMENTS EXISTING 

# OF 
LANES 

DESIGN 
SPEED 
(MPH) 

LOS 
(AM/PM) 

BASE-YEAR 
(2015) 

DESIGN-YEAR 
(2040) 

EB I-465 – White River to Allisonville Rd 4 70 C/D D/E 

EB I-465 - Inside Allisonville Rd 
Interchange 

3 70 D/D D/E 

EB I-465 – Allisonville Rd On-Ramp to 
Binford Blvd Off-Ramp  

3 70 E/E F/F 

EB I-465 – Binford Blvd Off-Ramp to Loop 
Ramp 

3 70 E/E E/F 

EB I-465 – Loop Ramp to I-69 On-Ramp 3 70 C/C D/D 

SB I-465 – I-69 On-Ramp to 56th St. / 
Shadeland Ave. 

4 70 E/E F/F 

NB I-465 – 56th St. / Shadeland Ave. to I-
69 Ramps 

4 70 E/E F/F 

WB I-465 – I-69 Ramp to Loop Ramp 3 70 D/C E/D 

WB I-465 – Loop Ramp to I-69 Ramp 3 70 C/C D/C 

WB I-465 – I-69 Ramps to Allisonville Rd 
(weave) 

4 70 F/E F/F 

WB I-465 – Inside Allisonville Rd 
Interchange 

3 70 F/D F/E 

WB I-465 – Allisonville Rd to White River 4 70 E/D F/D 

NB I-69 – I-465 Ramps/Binford Blvd to 
82nd St. (weave) 

4 55 D/E E/F 

NB I-69 – Inside 82nd St. Interchange 4 55 C/D C/D 

NB I-69 – North of 82nd St. 5 55 C/C C/D 

SB I-69 – North of 82nd St. 5 55 D/C D/C 

SB I-69 – Inside 82nd Street Interchange 4 55 D/C E/C 

SB I-69 – 82nd Street to I-465 Ramps 
(weave) 

5 55 E/C F/D 

NB Binford – 75th St. to NB I-69 2 55 C/C C/C 

NB I-465 to NB I-69/82nd St. 2 50 D/E D/F 

SB I-69 to WB I-465 2 50 C/B C/C 

SB I-69 to SB I-465 2 50 E/D F/D 

Highlighted cells show unacceptable LOS in the base-year and/or the design year. 
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2. Specific areas within the interchange have been identified as “high-crash” due to the number 
and type of crashes.  These areas are eastbound I-465 as it approaches the eastbound I-465 to 
southbound Binford Boulevard off-ramp (large number of rear end crashes), and southbound I-
69 just south of the 82nd Street on-ramp (large number of rear end and sideswipe crashes) due 
to weaving.  A summary of crash data is provided in Table 2. 

Table 2. Historical Crash Summary (2013 to 2015) 

CRASH SEVERITY 
CRASH LOCATION 

NB I-69 SB I-69 
WB/NB     
I-465  

EB/SB       
I-465 

UNKNOWN 
DIRECTION 

NB/SB 
BINFORD 

Property Damage 
Only 35 142 302 379 18 10 

Injury 10 39 45 68 7 3 

Fatality 0 0 0 0 0 0 

PROPERTY DAMAGE ONLY (PDO) CRASHES [YEARLY MEAN]: 295 

FATAL/INJURY (FI) CRASHES [YEARLY MEAN]: 57 

CRASHES [YEARLY MEAN]: 353 

CRASHES [3-YEAR TOTAL]: 1058 

 

 

Figure 1. Clear Path I-465 Project Area 
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