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101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 | Indianapolis, IN 46204

Direct: +1 317.616.1000 | Fax: +1 317.616.1033 | www.parsons.com

Parsons Sensitive - Proprietary 

Subject:    I-465 / I-69 Interchange Modification and ATL Project (Des. No. 1400075) 

    Transportation Management Plan Meeting 

Date/Time:   12/11/2018    10:00 a.m. -11:30 a.m. EDST 

Location:   Heritage Christian School, 6401 East 75th Street, Indianapolis, IN 46250 

Meeting Facilitator:  Toby Randolph and Tom Heustis 

Attendees: 

 

Name Representing 
Telephone 

Number Email address 

See attached Attendee List 

 
Discussion 
 
1. Purpose of the Meeting and Introductions:   

a. Welcome the participants and discussed what is a transportation management plan (TMP) and 
how this project will integrate the TMP 

 
2. Project Overview:   

a. Briefed project limits of I-465 and I-69 added travel lanes and key features 
b. Briefed interchange modifications at I-465 and I-69, I-69 and 82nd Street and I-465 and 

Allisonville Road 
 

3. Transportation Management Plan Process 
a. TMP introduction, what does the TMP address.  Follows strategy in the Indiana Design 

Manual 
b. TMP team responsibilities were detailed 
c. Maintenance of traffic alternatives comparison report, what were feasible and 

reasonable concepts for construction phasing of this project.  
 

4. Conceptual Maintenance of Traffic Plan 
a. Discussed the goals and strategies of the traffic-control plan, including: traffic mobility, 

effective traffic-control plan, and work zone safety. 
b. Briefed the design criteria for the project during construction, including: work zone speed 

limit, design speed on ramps, and providing a minimum of 11 ft. lanes during 
construction on I-465 and I-69 

c. I-465 corridor alternatives that were considered, #1 and #2, counter-flow and no 
counter-flow.  Discussed advantages and disadvantages of both; alternative #2 
recommended to move forward, estimated two construction seasons.  

d. I-69 and Binford Boulevard Corridor, three major construction stages, estimated two 
construction seasons.  Discussed 82nd Street Interchange, all ramps likely need a short-
term closure to construct the pavement and bridges.   

 

5. Next Steps  
a. Project schedule, design complete by the end of 2019, estimated construction schedule, 

3-4 years. 
b.  Contract likely have incentives for early-completion and/or opening of ramps ahead of 

schedule. 
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c. Future TMP meetings, Spring and Summer 2019.  Proposed topics: final traffic control 
plan, traffic analysis results, planned ramp closures, detours, public information plan.  

 
 

 
6. Question and Answers 

a. Mo McReynolds, who represents the City of Indianapolis Major’s Office, has had contact 
with local residents.  They are expressing concerns regarding which ramp/interstate will 
have closures, and when they are occurring.  She requests that the project team release 
this information to the public as soon as possible to help people plan commutes, as well 
as provide updates during construction.   

b. Ed Ingle, representing Heritage Christian, stated 50-70% of customers commute from 
Carmel and Fishers, and most of those use this interchange.  He requested clearly 
defined communication lines to Heritage Christian, to keep parents informed on 
construction updates.   

c. Mark Hayden, representing Community Health, outlined his concerns and suggestions 
regarding this project.  He referenced previous nearby construction projects where local 
traffic would cut through the hospital campus with little regard to pedestrians.  Mark 
suggests engaging law enforcement through the duration of the project to mitigate this 
risk as well as enforcing speed limits.  Clear signage will also be important in helping the 
public understand correct and incorrect diversion.  Mark wants the project team to 
design staging such that emergency traffic will have access to the hospital at all times.  
He again referenced previous nearby construction projects where congestion locked up 
82nd St. and Shadeland Avenue and expressed concerns with EMS access during those 
situations.   

d. Mo asked questions regarding Right of Way acquisition.  She asked about any major 
changes or acquisitions related to current local development due to this project.  Mark 
Perron answered this question by explaining the footprint of the project (I-69 being wider 
than it is today).  Mark discussed the expansion of I-69 was chosen to affect the 
properties to the West, which lead to a handful of partial and total Right of Way takes.  
He explained that most of the property owners that will be affected have been met with 
and understand the situation.  Right of Way Engineering and property coordination will 
continue as the project design develops.   

e. Renee Smith, representing Roche Diagnostics, mentioned that a possible consequence 
of closing 82nd St. ramps would be that traffic will use the 96th St. interchange, which 
could affect traffic on Hague Rd.  Currently Roche is located on both East and West sides 
of Hague Rd.  Renee asked about a project that has been in the works for a while that 
was planning on widening Hague Rd, and how that schedule relates to the Clear Path 
project.  Larry Jones explained that the Hague Rd widening project was still in its early 
stages and will likely not be complete before the Clear Path project starts.  Renee 
informed the group that by Spring of 2020, Roche is planning on vacating their building 
West of Hague Rd. and only be located on the East side.   

f. Larry Jones wanted the group to know that Binford Boulevard near the Southern limits of 
the project will be receiving a resurfacing treatment within the next year before the Clear 
Path project begins.   
 

These minutes are the writer's best interpretation of discussions held during the meeting.  Please inform 
the writer within three (3) business days of any noteworthy omissions or errors as these will become part of 
the project record. 
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Minutes prepared by:  Alex Lee, 12/31/2018 
 
Attachments 
 
c: File 
 All Attendees (via email) 
 Runfa Shi, INDOT  
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Agency Sal. First Last Name Title Phone Mailing 1 Mailing 2 City State Zip
Federal Highway Administration Ms. Michelle Allen Federal Office Building, Room 254575 N. Pennsylvania Street Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Federal Highway Administration Ms. Eryn Fletcher Senior Transportation E 317-226-7489 Federal Office Building, Room 254575 N. Pennsylvania Street Indianapolis
INDOT Greenfield District Ms. JoAnn Wooldridge Project Manager 317-467-3978 x14Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Runfa Shi Project Manager
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Nathan Riggs Greenfield Media Relati 317-467-3479 x14Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Ms. Karstin Carmany-George Environmental 317-467-3467 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Luis Laracuente District Traffic Engineer 317-467-3418 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Mike Wilmot Construction Engineer 317-467-3450 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Andy Nahrwold Highway Engineer Sup 4317-467-3482 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Mr. Jason Taylor Technical Services Direc317-467-3484 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Greenfield District Ms. Jennifer Beck Senior Project Manager 317-232-0911 Greenfield District Office 32 S Broadway St. Greenfield Indiana 46140
INDOT Environmental Services Mr. Brandon Miller Senior Environmental M317-234-5108 Environmental Services-Policy 100 N Senate, Rm N642-ES Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Public Involvement Mr. Rickie Clark Public Hearing Manager317-232-6601 100 North Senate Avenue IGCN 642 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Public Involvement Mr. Neil Marcus Public Hearing Manager 100 North Senate Avenue Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Rail Office Ms. Venetta Keefe Rail Programs Manager 317-232-1474 100 North Senate Avenue IGCN 955 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Traffic Management Division Mr. Ed Cox ITS Engineering Director317-899-8601 8620 E 21st St. Indianapolis Indiana 46219
INDOT Traffic Management Division Mischa Kachler Work Zone Supervisor 317-899-8604 8621 E 21st St. Indianapolis Indiana 46219
INDOT Mobility & Congestion Mr. Dan McCoy Traffic Mobility Engineer317-233-3943 100 North Senate Avenue IGCN Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Office of the Construction Mr. Roland Fegan Deputy Commissioner o 317-234-8384 100 North Senate Avenue IGCN Indianapolis Indiana 46204
INDOT Production Management Mr. Runfa Shi Project Manager 317-234-4912 100 North Senate Avenue IGCN 601-CPM Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Department of Public Works Mr. Daniel Parker Director 317-327-7837 200 East Washington Street Suite 2460 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Department of Public Works Mr. Tim Joyce Deputy Director of Policy and Planning 200 East Washington Street Suite 2460 Indianapolis Indiana 46625
Department of Metropolitan Development Ms. Emily Mack Director  200 East Washington Street Suite 2042 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Department of Metropolitan Development Ms. Meredith Klekotka Principal Planner for Tra317-327-5123
Indy MPO   Anna Gremling Executive Director 317-327-5487 200 East Washington Street Suite 1922 Indianapolis Indiana 46204
City of Indianapolis, Mayor's Office Ms. Mo McReynolds Neighborhood Liason 317-327-5121 2501 City-County Building 200 E Washington St Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Metropolitan School District of Lawrence 
Township Mr. Roger Smith Chief of Operations 317-423-7572 6501 Sunnyside Road Lawrence Education and CommIndianapolis Indiana 46236
Metropolitan School District of Lawrence 
Township Dr. Shawn Smith Superintendent 317-423-8200 6501 Sunnyside Road Indianapolis Indiana 46236
Indiana State Police Superintendent Douglas Carter Superintendent 317-232-8248 IGCN N302 100 North Senate Avenue Indianapolis Indiana 46204
Indiana State Police Sargent Brent Alspach Sargent
Indianapolis Fire Department Chief Allen Pekarek IFD Division Chief EMS 317-327-6787
Indianapolis Metropolitan Police Department Commander Michael Wooley Commander 317-327-6100 3120 E 30th Street Indianapolis Indiana 46208
Marion County Health and Hospital Mr. Greg Hall Emergency Preparednes317-221-3354 2951 East 38th Street Suite 101 Indianapolis Indiana 46218
Community Health Network Mr. Mark Hayden Senior  Project Manager317-355-5277 13050 Parkside Dr Suite 100 Fishers Indiana 46038
Community Health Network Ms. Kathy Krusie President, North Region 317-621-5342 7330 Shadeland Station Suite 200 Indianapolis Indiana 46256
Community Health Network Mr. David Croston VP, Facilities, Construction, and Engineering
Fairbanks Addiction Treatment Center Ms. Barbara Elliot President and CEO 317‐849‐8222 8102 Clearvista Parkway Indianapolis Indiana 46256
Hamilton County Emergency Management Mr. Shane Booker Executive Director 317-770-4436 18100 Cumberland Parkway Noblesville Indiana 46060
Hamilton County Highway Department Mr. Bradley James Davis Director 317-773-7770 1700 South 10th Street Noblesville Indiana 46060
Heritage Christian School Mr. Ed Ingle Director of Transportatio317-813-3879 X1 6401 E 75th Street Indianapolis Indiana 46250
Roche Diagnostics Ms. Renee Smith Facility Operations Mana317-661-0716 9115 Hague Road Indianapolis Indiana 46256
Cornerstone Companies, Inc. Ms. Megan Drummond Property Manager 317-288-9005 8902 N. Meridian Street Suite 205 Indianapolis Indiana 46260
City of Noblesville Mr. John Beery City Engineer
City of Fishers Mr. Jeff Hill Director of Engineering
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Comment Log Clear Path 465, Des. 1400075

No. Date Received Page No. Summary Category Name

1 8/23/2017 A-1
We have just finished construction on a new building and have flooding 
problems. How are you going to fix this problem?

Hydraulic/ Business 
Impacts 

Ross Williams 

2 8/23/2017 A-2
We have just completed construction on a new facility and it has flooded four 
times. How is drainage going to be addressed from the previous expansion 
project and for the new project? 

Hydraulic/ Business 
Impacts 

Artec Environmental 

3 8/23/2017 A-3 Detain your water. Stop Lowes’ water. Hydraulic Jim Sapp 

4 8/23/2017 A-4

Could someone check the stoplight timing for the northbound lanes at the 
75th St and Binford Blvd intersection. The northbound Binford Blvd Lanes 
backup due to the high number of cars on southbound Binford Blvd turning 
left into the Heritage Christian School. Also, the stoplight at the Binford Rd and 
Graham Rd intersection going southbound has timing issues. 

75th St and Binford Blvd John Happersberger 

5 8/23/2017 A-5
I would appreciate your consideration to create an access from northbound 
Binford Blvd to East I-465 to be included on this major project. The missing 
clover has been a determent to the area’s growth and commuter ease. 

Missing Movements Mr. Hall

6 8/23/2017 A-6

I am very concerned about the additional storm water runoff from the added 
lanes that will drain into Blue Creek. Previous projects have put too much 
water into Blue Creek. There is severe erosion along the creek. My neighbors 
and I have all had foundation problems over the past few years. A couple of 
years ago, Hythe Rd collapsed over Blue Creek. If any additional water is 
added into Blue Creek, then there needs to be plans to fix the erosion 
problems. 

Hydraulic/ Residential 
Impacts 

Karl Pfeffer 

7 8/23/2017 A-7
I cannot believe adding a stop light at the I-465 eastbound lanes to Binford 
Blvd southbound lanes could be in the best interest of the traveling public. 
Surely, there is a better solution? 

Signal at Binford David Day 

8 8/23/2017 A-8
I think this project and all the alternatives are good. We really need more 
mainline travel lanes including under Allisonville Rd. The mainline travel lanes 
narrow on eastbound I-465, so there is a bottleneck at Allisonville Rd.   

Alignment Comment Jay Neel 

9 8/23/2017 A-9 I vote for Alternate A. It is a much safer alternative. Alignment Preference Jane Walter 

10 8/23/2017 A-10

South of 75th St, the drainage on I-465 is a problem. Storm water from north 
of 75th St to about 1,500 feet south of the 71st St heads west through 
Devonshire 8 subdivision via Blue Creek. I live on Blue Creek at Hythe Rd and 
have serious erosion issues. 

Hydraulic/ Residential 
Impacts 

Thomas Schubert
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No. Date Received Page No. Summary Category Name

11 8/23/2017 A-11
How do you get from northbound Binford Blvd to eastbound I-465? Alternative 
B would allow access via an off ramp from Binford Blvd to I-465 east/south. 

Missing Movements
Michael  R. Baldwin 

/mbaldwin36@comcast.
net

12 8/23/2017 A-11 Please send BRAG the landscape plans for the I-69/Binford Blvd gateway. Landscaping
Michael  R. Baldwin 

/mbaldwin36@comcast.
net

13 8/23/2017 A-12 to A-13

My main concern is our office located at 71st St and Shadeland Ave. We are 
concerned that the added lanes will take out our parking spaces, which would 
leave us without any a parking. We would love to know if this area will impact 
out our parking. We are approximately 40 feet from I-465. 

Business Impacts 
Angel Turpin / 

bet5267@gmail.com

14 8/23/2017 A-12 to A-13

I live at 62nd St and Binford Blvd and the amount of traffic and sound is 
absolutely horrible. My backyard faces Binford Blvd and I cannot enjoy my 
backyard. My kids cannot even hear me talk due to the noise level. Once you 
start construction on I-465/I-69 the amount of traffic will increase. Can you 
please look into putting in sound barriers near the residential areas along 
Binford Blvd. A sound barrier is needed now with the current noise levels. I 
cannot even image how much noise levels will increase during construction. 

Residential Impacts/ Noise
Angel Turpin / 

bet5267@gmail.com

15 8/29/2017 B-2
Please consider the pros and cons of the “fly over” proposal that would build a 
ramp over 465 leading to 69 North.

Alignment Comment Arnell Hill

16 8/29/2017 B-2
One issue that needs to be addressed is the smooth merging of traffic from I-
465 South to I-69 South. Some drivers need to exit to 82nd street or to 96th 
street and there is not that much time to merge over to the right lanes. 

Alignment Comment Arnell Hill

17 8/29/2017 B-2
The decision needs to relate to extending I-69 to connect to the I-69 extension 
on the southwest side of Indianapolis.

Alignment Comment Arnell Hill

18 8/4/2017 B-4
Will sound barriers be constructed on the south side of I-465 as it approaches 
I-69?

Noise John Sullivan
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No. Date Received Page No. Summary Category Name

19 8/8/2017 B-5, B-6 Many are excited to see the intersection and corridor improvements.
General Comment/Project 

Need

Robert Queer III GIS 
Analyst, Dept. of 

Engineering, Fishers

20 8/1/2017 B-7 General inquiries/discussion of previously proposed project General Comment 
Robert Queer III GIS 

Analyst, Dept. of 
Engineering, Fishers

21 9/1/2017 B-8, B-9
Will there be noise barriers east of 465, along Shadeland between Fall Creek 
Rd and 75th Street?

Noise Valarie & James

22 9/5/2017 B-10
I have reviewed all schematics and the information on your website. As a twice-
daily commuter through this intersection, I strongly recommend Alternative A. 
Thank you for allowing my input.

Alignment Preference Brock P. Nolan

23 8/27/2017 B-11 I would prefer Plan B. I hate those double loops and do all I can to avoid them. Alignment Preference Laurie Mitchell

24 8/28/2017 B-12
Option B or C look to be the best. Are there any plans to eliminate the weave 
that occurs on I-465 West merging with I-69 South to I-465 West before the 
Allisonville Road exit?

Alignment Preference Tim Thurnes

25 8/28/2017 B-13
These plans are all fine and such, but the fact that it's going to take at LEAST 
half a decade to fix a problem that you kept contributing to by not addressing 
it is pathetic. I-465 West at Allisonville Rd is also a disaster.

General Comment/Project 
Need

Richard McClelland 
Simpson III

26 8/28/2017 B-14, B-15
I-465 East at Allisonville Road is a disaster. It causes a huge backup on two 
lanes on I-465. It definitely needs more lanes. California controls for traffic 
would help.

Alignment Comment Randy Todd

27 8/29/2017 B-16 Alternative A or C. I prefer C. Alignment Preference Corey Knopp

28 8/29/2017 B-16 I want to see a free flowing exit onto Binford from Eastbound I-465. Missing Movements Corey Knopp

29 8/29/2017 B-16 Please get rid of the proposed signal. Signal at Binford Corey Knopp

30 8/28/2017 B-17 Any of those looks infinitely better than what’s currently in-place.
General Comment/Project 

Need
Chris Rodgers

31 8/28/2017 B-18
Anything that gets rid of the loop ramp from I-465 East to I-69 North will be an 
improvement. Alternative B is the best choice, in my opinion.

Alignment Preference Chris Herring
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No. Date Received Page No. Summary Category Name

32 8/28/2017 B-19
Alternative C. Binford should not be a left exit. Mainline I-69 should be on left 
especially since it will soon continue on to the I-465 beltway. 

Alignment Preference Brian Stalter

33 8/28/2017 B-20

The best solution is Alternative B, as it moves the I-465 to I-69 traffic to the 
left side of the highway, where many of them want to be anyway, to continue 
further north on I-69. This allows the folks coming from Binford and from I-465 
East to merge to the right, to exit at 82nd St without having to worry about the 
folks doing the opposite merge to continue north on I-69.

Alignment Preference Brian Smith

34 8/28/2017 B-20
I believe better signage on I-465 North, near the WFMS studios would help 
improve the flow in that area.  Some issues stem from incorrect/misleading 
signs.

Signage Brian Smith

35 8/28/2017 B-21

Examining the three alternatives only Alternative 3 addresses the problem of 
traffic weaving off of 82nd St. to Binford Blvd S, and Binford Blvd N to 82nd St. 
sufficiently. The two things with this alternative I'd like to see modified, are the 
curves for the ramp from I-69 South to I-465 South straightened some. I know 
space is limited and without a complete flyover ramp there will be turns in that 
ramp, but I just think we need to try what we can to lessen the curves. 

Alignment Preference Barry Fair

36 8/28/2017 B-21
Why are we adding a traffic signal? We should be eliminating signals on our 
main thoroughfares not adding.

Signal at Binford Barry Fair

37 8/28/2017 B-21

Can a collector/distributor ramp be constructed for the ramps off of I-465 East 
to Binford Blvd. S and 82nd St? The ramp would start before the bridge over 
the RR and I-69 South ramp with a separate bridge over the RR and ramp next 
to the mainline one, then the ramps would split just before the bridge over the 
Binford Blvd mainline ramps with the ramp to southbound Binford Blvd. going 
over the ramp from I-465 East to I-69 North, then being able to merge into 
Binford Blvd without a signal. While the ramp to 82nd St. would continue 
across Binford mainlines into the loop as shown but separated from the I-465 
mainline.

Alignment Comment Barry Fair

38 8/31/2017 B-22, B-23
Every morning there is a roar outside and inside my home from traffic on I-456 
and Shadeland Avenue. The pollution is so bad that I can no longer walk my 
dog in the mornings or evening.

Noise/Air Quality resident

39 8/26/2017 B-24, B-25
Increase the speed limit on I-465 to 60 or 65.  Also, express lanes should be 
an option.

Alignment Comment resident
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40 8/28/2017 B-26, B-27

The biggest problem is the use of one exit for the two exit ramps of Binford, 
and this backs up to Keystone- if we could add a lane from Allisonville to the 
BInford exit in the immediate future (not a long term solution) this would 
appear to serve tremendously.

Alignment Comment William M Norman

41 8/28/2017 B-26, B-27
I vote for Option A and add a lane from the Allisonville on ramp to I-465 East to 
Binford directly.

Alignment Preference William M Norman

42 8/28/2017 B-26, B-27

I do not find Option C helpful. Option B does not solve the congestion at the 
82nd street exit from I-69 as much as Option A. The two lanes would allow 
more vehicles, but there is not enough sight distance for drivers to find their 
way. 

Alignment Comment William M Norman

43 9/1/2017 B-28, B-30
The large hill before the I-69 interchange is the major cause of rush hour 
congestion on I-465 North. Trucks have trouble with the incline after the dip 
and slow traffic behind them, which then backs up to the 56th St exit.

Alignment Comment Brandon C Flood

44 9/1/2017 B-28, B-30
It would be nice during this project to build a ramp to allow I-465 North traffic 
to be able to exit to Binford South.

Missing Movements Brandon C Flood

45 8/31/2017 B-31, B-33

The four options are not showing an EAST BOUND RAMP to I-465 from North 
Bound Binford! This has been needed for years for all the neighborhoods 
located south of I-465! It would not take much room or effort on the design 
and function of the project.

Missing Movements Kevin K Parsons

46 8/31/2017 B-31, B-33
I am aware that the City has allowed Ricker's to apparently purchase the area 
needed for this east bound ramp, but no construction has begun, so the 
purchase by INDOT is still feasible. 

Missing Movements/Rickers Kevin K Parsons

47 8/29/2017 B-34, B-37
I think the upgrade is long overdue and it seems like each option has certain 
qualities that will improve traffic flow. 

General Comment/Project 
Need

John M Lapp

48 8/29/2017 B-34, B-37
Why these plans not include a new connection for northbound Binford to 
East/South 465!?

Missing Movements John M Lapp

49 8/29/2017 B-34, B-37
No matter which option is selected the double loops that merge under I-465 
needs to go away.

Alignment Comment John M Lapp
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50 8/30/2017 B-38, B-39
In my opinion the best alternative is C. I feel alternative C provides the best 
method of separately I-69 and Binford Blvd traffic entering and exiting 82nd 
Street.

Alignment Preference Jeremy A Burns

51 8/29/2017 B-40, B-41
I prefer Alternative C, since it moves the exit from I-69 South to Binford South. 
The existing alignment allows last minute lane changes between the Binford 
exit and I-465 exit, which is dangerous and slows down traffic.

Alignment Preference Brett A Duiser

52 8/25/2017 B-42, B-44

I would encourage you to add an on ramp from Northbound Binford to I-465 
Southbound. This would alleviate congestion at Allisonville Road. Right now to 
access I-465 Southbound everyone needs to either go west to Allisonville 
Road, or South to the Shadeland Avenue on ramp. This is area has a large 
population. An off ramp from I-465 Westbound to Southbound Binford would 
also help alleviate congestion at the I-465/I-69 intersection. How about 
moving the ramps to the 75th street bridge over I-465?

Missing Movements Chuck Muller

53 8/26/2017 B-16

It would be beneficial if the engineers designing the alignment drove this route 
on a regular basis because then they would have the best insight on how to fix 
it. It would be great if INDOT did not start any other projects nearby this project 
that would further delay rerouted traffic. 

General Comment/MOT Stacey Evans

54 9/13/2018 C-1 to C-3

My office building (7118 N. Shadeland Ave) backs up to I465 near the 71st 
street bridge. I believe the current plan is to add one south bound lane and 
two north bound lanes. Some questions please: Will a sound barrier wall be 
installed where my building is located? How many feet closer will 465 move 
toward my building?

Alignment Comment Scott Hicks

55 9/12/2018 C-4
Noise is already a big issue for several neighborhoods. I can speak to that as a 
realtor and a homeowner. Our neighborhood is extremely concerned and feel 
its not being heard!

Noise Chris Dossmna

56 9/12/2018 C-5
On material presented I could not determine what is being done for Eastbound 
traffic from Allisonville to 465. Currently 3 lane merge onto 465 without a 
directional lane. Too much traffic to safely merge - need dedicated lane.

Missing Movements Michael H.

57 9/12/2018 C-6
Please include a separate pedestrian/bicycle bridge across Binford at 71st 
intersection.

Missing Movements resident

58 10/15/2018 C-7 Good job! Keep it up! General Comment resident

59 1/11/2019 C-8 to C-10
Opposed to Noise Barrier #3 as presented in the Decemeber 17th, 2019 
publc meeting. Alternate designs were proposed. 

Noise Concern
J. Murray Clark on 
behalf of Castleton 
Outdoor Solutions
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60 5/3/2019 C-11 to C-12
Were a second set of noise questionnaires sent-out, what was the result? We 
are somewhat skeptical of this process. We are looking for the status and 
timeline of the EA and the status of Noise Barrier #3.

Noise Concern and 
Scheduling

J. Murray Clark

61 12/1/2018 C-15
I am a property owner at the corner of I-465 and I-69. What buildings are you 
taking down south bound on I-69? How are you handling additional drainage 
from 82nd street south?

Drainage Jim R. Sapp

62 8/7/2019 D-1

We have lived in East Avalon Hills for 22 years. We are not within the noise 
study area. We are at the east  end of the neighborhood on Hampstead Ln. 
Over the last 22 years the noise from 465 has gotten noticeably worse. Even 
where we are we are affected by the noise especially when windows are open 
and we are trying to enjoy the outdoors which we do often even in the winter 
months. The quality of life in EAHA has definitely been affected adversely and 
with increased traffic over the next 10-20 years we assume it will only worsen. 
We are 100% for Barrier 8. We love our neighborhood and don't want to move! 
Thank you!

Noise Concern Dave & Sandy Pasotti

63 8/7/2019 D-2

We have owned our home for 12 years and the 465 traffic noise has 
multiplied several times over the years. We would love to be able to use our 
lovely yard for cookouts and family gatherings but we can not due to the 
amount of noise. I would love to have our 3 boys sports parties and grad 
parties in our backyard, but we can not. Our children do not play in our yard 
due to the noise. Please allow sound barrier 8! Thanks you.

Noise Concern Michelle Dreiman

64 8/7/2019 D-3
We have invested over $18,000 and are prepared to put a 500 square foot 
sign. This wall will eliminate the ability to do this. Wasted $$

Noise Wall Limar Properties

65 8/7/2019 D-4

(Dated 2/15/2019) I am writing this letter in support of the proposed 
additional sound barrier, to be placed along Interstate 465. I am the director 
of CUMNS Kids, an early childhood center, located within Castleton United 
Methodist Church. We serve up to 220 children each year. The children we 
serve are currently be subjected to the interstate noise from the age of 6 
weeks old till age 5. We are concerned about the long term effects this type of 
noise will have on the children in our care. According to the World Health 
Organization, noise at the decimal that the children are being exposed to can 
cause a number of short and long-term health problems, such as sleep 
disturbance, cardiovascular effects, and poorer work and school performance. 
We strongly encourage you to consider this proposal as a way to aid in the 
health and overall wellbeing of each child. Please free free to contact me with 
any questions you may have.

Noise Concern Yvette Wills
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66 8/7/2019 D-5

The Castleton area is important but has seen a decline in businesses. Clear 
Path 465 is a worthy project, but neighbors fear the area will loose more 
businesses and see properties go into disrepair. I ask for your support and 
leadership to include a sound barrier to not only protect the quality of local 
businness, but also to protect the quality of life for area homes and 
neighborhoods. Please help those on the east side of I-465 by including a 
barrier in the plan.

Noise Concern
Michael J. McQuillen, 
City-County Council 

District #4

67 8/7/2019 D-6

The area south of 82nsd street is a mix of new and established businesses. 
There are also churches and a neighborhood. In the last years there has been 
a decline in businesses. The area suffered the loss of Marsh Supermarket. 
Clear Path 465 is a worthy and necessary project. However, the expanded 
lanes will signfigantly increase noise pollution. On behalf of the BRAG boar do 
directors, I respectfully request that INDOT building Sound Barrier #8 to 
protect our area from extremely high levels of noise pollution.

Noise Concern
Mark Flanary, Executive 

Director, BRAG

68 8/7/2019 D-7-24

We, the residents of East Avalon Hills, are requesting a sound wall on the east 
side of 465. The proposed sound walls included in the 465 clear path project 
do not include the east side of 465 between Fall Creek and 75th Street. With 
the expansion of 465, the noise will greatly increase, affecting our quality of 
life and home prices. The excuse to not include our neighborhood in the study 
has been the businesses on the east side of 465 would loose visibility. We 
would like to argue that these businesses are not those that require signs to 
gain business. We demand that the city put people over businesses and 
protect the residents of East Avalon Hills from the extra sound the expansion 
of 465 will create.

Noise Concern
Social Media petition 

with 273 names
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