
P A G E  T E N

www.fhwa.dot.gov (Federal Highway
Administration) 

www.fta.gov.org (Federal Transit Administration)  

www.i69indyevn.org (I-69 to Evansville)  

www.indygo.net (IndyGo)

www.indygreenways.org (Indy Greenways)

www.state.in.us/index.html (Access Indiana)
Use this for accessing all state agencies, the

Indiana General Assembly concerning  legislative activity,  and
to access the Indiana Code.

www.in.gov/dot/trafficwise (Intelligent Transportation
Systems -ITS) 

www.in.gov/dot/publications/longrange (INDOT’s 2000 –
2025 Statewide Long Range Plan)

www.state.in.us/dot/multi-modal/ithp.htm (Multi-modal
Division at INDOT - aeronautics, rail, transit, scenic byways,
and bicycle/ped)

www.stpp@transact.org (Surface Transportation Policy
Project, - a non-profit organization working to ensure a diver-
sified transportation system.)

www.statelib.lib.in.us (Indiana State Library) 

ww.epa.gov/oar (US EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation).

http://search.bts.gov/ntl (US DOT’s National Transportation
Library search engine)

If any teMPO
readers have other trans-
portation-related sites to
recommend, please e-mail
them to me and we’ll
compile a list for a future
issue of teMPO. Contact
me, Mike Dearing, at
317/327-5139 or 
mdearing@indygov.org.

Questions & Answers
(from page 2)



SR 431 Preferred

Alternative

Among the highway projects includ-
ed in the Indiana Department of

Transportation’s (INDOT’s) 2000-2025
Long Range Plan (see related story, page
1) is the proposed improvement of State
Road (SR) 431 (Keystone Avenue) from
96th Street to US 31 in Clay Township
and the City of Carmel. INDOT, with its
consultants at Parsons Transportation
Group (PTG), conducted an
Environmental Assessment (EA)

of the 4.7-mile corridor as a
first sttep toward helping to  reduce
traffic congestion and improve motorist
safety. 

The EA found that:
• Four of the eight intersections in

the 4.7 stretch of highway are currently
functioning at deficient levels of service
(E or F). Levels of service range from A
(free-flowing traffic with no congestion)
to F (extremely heavy traffic conges-
tion). Under INDOT standards, D is the
minimum acceptable level of service.

• If no improvements are made,
five of the eight intersections are pro-
jected to function at level of service F
by the year 2025.

• Seven of the eight segments of
the roadway have crash rates that
exceed the statewide average.

• Significant growth in population,
employment and residential/commercial
development is projected to continue in
the City of Carmel and Clay Township
and surrounding communities, resulting
in increased demands on SR 431.

Based on these findings,
INDOT considered a variety of strate-
gies for improving SR 431 (see box,
page 18) before arriving at a Preferred
Alternative that includes the following
elements:

• Widening the roadway from four
to six lanes from 98th Street to US 31
by adding one travel lane in each direc-
tion within the 44-foot grassy median
that separates traffic. The roadway
would be widened to eight lanes
between 96th and 98th Streets.

• Reconfiguring five of the nine
intersections to add turn lanes (96th,

116th, 126th and 131st Streets and
Carmel Drive).

• Widening
and rehabilitating

the twin
bridges over
Cool Creek to

accommodate the
added lanes.

• Closing the median at
the 99th Street intersection to

restrict turning movements to right
turns only.

• Installing concrete medians on
96th Street at the SR 431 intersection to
eliminate left-turn movements into and
out of the adjacent commercial properties. 

The Preferred Alternative would
significantly reduce traffic congestion
with relatively few impacts on the sur-
rounding natural and human environ-
ments. With the recommended
improvements, all eight intersections
would meet or exceed INDOT’s mini-
mum standards for traffic flow.
Without the improve-
ments (The No-
Action Alternative),
five of the eight
intersec-
tions

would function at the lowest level of
service (F).

Traffic volumes are projected to
increase with or without the recom-
mended improvements. Compared with
making no improvements, the Preferred
Alternative would have little or no effect

P A G E  E L E V E N

cont on page 22, see SR 431 Alternative
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Snow Plan Facts

Even if we end up getting no snow this winter, we have to be
ready. .  . just in case,” says Pat Carroll, Administrator of

Maintenance Services for the Indianapolis Department of Public
Works (DPW). “When the flakes start falling is no time to figure
out who, what, where, when and how much.”

Whether or not we find ourselves adrift in the white stuff
some time soon, we have the comfort of knowing that snow
removal plans for the 2001-2002 season were already well in
place last fall, when the City’s snow phone (327-SNOW) and web
site (www.indygov.org/dpw/snow) went on-line. That November
1st activation date was the result of a planning process that
involved the DPW and  Local 725 of the American Federation of
State, County  and Municipal Employees (
AFSCME), as well as other City Departments.
“We’re trying to guard against surprises, so it
makes sense to get relevant input from all the
players,”  explains John Burkhardt, Manager of
DPW’s Traffic Operations Section, who provid-
ed input for this story.
“This year, that added
up to some significant
changes in our thinking.

Included among those changes for the
2001-2002 snow removal plan:

• Further consolida-
tion of routes resulting
in average routes of
approximately 60–65
miles vs. 75 miles or
higher in the past. 

• Greater con-
centration on
established high
priority routes
such as Washington
Street, Madison Avenue, Meridian Street, 38th Street, 82nd Street,
86th Street, Keystone Avenue, Binford Boulevard. and Shadeland
Avenue.

• Experimentation with agricultural based pre-treated salt
products generally in the mile-square downtown area. These envi-
ronmentally 

friendly products spread better, activate faster and eliminate
liquids.

• Addition of four smaller one-ton trucks equipped with
plows for smaller common areas and narrower downtown alleys
and residential areas.

The City’s snow fighting operations are directed from the
Snow Operations Center at 1725 S. West Street.  Operations are
coordinated by radio through the DPW Dispatch Center at the

Metropolitan Emergency Communications Agency (MECA) and
through the use of Snowfighter software, which allows for graphi-
cal plotting of the plowed and unplowed snow routes and permits
real time input from each of the DPW garages. This software inter-
faces with the City’s Infrastructure Management System (IMS) and
provides up-to-date summaries of labor, material and vehicle costs.

Labor 
DPW has over 350 individuals, from every DPW

Operations section, performing as office assistants, semi-skilled
laborers, snow drivers, heavy equipment operators, supervisors
and managers available for normal and extended (12 hours) snow
fighting shifts, if necessary. In addition, DPW has 25 on-call con-
tractors available for plowing residential areas during heavy snow-
storm activity. When contractors are called out for residential
plowing, the Department of Metropolitan Development (DMD)
supplements the DPW staff with field inspectors.

Material
The City’s salt barns hold approxi-
mately 20,000 tons of salt and are
currently at 100% capacity. These
salt barns are located at or near the
Martin Luther King, 21st and
Sherman, and West Street City

garages; at 65th and Binford
Boulevard (northeast side); on

Lafayette Road at Trader’s Point
(northwest side); near Tibbs
Avenue and Southport Road

(south side); at Five Points near I-
74 and I-465 (southeast side). 

Vehicles
DPW has 85 snow

trucks equipped with
plows and salt spread-

ers. There are an
additional 30 Solid

Waste trucks equipped with
plows, if the weather becomes progressively worse. White River
Environmental Partners (WREP), the private consortium that
manages the waste water treatment and collection system, also
provide a limited number of vehicles and drivers. In addition, on-
call contractors have 117 pickup trucks with plows and more
than 250 heavier pieces of equipment for plowing and hauling.

“Our people are highly motivated and trained in the newest
snowfighting techniques each year,” explains Steven Quick, AFC-
SME Local 725 President. “How we deploy them to maximize the
benefit of their efforts is always a joint decision between labor and
management and reflects a great, on-going partnership.” 

For additional information on the City’s 2001-2001 Snow
Plan, call Pat Carroll DPW Administrator, Maintenance Services,
at 327–2954 (pcarroll@indygov.org).
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Irons In The Fire

conNECTions’ DEIS Public Hearings
As previously reported in teMPO (Fall, 2001), the

conNECTions study of Northeast Corridor Transportation
released its Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
on September 28 for sixty days
of public review and comment.
As part of that process, the
Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT) con-
ducted Public Hearings on
Thursday, November 15th at
Broad Ripple High School. The
first session, held from 3:30 to
6:00 PM, drew about 70 atten-
dees and was covered with a
live remote broadcast by
Channel 13, WTHR. The
Government Access Channel,
WCTY (Channel 16 on
Comcast and Time-Warner)
also taped the session for re-
broadcast. The second session,
held from 7:00 to 9:30 PM,
attracted more than 200 atten-
dees and was the subject of
drive time features by WIBC
Radio the following day. Both
sessions were promoted
through advertising and articles
in The Indianapolis Star, The
Noblesville Ledger and
Southeastern Hamilton County
Topics. 

The purpose of the Public
Hearings was to gather com-
ments on various aspects of the
DEIS which offered findings on
the impacts that eight proposed
transportation options are likely
to have on the region’s human
and natural environments.
These options, intended to
reduce traffic congestion and
increase mobility throughout
the region’s busiest travel corridor, include highway expan-
sion, new and expanded bus service, and rail/bus transit
systems. Those wishing to express an opinion to the group

on the findings of the DEIS were asked to register before the
Hearings, but impromptu speakers were accommodated in
the casual atmosphere. Those attending also had the oppor-
tunity to tape their comments on a recorder stationed out-
side the auditorium, or to voice them directly to members of
the MPO staff who hosted an Open House throughout the

day featuring detailed maps and
informative displays.  

Each of the Public
Hearings began with introduc-
tory remarks by Rickie G.
Clark, Jr., Hearings Officer at
INDOT.  Brief presentations fol-
lowed by Mike Peoni of the
Indianapolis Metropolitan
Planning Organization, who
gave an overview of the need
for the study; John Myers of
Parsons Brinckerhoff, project
consultants, who described the
transportation options under
consideration; and, Caron
Kloser of HNTB Corporation,
who addressed environmental
issues. In both of the Hearings,
the majority of the time was
spent on public comment,
which ranged from the general-
ly critical to the highly support-
ive, including:

. . . the region must look
for alternatives to the single
occupant car to mitigate our
traffic problems. And, we have
to do it before our quality-of-
life is irreparably damaged.

. . . I don’t sense that
there was any thought given to
the amount of traffic congestion
that would be caused by a rail
line that would intersect dozens
of streets between Castleton
and downtown.

. . . the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement

makes clear that Avalon Hills has kind of severe highway
noise problems. These will become intolerable if I-465 is
widened which will  move the traffic closer to existing homes.
We need a commitment to noise abatement measure.

cont on page 21, see Irons In The Fire



PAGE FOURTEEN

such as State Police and trained medical
personnel. This rapid flow of informa-
tion enables roadside assistance to arrive
more quickly, clearing congestion-caus-
ing incidents faster than ever before.
Whether they are flat tires or hazardous
material spills.

Theory
Not so long ago, talk of INDOT’s

Advanced Traffic Management System
(ATMS) was more theory than practice,”
Newland notes. ATMS refers to specific
technologies employed by the umbrella
Intelligent Transportation System, which
coordinates its various components.
“My predecessor at INDOT, Dan Shamo,
used to talk about the  “3-N trio” of
common-sense guidelines that recom-
mended the use of these systems to
skeptical transportation planners,” says
Newland.

The first “N” was “Know what’s
going on.” Though its starts with a “k”
instead of an “n”, the point of this
guideline is that the quicker potential
traffic problems are recognized, the
quicker they can be solved. As an exam-
ple, Mr. Shamo used to
cite the following rule
of thumb for INDOT
planners: If 465 is
shut down for 30
minutes, it takes 90

min-

utes - 3 times as longer - for traffic to get
up and running again. Total interrup-
tion: 2 hours! 

The second “N” that recommends
ITS use is “Nip the problem in the bud.”

The idea is to rectify a problem as
soon as possible to minimize the impact
of any resulting delay. Examples here
include the Hoosier Helper Program
which INDOT has always concentrated
exclusively on its highways. “It just
makes sense to continue doing that,”
says Sweson Yang, MPO Chief
Transportation Planner and planner-in-
charge of ITS-related issues. “Interstates
represent only 3% of all Indiana road-
ways, yet carry about 40% of our traffic.
Higher usage of highways makes main-
taining traffic flow even more critical
there.”

The third “N’ Shamo used to cite
is “Notify the public.” When a traffic
problem has been identified that can’t
be immediately fixed, the next best
thing to do is try to minimize the
amount of traffic delayed by it. This can
be done by informing drivers of upcom-
ing travel conditions which allows them
to choose an alternative route.

“We’ve come a long way since
INDOT employed its first ATMS strate-
gy,” Newland says. “But every technol-
ogy we’ve installed since still puts that
original theory into practice.”

Practice 
Still chief among the ATMS

strategies INDOT relies on are the
Hoosier Helpers — good Samaritans
who continuously travel a prescribed
circuit from 5 AM - 8 PM looking for
travelers in distress and who aided more
than 10,000 Indiana motorists in 2000
— the last full year for which figures are
available. The freeway assistance patrols,
are a key component of the TrafficWise
System. By providing them with up-to-
the-minute traffic information,
TrafficWise helps the emergency vans do
their job of minimizing the impact of
traffic-delaying incidents, such as flat
tires or empty gas tanks. In return, the

Hoosier Helpers feed field information
directly into the TrafficWise Information
System, via cell phones and laptop com-
puter links, enabling it to keep traffic
moving safely and efficiently by inform-
ing drivers  of current highway condi-
tions. 

Other ways TrafficWise collects
and disseminates information include
overpass sensors which determine the
average speed, volume and lane occu-
pancy of the traffic that passes below;
speed sensors embedded in the pave-
ment; Dynamic Message Signs (DMS,
also called Variable Message Signs or
VMS) which alert drivers to upcoming
conditions; closed-circuit cameras (like
the 120 Marion County will eventually
have in place) that permit visual high-
way monitoring; advisory radio (AM
530/1610), alphanumeric pagers and,
eventually, live video on the web. “All of
the collection technologies report traffic
slow downs or interruptions to INDOT’s
Traffic Management Center (TMC),”
Newland notes, “which then uses the
various dissemination technologies to
inform travelers so they have the option

cont on page 15, see ITS Revolution

ITS Revolution
(from page 1)



of choosing an alternate route.”
These technologies have proven so

successful that they’ve encouraged rapid
growth within the TrafficWise system.
“Right now, we have 11 dynamic mes-
sage signs at work in 9 locations within
the Indianapolis MPA,” Newland notes.
“Next spring,  we’ll start new installa-
tions that will bring the total to 23 in
18 locations.” Another sign of success is
the new Traffic Management
Center/State Police Post at 21st Street
and Post Road that will be sent out for
bid in February and completed by late
2003. “This will be a fairly unique facil-
ity, but we’ve studied a similar installa-
tion in Michigan and are really
impressed with all of the opportunities
for synergy,” he says. “After all, our
office is the highway. We have that in
common with the State Police and we
have complementary information sys-
tems.”

511 Traveler Information
System

One INDOT ITS innovation is so
new that Newland hesitates to talk
about it – the 511 Traveler Information
System. “ We are just barely in the plan-
ning stage,” he says. “Once it’s up and
running, though, this system will revo-
lutionize travel nationwide.”

The Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) has designated
511 as the travelers equivalent of 911. If
you’re in need of assistance, no matter
where you’re traveling, you can dial 511
and receive pertinent transportation-
related information. “Eventually, we
envision our system as offering travel
times along specific routes, destination-
specific route recommendations, travel
highlights, transit schedules, everything
a traveler could want, but that’s a long
way off,” Newland says.

The first step is applying for
$100,000 in seed money which the
FHWA is making available to every state
for 511 system planning purposes.

INDOT’s application will be filed in
early 2002 and Newland feels good
about the direction it maps out. “We’ve
worked cooperatively with the
Wisconsin and Illinois DOT’s for some
time,” he says, “and it makes sense to
do so on 511, as well.” 

The proposed Indiana-Illinois-
Wisconsin joint venture would pool the
planning money for all three states to
design and implement a “gateway” sys-
tem along the Gary/Chicago/Milwaukee
travel corridor. The system would be
housed in Illinois and would include a
central computer into which all three
participating states would feed current
travel information on an on-going basis.
This computer would be the system’s
brain which would respond to requests
for information. When operational,
the system would serve as a template
for others employed throughout
each state.

“That’s about as much as
we know so far,” says
Newland. Specific issues, like
how effective the system
would be in rural areas, or
whether or not cellular phone
companies might make travel-
er-assistance calls toll-free,
still need to be worked out.
“We’re pretty much out in front
of this technology,” Newland
notes. Right now only one state,
Kentucky,  has a 511 system in oper-
ation.

“The ITS technology in develop-
ment, and currently in use, is truly cut-
ting-edge,” Newland says. “When our
TrafficWise system is complete, our web
site will provide real time information
on highway conditions in the
Indianapolis region, the Gary area and
throughout the state, including current
travel times and live video feeds.”  In
addition, drivers will be able to sub-
scribe to a paging service that warns of
upcoming traffic tie-ups. “INDOT cur-
rently operates Traffic Management
Centers in Indianapolis and Gary,”

Newland states. “If needed, either facili-
ty could manage the other’s system.”
INDOT is also a partner in a similar sys-
tem in southern Indiana outside of
Louisville. 

“I’ve heard the benefits of ITS on
the regional traffic flow described as
equivalent to
that of adding a
traffic lane in
each direction,
but I think its
greater,” says
Newland.
“It

offers
not only convenience and safety, but
peace-of-mind that we’re planning now
to maintain our mobility and quality-of-
life in the future.”

For more information on
TrafficWise and INDOT’s use of ITS
technologies, visit the TrafficWise web
site at www.in.gov/dot/trafficwise Or,
contact Mark Newland at INDOT
(317/232-5523) or Sweson Yang at
317/327-5137 (syang@indygov.org).

ITS Revolution
(from page 14)
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range plan of their own. Instead, we had to identify all of the
needs on the state system within our planning area and
INDOT would pick the projects they were willing to fund.
Having a State Plan in place will be a great help to us and, I’m
sure, to the state’s other eleven MPOs.”

In the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
of 1991 (ISTEA), federal transportation legislation required the
preparation of a statewide plan, but did not specify its form or
level of detail. Between 1993 –1995, INDOT developed a
multi-modal policy plan that addressed highway, bicycle,
pedestrian, transit, rail and air issues. It also incorporated
water-based transportation information provided by a sister
agency.  The new Statewide Transportation Plan is a combina-
tion of this Policy Plan and a 2001 update of the 1995
Highway System Plan. 

The purpose of the Plan is to identify highway improve-
ment project priorities throughout the state from border to
border. This was accomplished by assessing infrastructure

needs based on population growth, number of household and
employment forecasts, as well as current and anticipated travel
and development trends. Once the assessment was complete,
INDOT and its planning partners developed a list of recom-
mended improvements intended to maintain a good level of
service throughout the state’s highway system despite project-
ed traffic increases. INDOT reconciled the list of recommend-
ed improvements with fiscal resources anticipated to be avail-
able during the implementation period. In this way, the
Statewide Transportation Plan, now in its draft form, recom-
mends only cost-feasible’ improvements.

“Part of the assessment job was classifying our various
state roadways into three categories,”  says Smith. “The first,
Category 1, identifies statewide mobility corridors that carry
the highest volume of traffic and connect communities with
populations of 25,000 or more. In our current plan, this
accounts for approximately 20% of all state roadways. Of
course, this percentage will change as populations shift or
increase and communities grow.

Long Range Transportation Plan
(from page 1)
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Category 2 or Regional Corridors, which account for
another 20% of all state roadways, connect communities with
populations of 5,000 – 25,000 and connect to Category 1
roadways. Category 3 roadways provide lower speed travel
and serve adjacent land uses, making up the remaining 60%
of state roads.

“Once we developed improvement project recommenda-
tions working with transportation planners and engineers from
throughout the state, we offered all of our planning partners,
including the general public, the opportunity to review and
comment on what we’ve put together,” Smith notes. “That was
an extensive process that continues to this day.”

Public Input Process
To build awareness among, and encourage participation

and input from, its various professional and public planning
partners in the development of its Long Range Transportation
Plan, INDOT relied on informative literature, personal presen-
tations, and special events. In August, during the Indiana State
Fair, informational brochures concerning the Plan’s develop-
ment and participation opportunities were handed-out to
more than 1,500 fair-goers. The same brochure was sent out
as direct mail to 1,200 elected officials, special interest groups
such as the Hoosier Environmental Council and the Indiana
Bicycle Coalition, as well as Indiana’s transportation engineers
in all of Indiana’s 92 counties. 

Between September 5 and September 20, INDOT held
public meetings in each of its six districts, soliciting comments
on proposed improvement projects. (NOTE: sessions planned
for September 11 were cancelled due to the terrorist attacks.)
Two sessions were held at each location to accommodate the
greatest number of attendees and those with specific schedul-
ing needs. The first was held at 2:30 – 4:30; the second from
5:30 – 7:30. A total of 383 participants attended. In addition,

INDOT made presentations to all twelve state MPOs to insure
the draft plan reflected local priorities as well as a “big picture”
perspective.

“INDOT made its presentation of the draft Plan to us on
November 1, 2001,” Peoni remembers. “These are people we
know real well and work with all the time but, still, we were
very impressed with the effort. Among other things, this docu-
ment helps us insure the comprehensive and coordinated
nature of our regional planning process and aids us in satisfy-
ing air quality conformity regulations.”

“Working with the MPO’s on their air quality analysis
was a big impetus in getting a statewide, project-specific plan
done,” Smith notes. “They really can’t plan to stay within air
quality guidelines with any degree of certainty without know-
ing the types of roadway projects, such as highway lane
expansions or new roadway alignments. INDOT is planning to
implement. Clearly, changes we’re making to a regional trans-
portation system impacts that region’s air quality.” For this rea-
son, the Long Range Transportation Plan will be updated every
two years. MPO’s with air quality maintenance issues, such as
Marion County’s, are required to update their own regional
plans every three years.

INDOT will
accomplish its
biannual Plan
updates
using
information
from the
Program
Development Process
(PDP) conducted in each
of its six districts (Crawfordsville, Fort
Wayne, Greenfield, LaPorte, Seymour,
Vincennes). Through this process, they
will work with transportation planners
and programmers to identify shifting
improvement priorities and newly recog-
nized needs. “It’s basically the same way
we worked together to develop the draft
Plan,” Smith says. “We’re going to contin-
ue getting input from the people who live,
work and travel in their own areas every-
day.”

For more information on the
contents of the draft Long Range
Statewide Transportation Plan or how
it was developed, contact Steve
Smith of INDOT at 317/232-5646
(ssmith@indot.state.in.us). Or, review the document in detail
on the web at www.in.gov/dot/publications/longrange/index.html.

PAGE SEVENTEEN

“The development of the INDOT Long-

Range Plan has really highlighted the

benefits of working cooperatively with

the state’s twelve MPOs to focus our

limited transportation dollars on those

improvements that will provide the

greatest benefit for our travelers.” 

— J. Bryan Nicol

INDOT Commissioner

Long Range Transportation Plan
(from page 16)



P A G E  E I G H T E E N cont on page 19, see INDOT’s Long Range Plan

The INDOT 2000-2025 Long
Range Plan lays out a strategy for the
future of the state highway system,
which is intended to provide Hoosiers
with the highest level of
mobility and safety possi-
ble, and to meet the needs
of economic development
and quality-of-life into the
next quarter of a century.
The Long Range Plan pro-
vides an update of the
1995 Statewide Multimodal
Transportation Plan, enti-
tled Transportation in
Indiana: Multimodal Plan
Development for the 1990’s
and Beyond. The 1995 mul-
timodal policy provides a
foundation for developing
more detailed plans for
specific travel modes. This
highway plan document is
intended to extend the
planning period for high-
way improvements from
the initial five years of the
1995 Plan to a 25-year
planning horizon. This
extended planning period
provides INDOT and its
planning partners, includ-
ing the state’s 12
Metropolitan Planning
Organizations and other key transporta-
tion stakeholders, a long range vision of
how the state’s jurisdictional highway

system will develop in the future.
INDOT divides the state into six

districts known as Crawfordsville, Fort
Wayne, Greenfield, LaPorte, Seymour

and Vincennes. In addition, it works in
cooperation with 12 federally mandated
Metropolitan Planning Organizations

with urban populations greater than
50,000. These MPOs are primarily
responsible for transportation planning
in the urbanized areas of Anderson,

Bloomington, Evansville,
Fort Wayne, Indianapolis,
Kokomo, Lafayette,
Louisville, Muncie,
Northwest Indiana, South
Bend-Elkhart and Terre
Haute. 

A total of approximate-
ly 509 projects are pro-
grammed into the 2000 –
2025 Statewide Long Range
Plan. About ninety of those
projects are currently slated
for the Indianapolis MPA
and are represented here.
Because the Plan is still in
draft form, the number and
type of projects it includes
may change before it is
approved in February, 2002.

For more information
on the Indianapolis MPA
projects identified in
INDOT’s 2000 – 2025 Long
Range Plan, contact Steve
Smith, INDOT Manager of
Long Range Transportation
Planning Section at 
317/232-5646
(ssmith@indot.state.in.us) or

Mike Peoni, MPO Manager/Master
Planner, at 317/327-5133
(mpeoni@indygov.org).

INDOT’s Long Range Plan for the MPO Planning Area

Project # Route Project Type Length Phase Cost (000) Description District
149 36 Added Travel Lanes 3.37 1 $21,112 0.22 mile east of Post Rd to 0.2 mile east of Oaklandon Rd Greenfield
150 36 Added Travel Lanes 2.03 1 $15,255 0.18 mile west of I-465 to 0.22 mile east of Post Rd (Phase Greenfield
151 36 Added Travel Lanes 2.1 1 $10,707 0.2 mile east of Oaklandon Rd to 0.18 mile east of CR 750N Greenfield
92 40 Added Travel Lanes 2.2 1 $12,653 Raceway Rd to Research Dr Crawfordsville
155 40 Median Construction 1.83 1 $12,152 Grassy Creek to Buck Creek (1.57 mi W to 0.26 mi E of Mario Greenfield
158 52 Added Travel Lanes 1.25 1 $11,858 I-465 to Post Rd Greenfield
207 65 Added Travel Lanes 5.28 1 $73,496 Kessler Blvd to 0.5 mile north of I-465 (West Leg) Greenfield
169 70 Added Travel Lanes 0.64 1 $1,743 EB I-70 from the Pine St on ramp to the 5th lane on EB I-70 Greenfield
170 70 Interchange Modification 0.5 1 $11,200 At Mt. Comfort Rd, 7.7 miles west of SR 9 Greenfield
190 70 Added Travel Lanes 2.23 1 $18,780 5.7 km east of SR 267 to 1.1 km west of I-465 Greenfield
191 70 Added Travel Lanes 1.12 1 $28,170 1.1 km west of I-465 to 0.72 km east of I-465 (West Leg) Greenfield
192 70 New Interchange Construction 2 1 $36,223 At Six Points Rd Greenfield
226 70 Added Travel Lanes 4 1 $25,830 0.5 mile west of SR 267 to 3.5 mile east of SR 267 Crawfordsville
31 135 Added Travel Lanes 1.9 1 $7,450 CR 700N (Stones Crossing Rd) to Smith Valley Rd Seymour
101 421 Added Travel Lanes 2.01 1 $13,300 0.89 mile north of I-465 to 0.65 mile north of SR 334 (Phas Crawfordsville
714 421 Added Travel Lanes 1.05 1 $9,602 0.16 mile south of I-465 to 0.89 mile north of I-465 (Phase Crawfordsville
174 465 Interchange Modification 1.5 1 $24,650 At 86th St (West Leg) Greenfield
175 465 Interchange Modification 1 1 $27,654 At 56th St / Shadeland Ave (East Leg) (Phase II) Greenfield
206 465 Interchange Modification 3.5 1 $67,000 At I-70 (East Leg) (Phase I) Greenfield



206 465 Interchange Modification 3.5 1 $67,000 At I-70 (East Leg) (Phase I) Greenfield
208 465 Reconstruction 1.52 1 $38,000 1.08 miles S of I-74 to 0.44 mile N of I-74 (East Leg) (Int Greenfield
209 465 Reconstruction 1.56 1 $31,390 0.44 mile N of I-74 to 0.5 mile N of US 52 (East Leg) (Inte Greenfield
120 31 New Interchange Construction 2.01 2 $17,400 At SR 38 Greenfield
121 31 New Interchange Construction 0.87 2 $11,431 NB US 31 Mainline at 146th St Greenfield
139 32 Added Travel Lanes 1.6 2 $8,766 2.58 km west of US 31 to US 31 Greenfield
104 36 Added Travel Lanes 6.1 2 $13,750 0.96 mile east of SR 267 (Dan Jones Rd) to I-465 Crawfordsville
156 40 Added Travel Lanes 2.36 2 $23,237 Franklin Rd to Grassy Creek (1.57 miles west of Marion/Hanc Greenfield
159 52 Added Travel Lanes 3.12 2 $19,652 Marion / Hancock County Line to CR 500W Greenfield
160 52 Added Travel Lanes 3.1 2 $18,370 1.33 miles east of I-465 to Marion / Hancock County Line Greenfield
298 52 Median Construction 0.7 2 $2,458 Gem Rd to Sugar Creek, 7.6 miles east of I-465 to 8.3 miles Greenfield
162 67 Added Travel Lanes 0.97 2 $4,109 Thompson Rd to I-465 Greenfield
167 69 Added Travel Lanes 6.02 2 $190,000 I-465 to 6.02 miles north of I-465 Greenfield
203 69 Added Travel Lanes 5 2 $30,000 SR 37 to SR 238 Greenfield
96 70 Interchange Modification 1 2 $12,150 At SR 267 Crawfordsville
32 135 Added Travel Lanes 4.07 2 $10,700 SR 144 to Stones Crossing Rd Seymour
675 267 Added Travel Lanes 0.4 2 $3,550 0.1 mile north of I-74 to 0.5 mile north of I-74 Crawfordsville
172 431 Added Travel Lanes 4.2 2 $47,000 96th St to US 31 Greenfield
176 465 Interchange Modification 1.5 2 $24,000 At 71st St, 1.02 miles north of I-65 (West Leg) Greenfield
177 465 Interchange Modification 0.5 2 $12,360 At SR 37 (South Leg) Greenfield
193 465 Added Travel Lanes 2.14 2 $46,857 0.26 mile north of 10th St to 0.58 mile north of I-74 (West Greenfield
194 465 Added Travel Lanes 1.35 2 $49,940 0.9 km north of I-70 to 0.9 mile north of US 40 (West Leg) Greenfield
195 465 Added Travel Lanes 1.86 2 $36,281 0.57 mile north of US 40 to 0.26 mile north of 10th St (Wes Greenfield
196 465 Added Travel Lanes 3.15 2 $44,327 0.58 mile north of I-74 to 0.3 mile south of I-65 (West Leg Greenfield
197 465 Added Travel Lanes 2.45 2 $56,215 1.3 km east of SR 67 to 0.9 km north of I-70 (West Leg) (Ph Greenfield
681 465 Added Travel Lanes 0.6 2 $15,000 0.3 mile south of I-65 to 0.3 mile north of I-65 (West Leg) Greenfield
716 465 Interchange Modification 0.5 2 $8,936 At I-70 (East Leg) (Phase II) Greenfield
118 31 New Interchange Construction 0.95 3 $3,362 NB SR 431 Mainline at 146th St Greenfield
128 31 New Interchange Construction 0.39 3 $4,574 Southern Section US 31 Mainline at 146th St Greenfield
129 31 New Interchange Construction 1.68 3 $93,305 At 151st St, 2.5 miles south of SR 32 & 161st St, 1.5 miles Greenfield
130 31 New Interchange Construction 1.1 3 $22,996 At 136th St, 4.28 miles north of I-465 Greenfield
131 31 New Interchange Construction 1.52 3 $35,072 At 126th St, 2.83 miles north of I-465 Greenfield
132 31 New Interchange Construction 0.57 3 $16,289 At 116th St, 1.78 miles north of I-465 Greenfield
133 31 New Interchange Construction 1.17 3 $26,964 At 106th St, 0.79 mile north of I-465 Greenfield
204 32 Added Travel Lanes 2.4 3 $6,546 US 31 to Moontown Rd Greenfield
153 37 Added Travel Lanes 10.8 3 $106,000 I-69 to 10.79 miles north of I-69 at end of dual lanes Greenfield
472 37 Added Travel Lanes 3.11 3 $7,775 SR 144 to Smith Valley Rd Seymour
617 37 Added Travel Lanes 1.4 3 $8,228 Edgewood Ave to I-465 Seymour
618 37 Added Travel Lanes 2.57 3 $5,756 Bluff Rd to Edgewood Ave Seymour
619 37 Added Travel Lanes 2.78 3 $6,241 Smith Valley Rd to Bluff Rd Seymour
161 65 Added Travel Lanes 0.9 3 $18,485 Raymond St to I-70 South Split Greenfield
215 65 Added Travel Lanes 1.4 3 $8,300 I-465 Northwest Connector to 0.5 mile north of SR 334 Greenfield
216 65 Added Travel Lanes 3.6 3 $26,660 Greenwood Rd to Southport Rd Greenfield
217 65 Added Travel Lanes 2.8 3 $25,650 Southport Rd to I-465 (South Leg) Greenfield
219 65 Added Travel Lanes 2.6 3 $90,700 I-65/70 from the South Split to the North Split Greenfield
335 65 Added Travel Lanes 4.9 3 $31,270 SR 44 to Whiteland Rd Seymour
614 65 Added Travel Lanes 5 3 $30,930 Whiteland Rd to Greenwood Rd Seymour
214 70 Added Travel Lanes 5.1 3 $31,720 0.6 mile east of Post Rd to 0.5 mile east of Mt. Comfort Rd Greenfield
225 70 Added Travel Lanes 6 3 $106,890 I-65 North Split to I-465 (East Leg) Greenfield
254 70 Added Travel Lanes 8 3 $51,310 0.5 mile east of Mt. Comfort Rd to 0.8 mile east of SR 9 Greenfield
108 74 New Interchange Construction 1 3 $9,000 At Hendricks County North-South Corridor (CR 1000E) Crawfordsville
205 74 Interchange Modification 0.5 3 $4,071 At Post Rd Greenfield
105 421 Added Travel Lanes 2.7 3 $15,000 121st St to 146th St Crawfordsville
178 465 Interchange Modification 1.5 3 $106,675 At US 31 (North Leg) (US 31 Freeway Upgrade) Greenfield
200 465 Added Travel Lanes 3.3 3 $85,090 US 421 to west of US 31 (North Leg) Greenfield
201 465 Added Travel Lanes 7.3 3 $200,000 East of US 31 (North Leg) to 0.43 km north of Fall Creek Rd Greenfield
220 465 Added Travel Lanes 2.8 3 $33,190 0.5 mile north of 86th St (West Leg) to US 421 (North Leg) Greenfield
134 31 New Interchange Construction 2.17 4 $56,653 At SR 32 Greenfield
135 31 New Interchange Construction 1.01 4 $24,493 At 191st St, 1.59 miles north of SR 32 Greenfield
218 65 Added Travel Lanes 3.1 4 $24,415 I-465 (South Leg) to Raymond St Greenfield
189 70 New Interchange Construction 0.5 4 $12,000 At German Church Rd Greenfield
146 267 New Road Construction 2.1 4 $4,746 SR 67 to SR 267 south of I-70 Crawfordsville
147 334 TSM 1.07 4 $7,048 Zionsville Rd to US 421 Crawfordsville
223 65 Added Travel Lanes 5.5 5 $75,000 I-70 North Split to 38th St Greenfield
224 70 Added Travel Lanes 5.7 5 $75,000 Airport Expressway to I-65 South Split Greenfield
221 465 Added Travel Lanes 7.7 5 $53,900 I-65 to 1.3 km east of SR 67 (South Leg) Greenfield
222 465 Added Travel Lanes 9.8 5 $49,000 I-70 (East Leg) to I-65 (South Leg) Greenfield

Project # Route Project Type Length Phase Cost (000) Description District

INDOT’s Long Range Plan
(from page 18)
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$1
• Circle Centre Garages at 48 W.

Maryland St., 49 W. Washington
St., 26 W. Georgia St. and 100 S.
Illinois St.

Must purchase at least $20 worth of
merchandise from Circle Centre

Or, leave before event ends or stay at
least 1 hour after event end for
regular parking rates.

The regular rate for Circle Centre
parking is $10, if the preceding
conditions are not met. However,
Circle Centre rarely enforces this
policy during Conseco Fieldhouse
events.

$2
• Virginia Avenue Garage at 200 S.

Virginia Avenue - Top floor only
• Lilly Lot at southeast corner of

Delaware and South Streets
$3
• Union Station at 301 S. Meridian St.
• Express Parking Garage at 20 N.

Pennsylvania St.

• Penn Park Garage at 35 N.
Pennsylvania St. 

• Anthem/Contractor’s Lot at 201 S.
Delaware St.

• Central MSA Lot at 301 E.
Washington St.

• MSA South lot at 302 E.
Washington St.

$5
• Merchants Garage at 31 S.

Meridian St.
• Born’s Lot at 230 S. Meridian St.
• 239 S. Meridian St.
• South of Union Station at 365 S.

Meridian St.
• Express Lot #500 at 500 S.

Meridian St.
• Express Lot #405 at 405 S.

Pennsylvania St.
• Penn and South at 449 S.

Pennsylvania St.
• Circle Block at 25 Illinois St.
• LaRosa Lot at 101 S. Alabama St.
• Barnes & Thornburg Lot at 15 E.

Washington St.

“Whether under average workday
or special event conditions, our down-

town Parking Adequacy is probably in
the best shape it’s been in the fifteen
years we’ve been doing the study,” notes
Yang. “We can’t guarantee  there will be
a place open for you right out front, but
there’s always going to be one within
walking distance.” For more informa-
tion on downtown parking, contact
Sweson Yang at 317/327-5137
(syang@indygov.org) or Byron Brown of
Indianapolis Downtown, Inc. at
317/237-2222 (byron@indydt.com).

Downtown Parking
(from page 8)

REGIONAL CENTER 
NUMBERING SYSTEM

For Use With The Parking Model

MILE SQUARE PARKING

SPACES
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. . . It’s the trucks.You can build 42 lanes across 465;
it’s not going to make a bit of difference unless you keep
trucks off off them. Cars don’t make noise; trucks do.

In addition to the Public Hearings, the public was
encouraged to review the full DEIS at the MPO office, all
public libraries within the Northeast Corridor study area,
the office of the INDOT Development Engineer - Greenfield
District, Office of the Hamilton County Auditor, and the
INDOT Hearings Examiner’s office, Room N901 of the
Indiana Government Center. Resulting comments could be
forwarded to John Myers of Parsons Brinkerhoff. An
Executive Summary of the DEIS was available for review on
both the MPO and conNECTions web sites
(www.indygov.org/indympo, www.indygov.org/connections)
where comments could also be submitted. In addition, the
conNECTions Hot-line (1-877-NEC-LINK) also directed
users to call the MPO directly to voice opinions. The com-
ment period ended 5 PM, Thursday, November 29th.

All comments received by that time have since been
passed along to the Study’s Policy

Study Steering Committee which is
co-chaired by Indianapolis Mayor

Bart Peterson, State Senator Luke
Kenley, and INDOT

Commissioner J. Bryan Nicol.
The committee met on

Wednesday, January 16th
to consider this input as

well as the findings of
the DEIS. Its deci-

sions on how to
proceed

with

conNECTions will be reported in future issues of teMPO.
For more information, contact Mike Peoni at 317/327-
5133 (mpeoni@indygov.org).

Glendale Special Neighborhood Study Status
The public input phase of the Special Neighborhood

Study of the Glendale Area officially ended November
28th following a two-month extension past its scheduled
September completion to accommodate continuing public
comment and to further analyze potential recommenda-
tions. The purpose of the study is to identify effective
strategies for increasing mobility options within estab-
lished neighborhoods. Study consultants Storrow Kinsella
Associates, a landplanning and design firm, turned over a
final report to the MPO in January in which public com-
ments were included and addressed. 

This report will go to the project’s Study Review
Committee in early 2002 and, pending approval, will then
be posted on the MPO’s web site (www.indygov.org/indym-
po) as part of the 30-day review and comment period. For
more information on the Special Neighborhood Study of
the Glendale Area and eventual implementation of its
strategies, contact Stephanie Belch, MPO Senior Planner,
at 317/327-5136 (sbelch@indygov.org).

INDOT Bike Study
Mike O’Loughlin, INDOT’s State Bicycle Coordinator,

reports that the Indiana Trails Study is now available upon
request. This document, based on a study conducted by
The Epply Institute throughout 2001, reports on several
existing trails. Information includes numbers and types of
users and reactions from the owners of adjacent proper-
ties. Look for a summary of findings to be posted on
INDOT’s web site in early 2002 (www.state.in.us/dot/stud-
ies). For more information on the Indiana Trails Study, con-
tact Mike O’Loughlin at  317/232-5653

(moloughlin@indot.state.in.us).

Irons In The Fire (from page 13)

cont on page 24, see Irons In The Fire



on the air quality, farmland, ground
water, wetlands or historic and archeo-
logical resources of the area.
Implementing the Preferred Alternative
would also result in no residential or
commercial displacements. 

Environmental impacts associated
with the Preferred Alternative include:

Land Acquisition: For permanent
right-of-way to build the Preferred
Alternative, INDOT would need to buy
about 0.39 acres of commercial property
(nine parcels), about 0.17 acres of resi-
dential property (six parcels), and 0.25
acres of church property (three parcels).
For temporary right-of-way during con-
struction, INDOT would need about
0.20 acres of commercial land (six
parcels) and about 0.07 acres of resi-
dential property (three parcels).

Noise: Of the 213 noise-sensitive
receivers (residential dwellings and
churches) evaluated along SR 431, 129
are currently experiencing noise impacts
or noise levels that exceed 66 decibels
(dBA). Implementing the Preferred

Alternative would result in noise
impacts at 172 receivers – 43 more than
existing conditions and 15 more than
the No-Action Alternative. The increases
in predicted noise levels, however,
would be small, ranging from 0.8 to 1.7

dBA. (Noise-level increases of less than
3 dBA are normally not perceptible to
the human ear.)

Although it was determined that
there are three locations along SR 431
where noise barriers would be feasible
and cost-effective, all of the receivers at
these locations fell under the no impact
category or were on the borderline
between no impact and minor impact
when taking into consideration the
severity of impacts for noise abatement
measures. Based on these results, the
installation of noise barriers at these is
not recommended.

Access: The closing of the median
at the 99th Street intersection would
restrict turning movements to right
turns only. In addition, the concrete
medians on 96th Street at the SR 431
intersection would eliminate left-turn
movements into and out of the adjacent
commercial properties.

Visual: The Preferred Alternative
would result in only minor visual
impacts, reducing the current 44-foot
grassy median by more than half to add
travel and turn lanes. Inside shoulders
would also be replaced by curbs and
gutters. 

INDOT invited public reaction to
its Environmental Assessment of SR
431, including its Preferred Alternative,
during a 45-day Review and Comment
period which began November 6 and
ended December 21. During this peri-
od, the full document was available for
review at Carmel-Clay Public Library,
Carmel City Hall in the Department of
Community Services, and at the offices
of The Parsons Transportation Group.
The consultants were responsible for
gathering public comment via phone,

SR 431 

As part of  INDOT’s SR 431 Environmental
Assessment, the following alternatives were considered and
dismissed as stand-alone solutions to the problem.

Transportation System Management 
This alternative involved steps intended to increase the

efficiency of the existing roadway without adding through
lanes, such as computerized signal timing and coordination
which would provide minimal improvements to traffic con-
gestion. With this alternative, five out of the eight intersec-
tions would still function at level of service F.

Adding turn lanes at intersections and coordinating sig-
nal timing would improve efficiency more than signal coordi-
nation alone or a No-Action Alternative, but would still leave
five of the eight intersections at unacceptable levels of service
(E or F), indicating extremely heavy traffic congestion.

Travel Demand Management
The effect of ridesharing, flexible work schedules and

telecommuting on traffic volumes or congestion levels in the
corridor would be insignificant.

Mass Transit
Currently, mass transit is not available in Hamilton

County. In addition, studies show that Hamilton County
trips are dispersed among numerous points of origin and
destination. Such a dispersed ridership would make mass
transit operation economically unfeasible.

Widen to six lanes with new travel lanes on the out-
side

This option would bring service improvements similar to
those of the Preferred Alternative, but would require acquisi-
tion of a substantial amount of land. It would have major
impacts on residential areas and environmental resources. 

Upgrade to Urban Freeway Standards
This option would require 30 to 40 feet of additional

right-of-way on each side. In addition, grade-separated inter-
changes (cross streets elevated to go over SR 431) would
require a major amount of additional land. Impacts to resi-
dential and commercial properties, as well as environmental
resources, would be substantial. As a result, this alternative
was dropped from further consideration.

PAGE TWENTY TWO

SR 431 Alternative
(from page 11)

cont on page 23, see SR 431 Alternative



fax, regular mail and e-mail. In addi-
tion, a formal Public Hearing was held
on December 6 from 6–9 PM in the
cafeteria at Clay Junior High School,
5150 E. 126th Street. 

Based on the results of the EA and
the outcome of the Public Hearing,
INDOT and the Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA) will issue a
finding that will determine the next
steps for the project. If the FHWA
determines that the Preferred
Alternative has no significant impact on
the environment, a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) will be
issued and the project can move into
final design and construction. However,
if FHWA deems the project to present

significant impacts, more extensive
analysis in the form of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
will be required.

For more information on the SR
431 project, contact Brad Steckler or
Jim Juricic at INDOT (317/232-5137 or
317/232-5305, respectively) or Steve
Cunningham, MPO Senior Planner, at
317/327-5403 (scunning@indygov.org).
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SR 431 Alternative
(from page 22)

Notes & Quotes

Clarifications
Sometimes, after preparing an

article for teMPO, we find that
our source information was
inaccurate, that the facts upon
which a story was based have
changed since going to press,
or that we simply got it wrong
the first time around. In any of
these cases, we’re happy to
clarify.

In the Fall issue of
teMPO, our article on the pro-
posed Midwest Regional Rail
System may have confused some read-
ers concerning Indiana’s financial com-
mitment to the project. The estimated
cost for the entire nine-state system is
$4.1 billion, approximately 80% of
which will be federally funded.
Indiana’s portion of the system will
cost $750 million of which the state

will pay between $80 to $120 million.
Indiana’s financial commitment does
not equal the federally unfunded 20%
($150 million) because he cost of

routes leading to primary out-of-state
destinations are shared with neighbor-
ing states (e.g. the cost of the route
from Indy to Cincinnati would be
shared with Ohio). These facts were
clarified prior to the teMPO article
being re-printed, with permission and
in-full, in a recent issue of The South

Side Times.
Hope this clears things up and

gets us all back on-track!
In the same issue of teMPO,

Acro-Nymble identified ITS as
standing for “Information
Technology Systems.”
Although that acronyn is
commonly used in the busi-
ness world, ITS usually means
“Intelligent Transportation
Systems” when it comes to
the work of the MPO and its
planning partners. 

Also in the Fall issue,
the map on page 17 repre-

senting conNECTions’ Alternative H-5
mis-identified SR 37 north of 116th
Street as a 6-lane freeway. That deci-
sion has not yet been made; that por-
tion of SR 37 could become either a 6-
lane freeway or 6-lane expressway.

coMPOnents

To encourage public awareness of, and
informed participation in, the regional transporta-
tion planning process, the MPO includes display
advertising among its various outreach efforts.
Featuring consistent use of the “iMPOrtant” for-
mat to build awareness and recall, these ads
appear in the City & State section of The
Indianapolis Star, The Indianapolis Recorder and
other regional publications. The following ad,
which appeared in early-to-mid December,
solicited responses from qualified professional transportation
planning partners interested in working with the MPO.

“The development process of the 2000-2025 

Long-Range Plan balanced the detailed local

knowledge and insight of Indiana’s MPOs 

with INDOT’s statewide perspective on the 

overall improvement program.”

— J. Bryan Nicol

INDOT Commissioner

I M P O R T A N T

For more information on transportation planning, 

call 327-5151 or visit www.indygov.org/indympo.

The Indianapolis Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is soliciting

statements of qualifications for professional planning and/or engineering

services. 
Included among the activities for which qualified providers are needed

are the update/enhancement of the TMS and CMS; multi-modal planning

for rail, bicycle and transit; computer modeling; community involvement;

environmental justice activities; and, transportation study preparation. 

For more information, see our notice in today’s classified section. 



Metropolitan Planning Organization
1841 City-County Building
200 East Washington Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204-3310
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Bike Route Signs
The City of

Indianapolis will fabri-
cate and install signs
along all 167 miles of pri-
mary bike routes and
route intersections
throughout Marion County.
That amounts to 1,257
signs in all! Installation loca-
tions were recommended by
the MPO staff. The work should be completed by late Spring,
2002. For more information, contact Mike Dearing, MPO
Principal Planner at 317/327-5139 (mdearing@indygov.org)

Best Practices Praise
The Indianapolis MPO is again receiving national

attention for an aspect of its transportation planning process.
Its distance learning projects, conducted with the Center for
Interactive Learning and Collaboration (CICL) over the “Vision

Athena” videoconferencing network, has
brought real world transportation-related
studies into Indiana’s public schools.
Examples include students working with the
MPO to identify proposed bike route locations
and students investigating strategies for mitigat-
ing traffic congestion and mobility
problems in the region’s fastest
growing Northeast Corridor
as part of the MPO’s
conNECTions study. It all
adds up to greater project
awareness, increased public
participation and fresh, innova-
tive perspectives. And that adds up
to a “Best Practices” designation in
Public Involvement from the United
States Department of Transportation
(USDOT). The case study will be
included in a Best Practices publica-
tion now being developed by the
USDOT for distribution to MPOs and
other agencies nationwide.

SR 431 Alternative
(from page 11)


