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Stakeholder Working Group

May 11, 2015

Martinsville to Indianapolis
Section 6
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 FHWA
 INDOT
 Project Team
 SWG members 

Introductions
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Old Business 

 Meeting summary from January 29, SWG meeting 
 I-69 Project Team 
 Section 6 2015 Project Schedule 
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Section 6: Project Team              

INDOT/FHWA/HNTB/Lochmueller Group

Sarah Rubin
Project Manager

Kevin Hetrick
Project Manager

LaMar Holliday
Public Involvement 

Specialist

Richard Marquis
FHWA Administrator, 

Indiana Division

Michelle Allen
FHWA Environmental,

Indiana Division

Eryn Fletcher
FHWA Engineering,

Indiana Division

Bill Wiedelman
Project Manager, HNTB

Tim Miller
Deputy Project Manager, 

Lochmueller Group-
Public Involvement

Christine Meador
HNTB- Environmental 

Matt Miller
HNTB-Engineering

Kia Gillette
Lochmueller Group-

Environmental

NEW
ADDITION
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February-April Activities

• Kickoff Meeting with State and Federal Resource Agencies: Feb 17

• Public Information Meetings (PIMs): February 23 and 25

• Review of Public Comments 

• Initiate and conduct scoping process on whether alternatives outside 
SR37 corridor should be considered

FEB

FEB

FEB

FEB

• Public Involvement (CAC/SWG/PIM)

• Gathering Red Flag Data

• Development of baseline traffic information

FEB

FEB

FEB
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February-April Activities

• Initial updates of GIS-related information on resources along SR37 
(Steams, wetlands, businesses, developments)

• Existing and Future Traffic Analysis

• INDOT/FHWA Coordination

• Public Comment Review and Consideration

FEB

MAR

MAR

MAR

• Development of Conceptual Alternatives 

• Screening of Conceptual Alternatives

• Draft Purpose and Need

• Resource Agency Meeting 

APRIL

APRIL

APRIL

APRIL
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Major Milestone Schedule 

Public Information Meetings
 1st Quarter 2015
 2nd Quarter 2015

 May 18: Center Grove North Middle School
 May 19: Martinsville High School

 4th Quarter 2015

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
 1st Quarter 2017

DEIS Public Hearing
 2nd Quarter 2017

FEIS/ROD
 1st Quarter 2018


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January 29th Meeting Summary

 What considerations should INDOT/FHWA take 
into account when determining whether to 
evaluate alternatives outside the SR37 corridor? 
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Decision was issued more than 10 years ago 
and conditions have changed.

CAC/SWG Comments 

Reasons To Consider 
Alternatives outside the Tier 1 

Corridor:

Reasons NOT to Consider 
Alternatives outside the

Tier 1 Corridor:

Different alternatives could have different 
economic growth generating potential.

Consideration should be given to moving 
goods and freight around the country on a 

regional basis.

Preferred Alternative should have the lowest 
social impact.

Similar concerns whether INDOT constructs I-
69 on SR 37 or off the existing alignment.

Local communities have planned for I-69 along 
existing SR 37 (zoning changes and 

constructing access roads).

The SR 37 corridor may have fewer impacts to 
farmland and natural resources.

Constructing grade separations on SR 37 will 
increase safety along the SR 37 route.
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Activities Since Last SWG Meeting 

 Public Involvement
 Field Work
 Traffic Data
 Agency Coordination
 Draft Purpose and Need
 Conclusion of Scoping Process
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PI Activities since Last Meeting 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
 Two Public Information Meetings (PIM)

 February 23 at Center Grove High School 
 February 25 at Martinsville High School 

 Association Meetings 
 Morgan County Economic Development Corporation 
 ASPIRE Johnson County 
 White River Township/Johnson County Fire Department
 Morgan County MIBOR  

 I-69 Project Office Opened April 1, 2015. 
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Location: 7847 Waverly Road, 
Martinsville, IN 46151

Project Office

Staff, maps, and other relevant 
project information is available 
at the project office. 

Hours: 9 a.m. - 4 p.m., Monday-Friday
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 Wetland Identification
(May-September)

 Stream Assessments
(September-October)

 Endangered Species Surveys
(May-August)

 Historic Evaluations
(February-July)

 Archaeological Resource 
Evaluations
(September-December)

2015 Fieldwork 
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 Traffic Modeling Efforts – In Progress
 Indianapolis MPO Traffic Coordination –

Continues

 Statewide Travel Demand Model Coordination –
In Progress

 Resource Agency Coordination 
 State and Federal Resource Agency Coordination –

Meeting held on April 30

Traffic and Resource Agency Coordination
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New Business 

 Draft Purpose and Need 
 Description of Scoping Process 
 Results of Scoping Process 
 Conceptual Alternatives 
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Tier 1 Purpose & Need Goals
Improve the transportation linkage between

Evansville & Indianapolis.*

Improve personal accessibility for SW IN residents.*

Reduce existing and forecasted traffic congestion on the highway network.

Reduce traffic safety problems.

Increase accessibility for SW IN businesses to labor, suppliers,
and consumer markets.

Support sustainable, long-term economic growth
(diversity of employer types).

Support economic development that benefits a wide spectrum of SW IN 
residents (distribution of economic benefits).

Facilitate interstate and international movements of
freight through the I-69 corridor.*

Connect I-69 to major intermodal facilities in SW IN.

Note: Core goals are in bold.*

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9
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2015 Tier 2 Purpose & Need Goals

Tier 2 Draft Purpose and Need
Goals & Performance Measures for Section 6:

Complete Section 6 of I-69

1. Improve Transportation Linkage Between Martinsville & 
Indianapolis

 Travel time between major travel destinations in the Section 6 Study Area

2. Improve Personal Accessibility in the Section 6 Study Area

 Reduction of traffic congestion on area roadways

3. Reduce Future Traffic Congestion on the Highway Network in 
The Section 6 Study Area

1

2

3
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2015 Tier 2 Purpose & Need Goals (Continued)

 Reduction of crashes in the Section 6 Study Area

4. Improve Traffic Safety in the Section 6 Study Area

 Increases in personal income, total employment, and employment in key 
industries in Section 6 Study Area.

5. Support Growth in Economic Activity in the Section 6
Study Area

 Reductions in daily truck vehicle hours of travel (VHT) in the Section 6 Study Area

6. Facilitate Freight Movements in the Section 6 Study Area

 Travel time between key entry points into the Study Area and major
intermodal centers

7. Support Intermodal Connectivity to Locations in the Section 6 
Study Area

Tier 2 Draft Purpose and Need
Goals & Performance Measures for Section 6:

4

5

6

7
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Scoping Process Inputs

SCOPING 
CONCLUSION

Resource Agency 
Meeting

(February 17)

Public 
Involvement 

(CAC/SWG/PIM)

Gathering Red 
Flag Data

Development of 
Baseline Traffic 

Information

INDOT/FHWA 
Coordination
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Comments could be written, spoken to a court reporter, provided at the public 
comment session and submitted via the project website. 

Public Information Meetings (PIM)

 February 23, 2015 – Center Grove High School
 243 Signed In Attendees

 February 25, 2015 – Martinsville High School
 326 Signed In Attendees

More than 500 people attended the 2 public meetings.  
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February 23rd and 25th Public Meetings Summary

Suggested Section 6 Considerations

Number of comments based on topics and concerns mentioned in 133 
comments received between February 20, 2015 and March 19, 2015.
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February 23rd and 25th Public Meetings Summary

Suggested Section 6 Location

Percentages calculated based on route suggestions mentioned in 133 
comments received between February 20, 2015 and March 19, 2015.
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CONCLUSION: FHWA/INDOT will 
consider alternatives outside the Tier 1 

Section 6 corridor.  

Scoping Conclusion

 Potential to Avoid Significant Impacts within 
the Section 6 Corridor Selected in Tier 1

 Public Information Meeting Comments
 Coordination with Community Advisory 

Committees and Stakeholder Working Groups

THE CONCLUSION IS BASED ON:
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Questions

Scoping Process
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Conceptual Alternative Screening

Overview
 Conceptual Alternative development
 Qualitative screening
 Quantitative evaluation

 Purpose & need
 Environmental impacts
 Cost Considerations

 Evaluation results
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Initial Conceptual Alternatives
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Qualitative Screening

 Advantages/disadvantages identified
 Team review of each alternative
 Possible reasons for elimination:

 Impacts to bat mitigation areas
 Substantial impacts to developed areas
 Substantial wooded or hilly terrain
 Floodway/floodplain construction concerns
 Anticipated poor/unsafe interchange operation
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Conceptual Alternatives Grouping
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East Conceptual Alternatives
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East Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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East Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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Central Conceptual Alternatives
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Conceptual Alternative C & N
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Conceptual Alternative C & N 
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Central Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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Central Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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West Conceptual Alternatives
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West Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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West Alternatives – Section 6 Conceptual Alternatives
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Quantitative Evaluation Method

 Reduce study area crashes
 Reduce travel times from 

Martinsville to major travel 
destinations

 Reduce travel under 
congested conditions

 Reduce truck vehicle hours 
of travel

1. PURPOSE AND NEED 2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

 Natural resources
Wetlands, water resources, 
vegetation, Threatened and 
Endangered Species

 Hazardous materials areas
 Community resources

Recreational facilities, managed 
lands, historic resources, public 
facilities, environmental justice

 Property impacts
Number and acres of
properties impacted
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Quantitative Evaluation Method (Continued)

ITEM UNITS NOTES

Mainline Mile By # of lanes and terrain

Interchanges each System vs. service and rural vs. urban

Bridges & Small Structures SF Over water, RR or road

Local Overpasses & Signals Each Typical overpass length

Major Utilities LF or Each Pipelines, towers and known fiber

Land Acquisition Acre Average prices for residential, commercial, 
industrial, agricultural

Significant exclusions: Local access, existing interstate widening, 
adjacent interchange modifications, environmental mitigation, 
relocation/damages to property owners, pavement re-use savings and 
some types of utility relocation cost. 

Cost Considerations
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SWG Feedback

 Tier 2 Purpose & Need
 Conceptual Alternatives
 Identification of Minority and low-income 

populations
 Other Considerations

Comments due by 
June 2, 2015
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Questions and Discussion



Section 6 Project Office
7847 Waverly Road

Martinsville, IN 46151
Phone: (317) 881-6408

Email: section6pm@indot.in.gov

www.i69indyevn.org


