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June 26, 2017 

Owner Name, Address, City, State, Zip

NOTICE OF SURVEY 

Strand Associates, Inc:' 
629 Washington Street 

Columbus, IN 47201 

(P) 812-372-9911

Re: Location Control Route Survey for Indiana Department of Transportation 
U.S. 6 & S.R. 13 
Elkhart County, Indiana 
Des. No. 1383238 

Dear Property Owner: 

Our information indicates that property is occupied and/or owned by you near this proposed intersection 
improvement project. Our employees will conduct a survey of the project area in the near future. It may 
be necessary for them to come onto your property to complete this work. This is allowed by law as stated 
in Indiana Code IC 8-23-7-26 and IC 25-21.5-9-7. They will show you their identification, if you are 
available, before coming on your property. If you have sold this property, or it is occupied by someone 
else, please provide any known name and/or address changes of the new owner or current occupant so 
that we may contact them about the survey. 

The survey work will include mapping the location offeatures such as trees, buildings, fences, driveways, 
sidewalks, and utilities. The survey is needed for proper planning and design of this intersection 
improvement project. Please be assured of our sincere desire to cause you as little inconvenience as 
possible during this survey. 

At this stage we generally do not know what affect, if any, this project may eventually have on your 
property. If it is determined at a later time that your property will be affected, you will be contacted at 
that time with additional information. If any problems occur, please contact our field crew or myself at 
812-3 72-9911, or write to the address given above. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely, 

STRAND ASSOCIATES, INC.® 
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NOS letters were mailed to the following adjacent property owners on June 26, 2017: 

Syracuse Redevelopment Commission, 310 N. Huntington St, Syracuse, IN 46567 

Mennonite Mutual Land Trustee Corp, 1040 4th Road, Bremen, IN 46506 

Syracuse Storage, LLC, PO Box 583, Winona Lake, IN 46590 

Mercantile National Bank, PO Box 117, Columbus, OH 43216 

John L. and Sharon S. Miller, 71901 CR 33, Syracuse, IN 46567 

David J. and Shannon E. Baker, 71750 CR 33, Syracuse, IN 46567 

Alma J. Ousley & Julie Fay Powers, 71860 CR 33, Syracuse, IN 46567 

Johanna E. Simmons, 71940 CR 33, Syracuse, IN 46567 

Chester D. & Sandra K. Elder, PO Box 432, Syracuse, IN 46567 

Kenneth K. Kegerreis, PO Box 1602, South Bend, IN 46634 
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R-38607 / DES 1383238
US 6 @ SR 13 Roundabout

Public Hearing Comments & Responses

Speaker: Representative Curt Knisley
Comment: Hello everyone.  I’m State Representative Curt Knisley.  Thanks for the opportunity to

speak tonight.  I’ve definitely been hearing about this project throughout the community.
This is something that people are talking about, some from people that are in favor of it or
at least ok with it.  And I’ve also heard from the people that are very opposed to it so I’m
just going to talk from my own perspective here tonight, not telling you what to think but
more of what my thoughts are on this. I think that the proposed roundabout could work
here in Syracuse.  I also think that a traffic signal could work here.  And so when we
look at this, I think the cost is one of the big things that I want to see considered.
Now this is personal for me as I drive through this intersection several times a week.  We
just moved into Kosciusko County in the middle of June, so now, almost daily, I go through
here when I go to my other job.  So I’m definitely interested here.  I’m concerned about
this. If we have a roundabout here I don’t think it will work to take a roundabout out
of Carmel and just drop it into Syracuse here.  I think there are a lot of other things we
need to consider in this.  Another thing is the roundabout over on 19 and 119 is also in my
district and it does seen a little tight there.  A little small as we’re going through and so
when you’re saying that it’s the same size and that one I’m a little concerned about that.
Here in this area there’s a lot of special vehicles that I think we should be
considering and I think you’ve mentioned some of those.  With lots of semis coming
through, the RVs which are made in the area here (a lot of those coming through), double-
wides, manufactured housing, windmills, horse and buggies, milk trucks, tractors and farm
equipment… so I was glad to hear that you have at least taken those into consideration.
Another questions that I would have here is in the entire cost.  We’ve heard numbers. I’m
not sure it’s been spelled out tonight, but who pays for that?  Is any of that coming
from the local communities?  How much of that is state dollars and how much of
that is federal dollars?

Response: Roundabout versus Signal: Both a signal and roundabout were assessed as a part of
early scoping for this project. While there were not significant differences in the level of
service or control delay for the signal and roundabout, the primary difference between the
alternatives was the safety analysis.  The roundabout alternative has a much higher crash
savings per year and is more cost-effective at reducing crashes.  Per analysis results, a
roundabout is expected to reduce crashes by approximately 74 percent more than a signal.
Additionally, crashes that occur in the roundabout have a higher probability of being low-
impact compared to crashes at a signalized intersection.  The roundabout was chosen as
the recommended alternative because it most adequately addresses the primary problem
at this intersection: safety.
Additional benefits the roundabout alternative presents includes shortened project limits
resulting from the removal of left-turn lanes that would otherwise be required with a
signalized intersection, as well as less impact to the environmentally sensitive areas in the
northwest quadrant of this intersection.
Cost Comparison:  A signal alternate for this project was estimated to cost $1.6 million in
comparison to the roundabout at $2.2 million.
In order to select the most cost-effective alternative, an analysis of safety and mobility was
performed.  More detail regarding this analysis can be found in INDOT’s Intersection
Decision Guide. While this analysis did not highlight significant differences in the level of
service or control delay for the signal and roundabout, the primary difference between the
alternatives was the safety analysis.  The roundabout alternative was found to have a much
higher crash savings per year and is more cost-effective at reducing crashes.
Roundabout Design / Size: This roundabout is designed for rural high-speed conditions.
Long splitter islands designed to separate traffic, multiple horizontal curves designed to
slow vehicles over an extended length of roadway, signage, lighting, and a large truck
apron are provided to alert rural drivers of the upcoming change in the roadway geometry
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and help them navigate the roundabout safely.  Through early stakeholder meetings, the
trucking industry raised concerns about load shift within roundabouts. In order to alleviate
their concerns this roundabout’s design crowns the interior of the roundabout to help
prevent load shift. In a traditional roundabout the entire roundabout slopes outward at 2%,
but for large trucks this causes load shift to occur. By crowning the interior, as well as
modifying interior curbing, we reduce the effects of the load shift. Additionally, as a result
of early stakeholder feedback, this roundabout’s radius was increased from the initial 140’
to 175’ in order to match the SR 19 roundabout constructed and in operation today.
Turning movements for the variety of vehicle types identified in this area have been
checked.  The WB-65 and WB-67 design vehicle, which includes your typical interstate
semitrailer, can complete all movements with the use of the mountable interior concrete
truck apron. RV’s, horse & buggies, and milk trucks are all smaller than the design vehicle
and will have no complications navigating the roundabout without the use of the truck
apron. The manufactured housing truck has also been checked and can complete all
roundabout movements with the use of the truck apron. Oversize/overweight (OSOW)
vehicles, such as the low boy and wind turbine trucks, are restricted to the US 6 through
movement.  Tractors and farm equipment may need to use the truck apron, dependent on
the size of the equipment.
Project Funding: Funding for this project is a mix of federal and state dollars. There is
no local participation, but state tax dollars will fund a portion of this project.  The current
funding split is 80% federal and 20% state.

Speaker: State Senator Blake Doriot
Comment: Hi everyone.  Blake Doriot.  County Road 50, Syracuse address.  I was very skeptical

years ago when we did 19 and 119.  I have talked to a lot of my friends from the Wakarusa
area because I lived there 12 years ago and most of them are fairly pleased with the
function of the roundabout.  The state at that time was going to make it smaller but the
Farm Bureau and several of the representatives and senators got with them and they
made it larger so it could handle the milk trucks and large vehicles. I do have concerns
about northbound on 13… Wide loads going west.  It’s a tight turn for even small
loads.  And again on westbound on 6 turning south on 13… I have questions as to
whether that can be made.  I believe you’ve looked into that.  I just want to make sure
that our largest loads can get through here.  The largest loads typically use 6 because of
the limited number of bridges they have to go over.  They’re super heavy.  I am glad to
see that the County Road 29 ramp is mentioned in this.  Of course I would be remiss if
I didn’t bring that up.  So that would be one that INDOT promised me during summer
study committee.  That they would be putting a ramp on County Road 29… A two-way
ramp. And I’m glad to see that’s happening because there’s been two accidents in that
area.  I’m fairly glad with the design.  And I really… the one thing that makes me for this
is the low speed impact of cars.  We don’t need more people dying at that intersection.
There’s only been one in recent history.  That’s too many.  So those are my comments.
Thank you.

Response: Ability for wide-loads to turn onto and off of US 6:  Please see the response to
Representative Knisley.  Oversize/overweight (OSOW) vehicles, such as the low boy and
wind turbine trucks, are restricted to the US 6 through movement.
CR 29 Connector Project:  The US 6 at CR 29 connector project (DES 1600520) is
scheduled to let under the same contract as the US 6 at SR 13/CR 33 intersection
improvement project (DES 1383238) and be constructed in 2020.  The CR involves a new
roadway connection from south of the overpass bridge on CR 29 over US 6 down to US
6 on the east side of CR 29.  More information regarding this project will be provided at a
later date.
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Speaker: Larry Rensberger
Comment: I had no idea what to expect this evening.  I appreciate the presentation that was given.

I did type up some of my feelings that I’d like to pass out to the crowd tonight.  So if I
could, just take one and pass it around a bit.  There are misnomers on roundabouts that
I see.  I travel throughout Michigan extensively and lived in Kalamazoo for a while.  And
I do know that there are many deaths that have occurred over a period of time, just like
with any intersection.  You just can’t get rid of the death.  It’s unfortunate.  On my paper,
I mentioned Angola.  And Angola has had a couple of deaths in their roundabout on
Highway 6 in the past too.  I don’t know that they’ve had any recently.  When I lived in
Kalamazoo we had some… at least one.  So they do occur and it doesn’t slow up traffic
if the truck driver is asleep.  And it’s the worst accident going into the roundabout.  Or
can be the worst accident than any other type.  So I hope you would look at this.  I’ve
been concerned with County Road 29.  And we didn’t have access to make a left hand
turn or west turn.  You are going to correct that and I appreciate that.  To me, if we want
a safe intersection, we should put the same kind of intersection new have for Highway 6
and 13.  I’m sure it would cost a little more than a roundabout but not much more. I’d be
happy with a stoplight but a roundabout, believe me, is not the answer.  It creates
problems that they’re not talking about tonight.

Response: Roundabout Safety:  Studies by the (Federal Highway Administration) FHWA and the
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety have shown that roundabouts reduce the amount
and severity of crashes in comparison to traditional intersections. A traditional intersection
has 32 conflict points, and a roundabout reduces those conflict points to 8. The remaining
conflict points in a roundabout intersection are low-speed, low-angle, low-energy (low-
impact) meaning crashes that do occur are less severe.
CR 29 Connector Project:  Please see the response to State Senator Blake Doriot.
Roundabout versus Signal: Please see the response to Representative Knisley.

Speaker: John Littler
Comment: Thank you.  My name is John Littler and I live in Syracuse.  Well not exactly in Syracuse

proper but rather out in the county, but yet not too far from this city.  My wife and I have
lived here for about four and a half years.  We moved here from Arizona, having been
there for ten years.  And during the period of at least our marriage we have lived in many
states… in eight states.  And I’ve been involved in construction to a degree of pre-
qualifying contractors who would bid on projects such as this.  My concern in coming here
tonight was because of two things.  First, it’s a pragmatic reason.  There’s a problem and
you’ve addressed it by proposing to do something about it.  And that is good because
that is the first thing we were wondering.  When will a stop light go up because that would
resolve the issue immediately?  Secondly, in the future is more cloudy.  For just in the
last six months, I’ve seen the construction southbound from the intersection, on the right
hand side at one of the RV facilities, of a huge warehouse… Brand new construction and
that this afternoon. I didn’t notice it before but there is remodeling at a building just north
of that where there seems to be a course of construction of RVs that is going on.  Not to
mention the industrial park.  The key question I have when I came here and talked to
someone earlier who was very friendly, very helpful… I can’t remember his name... How
long have you really been traffic studying the intersection? And purposely along
those lines?  Goshen is mentioned as growing like its growing.  With the economy and
the state of the economy that we’re experiencing today, what does this intersection
within a two mile radius going to look like in five years?  I think it’s going to be
substantially different.   And I don’t know if the plan has gone into this.  Can somebody
go into an estimate?  I mean I have a statement, but can somebody tell me if there is
an estimated contract price for the construction of utility, drainage, road,
excavation?  A completed contract?  Estimated Contract?  Is there one?  Anyone have
an idea of what it is?  Is there one?  Is it three million?  It is one million? Do we know?
I’m just asking.  I’m not being critical.  The comparison, with what I’ve learned tonight, is
that it would cost about one-hundred and thirty-five thousand and it’s probably more like
fifty thousand to put a stoplight in that intersection.  I have two nephews that have been
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in accidents in Indianapolis in roundabouts.  One drives a school bus.  It wasn’t his fault.
The other one is a truck driver and he won’t talk to me on the phone, thank God.  When I
text… I just text him and just say call me.  He’s a very safe driver.  So there are elements
here in our community that are different.  With respect to the diversity of those who live
lives like us and those who don’t, such as the horse and buggy. The horses that go
through that intersection haven’t seen anything like that unless they’ve been over
at 19 and 119.  And you know, in my community alone, just beyond Eli Lilly where I live,
Eli Lilly Road on the Cherokee, we’ve had some recent new members of the community
who are Amish who have bought houses there.  I can’t tell you how many in Oakwood
Park have moved there but we’re seeing a lot more of those people and welcome them
into the community.  But we’re seeing also a lot of that unexpected mindset that we
cannot program.  And perhaps there’s been some experiences lately in terms of horses
reacting in ways due to the external environment, I don’t know.  But the concern that we
have is that a stoplight would overcome the result in this fast paced world.  When you
give consideration to the buggy, to the car or van, to the elongated RV, train, whatever
they call it on the six-wheeler truck or whatever, coming from Nappanee or maybe going
up the road and turning left in which it would be making a loop and or heading up to
Goshen.  So I see the issue now, today and four years later than when we first moved
here as being an issue of, boy that’s really changed.  This area has really changed. So in
those four short years, and if we’re about two years away from an award date of 2020
for a bid that will be let to contractors.  That’s a long time and a lot of things could
change.  We’re making a sizeable investment of somewhere from one-hundred and fifty-
thousand to maybe one million or more, I don’t know.  Secondly, what is the road pattern
and is it possible to look that far ahead? Beyond what you’ve done right now.
Because you’ve looked ahead back then in 14 or 15 when you started looking at the
traffic.  If things have changed that much in the last four years, the last six months, I’d
strongly advise… the thoughts of my wife and I join the host of others in wanting there to
be further consideration of this plan.  I thank you for the opportunity to present my position.
Thank you.

Response: Project Cost: Please refer to the response to Representative Knisley.
Future Development / Growth Considerations:  The improvement proposed at this
intersection has been designed with future growth in mind. Existing traffic volume data
was documented in 2016.  Annual growth rates have been applied to produce a 20-year
traffic projection on this roadway improvement project, therefore with construction
expected to occur in 2020, the traffic information used to design this project is the 2040
average annual daily traffic projection.
Horse and Buggy Use: The geometry of the roundabout is intentionally designed to slow
vehicles down. The driver of the horse and buggy will be able to navigate the roundabout
as any other motorist would, with an advisory speed limit in the roundabout of 20 mph.
There is 20’ of pavement in the roundabout, and at minimum 18’ of pavement at entries
and exits of the roundabout that allow for the safe navigation of it by horse and buggy.
An advantage of a roundabout versus a traditional signalized intersection is that Amish
buggies are typically not able to be detected by traditional signal loop detectors, meaning
they must sit at an actuated signal until another vehicle arrives.  A roundabout will allow
the buggies to merge into traffic without prolonged waiting times.
Education on How to Use a Roundabout:  Onsite visual cues, such as signage and
pavement markings, will be utilized in order to notify approaching traffic of upcoming
movements to help them safely maneuver the intersection. Educational materials on the
topic of roundabouts and how they function were made available at the August 29, 2018
public hearing.  Additional information can be found at https://www.in.gov/indot/3249.htm.
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Speaker: Luanne Cripe
Comment: My name is Luanne Cripe and we live parallel to what used to be the orchard.  We have

been to basically all of the meetings and in one of the first meetings we went to in Elkhart
County it was said that if that particular area developed into some kind of industry that
DOT said there would have to be a regular stoplight at that corner before business
opened.  Unfortunately there is a factory there that will be opening very soon and we’re
looking at 2020 before they even start anything?  How about putting a regular
stoplight in and see how well it goes until then because it’s going to increase for
us.  It already has by putting that overpass on 29 (CR 29) and then across the road they’re
building a building over twice the size of their other one.  So that’s going to bring a lot
more workers in the area too.  So I don’t know if you can go back to those minutes in
some of those previous meetings.  I’m sure we could go back to find them as these were
well attended meetings.  But we need to think about doing something at that intersection
before more factories open.

Response: Signal Alternative:  Unfortunately, replacing the flashing beacon with a stoplight does
not solve the safety issue at the intersection. Please see the response to Representative
Knisley.
Future Development / Growth Considerations: Please see the response to John
Littler.

Speaker: Joe Hibschman
Comment: I’m Joe Hibschman.  I’m on the Benton Township Advisory Board in Elkhart County and

we have a farm within a mile of this intersection and it’s a dangerous intersection.  There
are times we can hear the wheels scream and the crash happens.  And you wonder… I
wonder what has happened now.  I think the roundabout is the safest way but I was
concerned when I saw that it was the same size as the one at 19 and 119.  I’ve heard
farmers say that it’s not big enough around to get the semi around and some of
their big farm equipment.  So I was hoping it would be a little bigger than that.  So that’s
the main concern I have.  But within the last year, I’ve pulled up to the stop and as I
started to make my left hand turn to come to Syracuse, there’s a school bus coming from
the west headed east.  It never slowed down.  It never did anything.  And if at the last
minute I hadn’t decided to stop, we would have been t-boned by a school bus.  And so I
think a round up… a roundabout will make people slow down.  They’ll see that and they’ll
have to slow down.  But a stop sign or a stop light, they’re still going to run it.

Response: Roundabout Size: Turning movements have been checked and the roundabout is
adequate to allow movement of semis and farm equipment in all directions.  Please see
the response to Representative Knisley.

Speaker: Don Mishler
Comment: I’m Don Mishler.  I’m a land owner on the northwest corner of the intersection.  It’s low

ground.  For years the run off of the highway has definitely affected wildlife and other
things in that low ground.  I’m wondering what kind of a change will make with
increased traffic and if there would be any more of a slope for run off to go into that
wetland.  I’m sure this is something you’ve thought about but I’m concerned about that.

Response: Runoff:  In the existing condition runoff leaves the roadway and travels via ditches and
three cross pipes to the northwest quadrant.  Following construction, runoff will be
captured within the roundabout via a system of curb, gutter and storm inlets and outlet to
the northwest quadrant.   All existing pipe culverts (15”, 18” & 24”) located within the
construction limits of this project will be removed and replaced (18”, 24” & 30”), with one
new storm sewer system to be placed and discharged in the northwest quadrant of the
intersection. Regarding ditch slopes, the proposed condition does not vary significantly
from the existing condition, with a maximum slope of 6.60%. Existing ditch lines will be
relocated due to the widened roadway, but won’t change existing drainage patterns in
that the design will not be rerouting any significant flow to a different location than it
currently flows.
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Speaker: Willy Buck
Comment: I’m Willy Buck.  16741 County Road 46, New Paris.  My first concern has probably already

been addressed, but I haven’t heard about it.  But with the approach where it’s kind of
curved one way and then the other, how will that affect traffic when the roads are
icy or snowy, especially semis?  Are there more problems with intersections like
roundabouts with large vehicles?  Secondly, I’m skeptical of this proposal because of
the high cost and wondering in terms of the main purpose is to prevent death. Is the
death data due to a random occurrence or is that a long term statistical trend?
There should a cost factor that should be considered as it’s impossible to eliminate
accidents everywhere.

Response: Icy/Snowy Conditions: Winter conditions in a roundabout are treated the same as
traditional roadways; INDOT will treat the roadway in preparation for hazardous weather
conditions.  As with any other roadway, vehicles are encouraged to navigate the
roundabout in a safe and cautious manner with reduced speeds and increased space
between vehicles.  A benefit to the roundabout option is that it requires a reduction in
speed in order to navigate and therefore approaching vehicles should already be traveling
in a manner that is advantageous to inclement weather conditions.
Project Purpose:  The purpose of this project is to improve safety and mobility as this
intersection continues to experience a higher than normal crash rate.  Not only are
fatalities considered during the safety analysis but property damage and injuries as well.
Fatality / Crash Data:  INDOT collects crash data from the ARIES database which
houses all state, county and local crash data.  The data is then analyzed to determine
project needs and priorities. Crash data obtained for this intersection encompassed 2009-
2013. Over that time, zero fatalities occurred as a result of a crash in the intersection. The
result of the crash analysis, including cost associated with reduced crashes, was included
as a part of the engineering report for this project. Results showed a higher than average
crash rate at the intersection, and that was used as one reason to justify the
recommendation of a roundabout as the solution at this intersection.  Supplemental crash
data encompassing 2014-2017 has since been provided. One fatality occurred as a result
of a crash in the intersection. Please note that any occurrences where an impairment is
noted as the cause of the crash was not included in this analysis as it was the impaired
drivers inability to make sound judgments while operating a motor vehicle due to their
condition that caused the crash, not a deficiency in the roadway they were driving on, and
is therefore not applicable to the roadway analysis.
Cost Factor:  Please see the response to Representative Knisley for information
regarding Roundabout versus Signal Cost Comparison.

Speaker: Sherman Goldenberg
Comment: I’m Sherman Goldenberg.  Lake Wawasee resident.  30 year area resident.  I drive

through this intersection just running errands and doing business all of the time and it
looks to me that at 6 and 13 is similar in certain ways to 19 and 119.  I run that intersection
all of the time and I never had any problems whatsoever.  The roundabout hasn’t, in my
mind, at 19 and 119, really helped anything.  It just cost a whole bunch of money and it
made it look very pretty.  Now, looking at this intersection, again it looks to me to be a
solution without a problem and as this guy here was saying, a little bit of remodeling, a
little bit of reinvention of 6 and 13 with a good and well-engineered stoplight would be
better than your proposal.  I’m not sure why all these funds are being forced into
something that doesn’t make much sense.

Response: Roundabout versus Signal:  Please see the response to Representative Knisley.  Total
cost, annualized cost, crash analysis and cost per crash reduced, along with mobility were
all factors in determining the roundabout as the recommended alternative.
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Speaker: David Johnson
Comment: I’m David Johnson.  My concern is about a proposed connection off of 29.  Prior to the

bridge being built, there was a stop sign going north on 29 and one going south.  Now
we’re going to put a connection on and there’s going to be four stop signs… two at the
top and two at the bottom.  There’s going to be people turning left across traffic. And I
guess I’m not certain as to why we went through the expense to eliminate accidents
at 6 and 29 and now we’re putting in a connection that has the potential to increase
accidents again.  I know people want that.  My other question is, why wasn’t it done at
the time the bridge was built?  It seems to me that it would have been less
expensive to do it then than to retrofit it now.  Thank you.

Response: CR 29 Connector Project:  The CR 29 connector project involves a new roadway
connection from CR 29, south of the overpass bridge, to US 6, east side of CR 29.
More information regarding this project will be provided at a later date.

Speaker: Leonard Kline
Comment: I’m Leonard Kline.  I’ve lived in Syracuse all of my life.  You’re talking about a stop sign

on 6 and 13… a stop light.  You’ve got a stop light on 6 and 13 if you put a stop and go
light in.  When you’re coming up with a truck and a light switches to yellow, do you have
time to stop?  Not every time.  But if you’ve got a stoplight there that you can see two
miles away in every direction, you’ve already got it done. Why put a stop and go light
in when you’ve got something that everybody knows that they’re going to have to
stop?

Response: Roundabout versus Signal: Please see the response to Representative Knisley.

Speaker: Beverly Earnhart
Comment: I’m Beverly Earnhart and I live on County Road 33.  And within the last year I’ve noticed

increased traffic and more development coming so something needs to be done as
the traffic will just continue to increase.  Thank you.

Response: Future Development / Growth Considerations: Please see the response to John
Littler.
Options Considered:  Three alternates were analyzed as a part of this project.  Do
nothing, a traffic signal and a roundabout.  The do nothing alternate was rejected because
it does not address the purpose and need of this project which is to enhance safety and
efficiency at the intersection by reducing the number of high-speed, high-impact
accidents. Please see the response to Representative Knisley for further information
regarding the Roundabout and Signal alternates.

Speaker: Speaker did not give his name.
Comment: I’d just like to mention real quick, the access over at Bremen, Highway 6 and I think

it’s 31.  But that’s the type of access that I envision for Highway 29 here.  I think it
would be a lot better than what we have or did have.  I’d like to see that myself at 13 and
6.  But that’s one that I would relate to in terms of having a good access road.

Response: CR 29 Connector Project:  The connector road at CR 29 matches closely in scope with
what was constructed in Bremen between US 6 and CR 331.  Please see the response
to David Johnson.

Signatory: Jim and Luanne Cripe
Comment: I believe a stop light would be a better decision than a roundabout cost wise and

also for us getting out on State Road 13. It would give us a break to get out on the
highway.  We live on State Road 13.highway.
We do not know yet what the impact of the new factories are going to have on this
project.
There are also a fair number of Amish Buggies that also use the intersection at 6 & 13.
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Response: Roundabout versus Signal Cost Comparison:  Please see the response to
Representative Knisley.
Egress from homes: There is sufficient sight distance at all drive locations along US 6,
SR 13, and CR 33 to allow vehicles to enter and exit the roadway.
Future Development / Growth Considerations: Please see the response to John
Littler.
Horse and Buggy Use:  Please see the response to John Littler.

Signatory: (first name not distinguishable)  L. Earnhart
Comment: 2 Concerns:

1. Benton Township Fire Dept. covers a small area between SR 6 and Syracuse.
Has their access to this area been considered?

2. Is the design smaller than the SR 19 and 119 roundabout?  If it is, I would
expect that long/wide loads that routinely travel SR 6 would find negotiating the
roundabout difficult.

Response: Fire Truck Access:  Turning movements for emergency vehicles, including the fire truck,
have been checked.  All movements can be completed.  Please see the response to
Representative Knisley.  During construction additional coordination will be required.
Roundabout Size:  The design of this roundabout is the same size as the SR 19 and SR
119 roundabout with a few modifications to help address the needs of the larger vehicles
that utilize this intersection.  For example, concrete aprons have been added on the
outside of the roundabout to help OSOW vehicles navigate the US 6 through movement.
In addition, the interior truck apron has been widened from the 15’ width placed at SR 19
and SR 119 to 18’, allowing more room on the interior for larger trucks to make their
desired movement.

Signatory: Larry Rensberger
Comment: With the high number of semi-trucks traveling on HWY 6, Please be aware that each

truck that is passing straight thru this intersection, that truck must make a ½ circle to clear
this obstacle. The truck must tum right and then left. As the rear end of the trailer passes
this circle, it does not follow the same path as the tractor does, but cuts a shorter circle
which can and will run over anything in the center of this circle. I know that people
have been run over and killed in Angola, IN by a semi in the round-a-bout there.
I do not believe that roundabouts are safer, and they certainly do not save the
driving public time. There is always someone that is too timid to enter. I see this happen
every time I travel into Michigan. I also see the damage that semi's do to these
roundabouts.
Any truck heading west that turns south will have quite a challenge, remember how
the rear of the trailer cuts into the circle. Any truck heading north turning west will have
the same problem. These are the two primary turns that semi's make at this intersection.
With the condition of the IN roads and bridges, how the IN officials tell us they do not have
the money to repair these roads and bridges, to build this roundabout, or for that
matter any roundabout is taking our tax dollars and not spending it where it is
needed.
This roundabout will add to the difficulty of all Syracuse people traveling to Nappanee, as
we can no longer use the county road west of this junction since you have put in
the overhead, without a connecting road.
Let's use common sense and save the money this will cost the IN taxpayer.

Response: Roundabout Design / Size: Please see the response to Representative Knisley.
Pedestrian Safety within Center of Roundabout: The interior of the roundabout is not
designed to allow pedestrian refuge, nor is the truck apron.
Roundabout Safety: Please see the response to Larry Rensberger.
Responsible Use of Funding:  INDOT allocates funds for maintenance of existing
roadways along with funds to make improvements on an annual basis.  Please see the

G-63



response to Representative Knisley for additional information regarding project
alternatives and associated cost comparisons.
CR 29 Connector Project:  Please see the response to David Johnson.

Signatory: John Littler (newspaper article comment)
Comment: After the hearing-meeting last evening, I had a chance to ask about the accident

occurrence slide that appeared in the PowerPoint Presentation. My question was "how
many occurrences were caused or influenced by impaired drivers, i.e. Alcohol or
Drugs?" To which the INDOT Representative said that the slide did not include any
of those occurrences in the four categories on the slide. When I heard that I
wondered why they were not noted and how many accidents were left off the
presentation. If you are going to present facts, present facts. Why would such an
important statistic not include all accident occurrences at the intersection? The disparity
between $135,000-$150,000 and $3,000,000 in cost calls for evaluation of 1) the speed
at the crossing proposed by the Roundabout and 2) the change in Driver Focus to all
traffic in entering and exiting the intersection versus coming to a stop with a proposed
Stop Light.
In my comments from the floor last night, I mentioned the advent of a horse entering
the intersection having a strong possibility of occurring in our community. If Wilbur
and Mister Ed were asked today about the Roundabout, they both might say "It looks like
a 25 mile an hour Carousel and if we got on we might have to go round and around before
we exit safely". Wilbur said he would settle for the Stop Light!!

Response: Crash / Fatality Data:  Impaired accidents are not included in the crash analysis because
state officials are looking for inadequacies in the roadway or existing geometric
conditions. In the occurrences where an impairment is noted as the cause of the crash, it
is the impaired driver’s inability to make sound judgments while operating a motor vehicle
due to their condition that caused the crash, not a deficiency in the roadway they were
driving on, and is therefore not applicable to the roadway analysis.
Horse and Buggy Use:  Please see the response to John Littler.
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