The

AREA PLAN COMMISSION
of Tippecanoe County

Technical Transportation Committee Meeting CANCELLED
Date...........................................March 18, 2020
Time..........................................2:00 PM
Place.........................................Lafayette City Hall
Board of Works Room
20 North 6th Street
Lafayette, Indiana
AGENDA
I. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM FEBRUARY 19, 2020
Documents:
Tech 02.19.2020.pdf
II. ACCESS PERMITS
III. AMEND THE FY 2020-2024 TIP
A.
B.

Replace Old US 231 bridge over Wea Creek
For CityBus: add $1,000,000 from MACOG in CY 19 Section 5307 funds; carry
over $349,105 in CY 19 Section 5310 funds; carry over $48,000 in CY 19 Section
5307 funds; update to CY 20 list of projects

Documents:
TIP Amendment Tech Rpt March 2020.pdf
IV. APC PROGRESS REPORT
A.

B.

MPO Update
i. Monthly Funding Report
ii. Sharing Agreement
iii. Bikes Count
INDOT
i. 18-Month Letting List
ii. 231 Corridor Study

Documents:
Detailed Summary March 2020 FY 2020 TIP.pdf

i.
ii.

18-Month Letting List
231 Corridor Study

Documents:
Detailed Summary March 2020 FY 2020 TIP.pdf
Sharing Agreement.pdf
2020 March Lettings.pdf
2020 March Lettings From District.pdf
V. OTHER BUSINESS
VI. CITIZEN COMMENTS
VII. ADJOURNMENT
Next meeting is April 15, 2020
In accordance with the requirements of Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 ("ADA"), the Area Plan
Commission of Tippecanoe County will not discriminate against qualified individuals with disabilities on the basis of
disability in its services, programs, or activities. For more information visit www.tippecanoe.in.gov/ada
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GREATER LAFAYETTE AREA TRANSPORTATION & DEVELOPMENT STUDY
TECHNICAL TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES
February 19, 2020

VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT
Jon Fricker
Mike Spencer (proxy for Stewart Kline)
Sallie Fahey
Bill Smith
Marcus Smith
Jeromy Grenard
William Carpenter
Bryce Gibson (proxy for Marty Sennett)
Jason Philhower (proxy for Troy Harris)
Jim Knapp (proxy for Adam Baxmeyer)
John Ricks (proxy for Rob Hainje)

JTRP
Tippecanoe County Highway Engineer
Area Plan Commission
INDOT – Crawfordsville Division
West Lafayette City Engineer
Lafayette City Engineer
Lafayette Police Department
CityBus
West Lafayette Police Department
Purdue University Airport
Tippecanoe County Sheriff’s Department

VOTING MEMBERS ABSENT

NON-VOTING MEMBERS PRESENT
Aria Staiger
Doug Poad
Tim Stroshine
Mark Harlow
Colin Sullivan
Matt Kolis
Scott Rucker
Mike Bergman
Ed Garrison
Mike Peterson
Mitch Lankford

APC
APC
APC
Dayton Town Manager
BF&S
GHD Inc.
Weihe Engineers Inc.
Speedway LLC
JQOL
VS Engineering
VS Engineering

Jon Fricker called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m.
I.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Jeromy Grenard moved to approve the minutes from the January 15, 2020 meeting as submitted. Mike
Spencer seconded. The minutes were approved by unanimous voice vote.
II.

ACCESS PERMITS

Bill Smith said Speedway has applied for an access permit at Veterans Memorial Parkway and US 52. The
Newman Road and SR 26 roundabout permit has been issued. That has been the only commercial activity
since the previous meeting.
John Ricks asked who is designing the roundabout.
Marcus Smith said American Structurepoint is designing the roundabout.
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III.

SPEEDWAY DRIVEWAYS LIMITED ACCESS BREAK

Matthew Kolis said for the Speedway project, there is one access on US 52 and two access points and a
stub for future access on Veterans Memorial Parkway. The major item of concern is the limited access rightof-way on Veterans Memorial. He said he wanted to discuss getting the breaks for limited access right-ofway for the three drives.
Jeromy Grenard said Speedway also applied for a right-of-way permit through the city. The city has had
extensive discussions and coordination with Speedway. Speedway did not initially ask for this; there have
been compromises made by both the city and Speedway. They are asking to add a right turn only lane
along the full length from the intersection through the second access point on Veterans Memorial. The first
access point will be right-in/right-out only. They will extend the median back to the second driveway which
would be a full access driveway at this point. The city has agreed with this being a full access unless there
is a problem with crashes or until a traffic signal is installed. In either case, the median would be closed off.
If Speedway wants full access to the site, they would need to work with their neighbors to the west to get a
full access point which they have done. This is the third access point Matthew mentioned. This is over 1,000
feet from the intersection with Sagamore Parkway.
Bill Smith added that it is a right-in/right-out on Sagamore Parkway.
Matthew Kolis said the existing break in the median on Sagamore Parkway would be closed.
Jon Fricker asked if the third driveway is to the west of the property line.
Jeromy Grenard said that is correct.
Sallie Fahey asked if this is not the location that was agreed upon when Veterans Memorial was built.
Jeromy Grenard said that is correct. They are asking for a new break a couple hundred feet from the
intersection. They are asking to expand the existing break at the full access point.
Sallie Fahey asked if they know how much they want to expand it.
Matthew Kolis said the commercial access drive is 50-feet.
Sallie Fahey asked if it would stay 50-feet.
Matthew Kolis said he is not sure what the existing drive is, but the proposal is for a 50-foot drive.
Jeromy Grenard asked if they are looking for the limited access right-of-way break to be widened.
Matthew Kolis said that is correct.
Doug Poad said the break is 50-feet wide.
Matthew Kolis asked if that is west of the full access drive.
Sallie Fahey said that is the potential full access drive. This is the only one that is allowed in the plans for
Veterans Memorial. Doug Poad or Tim Stroshine may have additional information.
Doug Poad said when 350 S, now known as Veterans Memorial Parkway, was included in the 1978
Transportation Plan as part of the Comprehensive Plan, it suggested the whole corridor be a primary arterial
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to carry traffic. During the five phases of Veterans Memorial, the corridor was designed to move traffic, so
the rights-of-ways were purchased. For example, US 52, now Sagamore Parkway in Lafayette has a lot of
driveways. One of the main goals is to prevent that from happening to Veterans Memorial. The five phases
of the project all purchased limited access right-of-way. Several places have been widened to four lanes
and current traffic counts in this area are significant. In late 2007, the City of Lafayette hired BF&S to look
at the corridor in terms of driveways and intersections. The study detailed where intersections should occur
with signals, where driveways should be located and where driveways should be removed. The study
recommended the property in question have the driveway completely removed and all access on the north
side be to the west. All the rights-of-way to the property, except for the one driveway, was purchased from
the property owner in support of making this a corridor to move traffic. The traffic in this area does back up
significantly. The plans in the late 1970s and 1990s reaffirmed that this corridor should be one to move
traffic. There are several gas stations to the west of this area. For example, Super Test has access directly
on 18th Street and indirectly to Veterans Memorial through a commercial development. To the east, the new
BP does not have direct access to Veterans Memorial, they have two access points on two other connecting
roads. The gas station at Walmart does not have direct access to Veterans Memorial but does have access
through the subdivision for Walmart. A similar situation happened a few years ago with Speedway at the
intersection of SR 38 and Creasy Lane which also had a lot of discussion. The lot was so small it would
have been a struggle to get trucks in and out. The compromise was for only three driveways; one on Creasy
Lane that is only right-in/right-out, one on SR 38 that is only right-in/right-out and one closer to the city as
a full access. There are a few gas stations along this corridor that do not need as many access points.
When this corridor was being built, it was meant to control access. The goal of a primary arterial is to move
traffic with access as a secondary issue.
Jon Fricker said given Doug’s experience with the history of this area, he asked what his recommendation
would be for this issue.
Doug Poad said based on the planning decisions that have been made over the years, this corridor is meant
to move traffic. One full access and a right-in/right-out with a barrier would be enough. The person that sold
the lot was paid for the rights not to access the property directly. This was not only paid with local funds, it
was also paid with federal gas tax funds.
Sallie Fahey said additionally, the one that is full access needs to be in a location that can serve the rest of
the property. If this does not happen, the rest of this property will ask for another drive access. The land in
the Speedway drawing does not match the approved land divisions for these lots. This access is now shown
inside the Speedway property. She said she is not sure how the property changed because it was an
approved and recorded parcelization lot.
Jon Fricker asked if full access means there is a break in the median.
Sallie Fahey said that is correct.
Jon Fricker asked Matthew Kolis what problem he is seeking to solve with his proposed solution.
Matthew Kolis said they are looking to solve the problem with the breaks in the limited access right-of-way.
The eastern most driveway as proposed is a right-in/right-out. There have been numerous measures
proposed to avoid harming the flow of traffic on Veterans Memorial like a west bound right turn lane from
the intersection through both drives. So as traffic comes in through the signal, this get drivers out of the
through lanes to avoid slowing traffic. The right-in/right-out as well as the full access drive both serve the
property. The stub, farther west, is for future access when the rest of the property is developed. As far as
the full access drive, there is a proposed east bound left turn lane as an extension of the east bound left
turn lane at the traffic signal, that lane is proposed to be extended through the full access drive to get traffic
out of the main lane. The main goal is to make sure that traffic is as uninterrupted as possible. He said he
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is asking for this to maintain the three break points but to be able to have the break in limited access at
those three driveways along Veterans Memorial.
Sallie Fahey said she is concerned that if this is approved, there will be no way that access could be denied
to the remainder of the property. There could potentially be three access points where only one was
permitted through the construction of Veterans Memorial parkway. This committee cannot substitute for the
state process to break the limited access point. That is a process that Speedway will have to go through
with the documentation that Doug Poad provided.
Matthew Kolis said he spoke with INDOT and they disagreed that the process should be handled through
INDOT because they did not have an interest in Veterans Memorial Parkway as it is not a state-maintained
road. INDOT felt that the break in a limited access right-of-way should be handled by the county.
Bill Smith said there has been some confusion with this. That guidance came from the INDOT Central Office
Real Estate department which believed that the limited access right-of-way was purchased without federal
funds. A key component in this is whether federal funds were used to buy the limited access right-of-way.
Sallie Fahey said it was bought with federal funds.
Doug Poad said it was bought with STP and minimum allocation funds. He said he also knows the amounts
they were bought with.
Bill Smith said that may cause a change in the answer Matthew received from INDOT Central Office.
Sallie Fahey asked who Doug Poad should work with on this issue.
Bill Smith said he should work with George to get that cleared up.
Doug Poad said the document requires a traffic impact study, a NEPA study and it must show if it will follow
the Comprehensive Plan which only supports the initial access.
Sallie Fahey said that is if this is the correct process to follow.
Matthew Kolis asked if the INDOT document should be followed.
Sallie Fahey said staff will need to check to see if this is the correct document. Bill and George from INDOT
Crawfordsville believe the people that gave that advice did not have all the facts. Staff will investigate and
let Matthew know what option to pursue.
Jon Fricker asked what options are available to this committee.
Sallie Fahey said this committee has the authority to make a recommendation to the state on the US 52
access and to the city which has authority on the access on Veterans Memorial.
Jon Fricker asked if the committee is ready to do that.
Matthew Kolis said he believes it is critical to provide access from US 52. On Veterans Memorial, they want
to maintain the split between passenger car vehicles and commercial trucks with the two access points.
There can be issues if there is only one drive with commercial trucks and passenger cars coming in and
out. The stub is for a future access point. If the median is extended, access will be blocked and there will
be two right-in/right-out drives on Veterans Memorial Parkway.
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Doug Poad asked who would pay back the federal funds since they were involved.
Matthew Kolis asked if there is a process for determining the amount of funds that would need to be
returned.
Doug Poads said the report that was given to staff had a process for determining that amount.
Matthew Kolis asked if this process would take a while.
Doug Poad said he is unsure. This process would be through INDOT Central Office.
Matthew Kolis said he believes the property owner would return the funds for the break in the access, but
they would need to determine how much it would be.
Jon Fricker asked Sallie if her recommendation was to move the access point.
Sallie Fahey said her opinion is that the drive needs to be moved off the Speedway property to serve all
the properties in this quadrant.
Jeromy Grenard said that was negotiated with Speedway. The city did not approve that this would always
remain full access. There needs to be an access point farther to the west that would serve the properties
on the north and south sides.
Sallie Fahey asked at the point where the rest of the property is developed, would this have to be closed in
favor of the other drive.
Jeromy Grenard said if Speedway approves of this, it would become right-in/right-out at a minimum. It is
the preference that it would close once the other is a full access point.
Bill Smith said this would be closed if a traffic signal was warranted.
Doug Poad said moving the access point now to serve the entire property and putting in a right-in/right-out
would avoid all changes needed in the future.
Bill Smith asked if that would mean two access points; one full access farther west and a right-in/right-out?
Doug Poad said that is correct.
Jon Fricker asked if the right-in/right-out would be closer to the intersection than what is currently proposed.
Bill Smith said it would be whatever works best for them.
Matthew Kolis said the full access point is currently off the property.
Doug Poad said the reason limited access was purchased was to prevent multiple access points. This is
going from one access point to three. Committees and staff throughout the years did not want to see multiple
drives in this corridor. The main purpose of this corridor is to move traffic.
Matthew Kolis said one option would be to maintain the right-in/right-out. Once the signal is warranted at
the drive farther west, the median could be extended to eliminate access and still have only two driveways.
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Doug Poad said that could be a solution but requires a lot of work. In order to make sure this happens it
should be done now. The full access should move to the west and the other access should be the rightin/right-out.
Sallie Fahey said she is concerned that the property owner of the larger property is not taking responsibility
for development and access for the four development tracts have been created. As designed, those four
tracts were all supposed to be accessed from this full access point. It is unclear how this property changed
and if the owner followed the correct subdivision ordinance methods to do so.
Jon Fricker said this conversation has two directions; one is to allow the full access driveway at 50 feet to
operate until the signal is warranted and the other is to consider the displaced driveway right now.
Doug Poad asked what happens if the center one never reaches the appropriate level and the person that
owns the property to the west comes in for a permit.
Mike Spencer asked if they have an access point.
Sallie Fahey said they do not have an access point, nor can they be denied access. They must negotiate
with Speedway and use Speedway’s driveway to access the rest of the property.
Mike Spencer asked if the proposed full access was at the property line.
Sallie Fahey said as approved, the full access was to the west of the Speedway lot, but Speedway is
intending to buy the lot farther to the west and the approved access would only be on their property.
Jon Fricker said the preference is to involve the other land to see what the solution would be to have a full
access drive farther away to replace this access.
Sallie Fahey said it seems that we, either as a committee or individual offices, have a responsibility to make
sure the entire property has a safe access and that we are not over-permitting the number of access points.
Whether our actions can force this property owner to come to the table is unclear.
Jim Knapp asked if there are future bicycle or pedestrian trails in this area.
Doug Poad said there is a trail that runs on the south side all the way to the driveway on the opposite side.
The 2045 Long-Range Plan does recommend the trail continue along Veterans Memorial to SR 26.
Jeromy Grenard said this is in the city master plan as well.
Jim Knapp said it was worth asking if this would have any impact on the other side of the street.
Jon Fricker said the owner to the west would be invited to use this full access driveway as access to these
points.
Sallie Fahey said she thinks we should leave the meeting today with some direction for Speedway because
if they are going to go through a process to break the limited access right-of-way and pay back the federal
funds, they need to know what they are asking for. She said she is unsure whether she is opposed to
Jeromy’s solution. But at what point can this be enforced. Doug has raised a good question that if a signal
has not happened here and these people are ready to develop, how do we enforce what we have decided
is the best access scheme for the whole property.
Jeromy Grenard said one way to do that would be to say if this warrants a signal or this develops to the
west, that’s when that full access point is ready to be put in.
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Bill Smith said with the full access, the other becomes right-in/right-out.
Doug Poad said that could also be when it disappears.
Sallie Fahey said there are multiple options.
Bill Smith said in all options, the full access point would be to the west.
Sallie Fahey said that is correct.
Mike Spencer said we need to see if this is doable if federal funds are involved. These property owners
may need to come back once this is figured out.
Sallie Fahey asked Bill Smith and Doug Poad if Speedway would need to know specifically what they are
asking for in terms of breaks before it can be pursued.
Bill Smith said the short answer is yes, they would need to know specifics.
Sallie Fahey said the committee needs to provide them with some direction.
Doug Poad said possibly instead of the third break farther to the west, a stub could be built on the Speedway
driveway farther back so when the property to the west is developed, it would have to access the main
drive. If there is a problem in the future, the main drive could be developed farther to the west.
Jon Fricker asked if that had been done before. Would the stub have enough influence?
Sallie Fahey said it is probable, but it means that Speedway will have to share its full access drive with
other users. She asked Matthew if there is an underground tank or if this is something over which a drive
could be built.
Jon Fricker said he was concerned that later on when the full access could be taken away, that it could be
a messy transition.
Sallie Fahey said if that is the case, that would mitigate in favor of this. It would be the only full access they
get because this is the only one approved.
Jeromy Grenard said the city did not want another signal this close to Sagamore Parkway. There is currently
queuing that occurs almost back to this point.
John Ricks said the right-in/right-out that is on Veterans Memorial is so close to US 52 that it is likely to be
susceptible to crashes. It is too close to US 52.
Mike Spencer said the tanks are underground storm retention. The fuel tanks are closer to the building.
Bill Smith asked Matthew Kolis what would be involved in an option where the full access is built now at the
third location and the other is a right-in/right-out. He asked if Speedway controlled the property already.
Matthew Kolis said there is no access to the property from the third location.
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Mike Bergman said the third western most drive is intended to have shared access with the neighboring
property. It could be proposed that this could be a perimeter drive that will provide access to the adjacent
lots.
Bill Smith said the two stubs are shown as future access points.
Jon Fricker asked if there is a connection between Speedway’s property and the adjacent property.
Mike Bergman said Speedway is looking to buy that property.
Sallie Fahey asked if they intend to buy the business corner and the four parcelization lots.
Mike Bergman said they only want to buy a portion of that area.
Sallie Fahey said the lot lines and driveways that were approved are different from what is in the packet. It
is unclear how that legal description will be created.
Mike Bergman said they plan on buying property farther north and west.
Sallie Fahey said this will square off the property up to the edge of the pond.
Mike Bergman said these are first phase development plans.
Sallie Fahey recommended that they come speak with staff subdivision planners at the APC to discuss how
this can be done properly.
Mike Bergman said they plan on buying the separate lot and then subdividing.
Sallie Fahey said there is a subdivision process to create the desired lot size and whatever remains of the
Speedway purchase and the other property owner’s purchase.
Bill Smith summarized that the preference would be that the full access to the west be built now and the
other drive be a right-in/right-out. He is concerned that the left turn lane will queue back to the full access.
The alternative to this would be right-in/right-out access points on US 52 and Veterans Memorial. There is
the opportunity to build a full access driveway to the west now which would make everyone happy. He
asked Jeromy Grenard for his input.
Jeromy Grenard said that is why he started the conversation with what had been discussed with Speedway.
They came into this meeting having discussed options with the city as it is the owner of the road. If a full
access point can be created from the start, that is preferable. However, that is not what the city has agreed
to with Speedway. The city did ask for a traffic study.
Doug Poad asked if discussion could be held off until the study was complete.
Matthew Kolis said the study has been submitted to the city. It was just forwarded to INDOT, so they may
not have seen it yet.
Jim Knapp asked if was compared to the BF&S study that was conducted a few years ago.
Jon Fricker said Bill Smith summarized the options well. The committee does not need to take a formal
vote; it could be done in consensus. He asked if there is any alternative to the option of one right-in/rightout where the full access currently is and go west to a new full access.

9
Mike Spencer asked how this fit into the purchase of the right-of-way with federal funds.
Doug Poad said it is going to have to go through the process. Since there is already an access in place, it
will have to move to a right-in/right-out and paid back.
Bill Smith said that is a break.
Doug Poad said there would be two breaks.
Sallie Fahey asked if one would be a relocation.
Bill Smith said it would be relatively easy if it does not get larger.
Mike Spencer said he is unsure how long that process will take.
Matthew Kolis said a concern with the full access to the west and a right-in/right-out would be if someone
does not realize that is the access for the gas station, there would not be another way for them to enter the
site.
Sallie Fahey said that can be discussed with staff during the subdividing process. If this lot takes a 20-foot
strip of land parallel to the frontage as part of the lot, there can still be an on-premise entrance sign. If it
was truly off-site and off the lot, it would be a billboard and it would not be permitted. That is another reason
to have the discussion about the land division. She asked if anyone wanted to propose an alternative to the
preferred points of access.
Bill Smith moved that the full access point be at the furthest west location, the middle location be rightin/right-out and no point of access where access is currently shown. Mike Spencer seconded and the motion
passed by unanimous voice vote.
IV.

ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATIONS TO FY 2020-2024 TIP
January 10, 2020 – reallocate $108,000 in FY 2020 STBG PYB funds from Park East ROW
and $138,600 in STBG funds from the Twyckenham project to CE and construction of
the Concord Trail Lighting project.

Sallie Fahey said this is an administrative modification for projects in Lafayette. They needed additional
construction funds for the Concord Trail Lighting project. It was recommended that $108,000 be taken out
of the right-of-way phase of the Park East project and $138,600 from the Twyckenham project. The city
believes this an adequate amount to finish construction on the Concord Trail Lighting project.
V.

QUARTERLY REPORTS
Quarterly Progress Report Summary

Tippecanoe County
Klondike Road
Tim Stroshine asked if there were any remaining issues that would hinder the project from being completed
on time. He asked if the project manger had submitted a request for change orders.
Mike Spencer said as of today, he does not know of any remaining issues. He did not have an answer for
the change orders. He said he knows that there are change orders but does not know where they are in the
process.
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Tim Stroshine asked how he can follow up on the change orders.
Mike Spencer said he needs to speak with INDOT to see where they are.
Doug Poad asked if he is working with Erik Seef from INDOT. If so, he will send Erik Seef an email.
Mike Spencer said he is not sure where they are because he is not out there everyday like the inspectors
are.
Doug Poad said there are federal funds sitting there for that.
Sallie Fahey asked if the funds need to be spent by June 30, 2020.
Doug Poad said the standard deadline for the funds to be obligated is mid-April. $100,000 is available for
this project.
Lindberg Road
Tim Stroshine said the construction cost was reduced. He asked if that was a correct reduction and not a
typo.
Mike Spencer said that is a correct reduction from the engineer. The clearing has been completed and the
engineer has been notified to get utility relocation started. The letting date has been moved from July to
November.
North River Road at River Bend Hospital
Tim Stroshine said this road has been reopened. He asked if it were close to final closeout.
Mike Spencer said construction records were submitted and signed off by INDOT last week.
Concord at CR 430S Intersection
Tim Stroshine said there was a small change in construction funding. He asked if the difference between
the awarded federal funds, $832,732, and the TIP amount, $758,751, is local funding.
Mike Spencer said he was certain it was change orders, but he knew there were punch list items that still
needed to be done.
River Road at CR 500N
Tim Stroshine asked if June 2020 is an accurate estimate for completing stage 3 design because that is
close to the right-of-way clear.
Mike Spencer said that is correct.
Mike Peterson said the stage 3 date looks correct. For right-of-way clearing, there are two parcels that are
being resolved.
Sallie Fahey said right-of-way clear says 93% but buying right-of-way is almost done. She asked if that must
be done before buying right-of-way.
Tim Stroshine said it should be fine the way they have it now.
Morehouse Road Reconstruction
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Tim Stroshine said Stewart Kline informed him that more parcels needed to be purchased which is the
reason for the increase in right-of-way costs. The consultant also updated the construction cost.
Mike Spencer said the cemetery plans had been updated too.
Yeager Road Reconstruction
Tim Stroshine asked if the environmental report was complete or if it was still at 85% complete.
Mike Spencer said as of today, the report is complete and has been advertised. There is a copy at the office
and at the West Lafayette Public Library.
Tim Stroshine said the report states that stage 3 design is at 100%. It looks like that project is moving along
well.
Doug Poad asked if Mike Spencer knew the date the environmental report was advertised.
Mike Spencer said he believes it was advertised last Friday.
Doug Poad said if no one requests one, 15 days after that date the county can ask for approval. If approved,
FMIS can be submitted for right-of-way.
McCutcheon Pedestrian Safety
Tim Stroshine said the environmental report has been finished and the project appears to be on schedule.
Doug Poad asked if there is a LID for that project as well.
Mike Spencer said he did not know.
Doug Poad said once we get one, we can request right-of-way funding for the project. There is $400,000
available in federal funds.
Bridge #64
Tim Stroshine said the estimates changed as expected but otherwise there were no other comments.
Bridge #65
Tim Stroshine said PE estimates were changed to match the FMIS request.
County Bridge Inspections
Tim Stroshine said this project had no comments.
Lafayette
Twyckenham Boulevard Reconstruction
Tim Stroshine said the construction cost was updated to reflect the winning bid which showed the cost
decreasing.
Twyckenham Trail
Tim Stroshine said there were no comments on this project as it is complete and pending final invoices for
closeout.
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Jeromy Grenard said he thought those had been closed out.
Tim Stroshine said they may have been closed out after the report was submitted.
Park East Boulevard Extension
Tim Stroshine said the environmental report was delayed; last quarter it was anticipated to be done in
November and has now been bumped to June 2020. He asked if this is going to impact the stage 3 design
date which is set for March.
Jeromy Grenard said the stage 3 design date has been pushed to August. This still allows us to hit our
letting date.
Concord Road Trail Lighting
Tim Stroshine said many of the numbers on this project has changed because of the TIP administrative
modification that was noted earlier in the meeting.
South 9th Street
Tim Stroshine said staff will continue to track some of the cost estimates. He asked if the city was in process
of selecting a consultant for PE. The TIP PE currently shows FY 2020 funds and the deadline is in April.
Jeromy Grenard said it is going to be tight at this point.
West Lafayette
Happy Hollow Neighborhood Trail
Tim Stroshine said there are no additional comments on this project because it is about to be closed out.
Marcus Smith said it has not officially closed out as we are waiting on documentation.
Cherry Lane Extension
Tim Stroshine said this project is nearly complete and about to be closed out.
Soldiers Home Road Phase 1
Tim Stroshine asked when the PE cost estimate would be available. Staff has requested this be included
in the quarterly report.
Marcus Smith said they have been working on it.
Sagamore Parkway Trail
Tim Stroshine said this project has not had much movement in the last several quarters. Staff is concerned
that this project still needs to progress. There was a FMIS extension date filed with INDOT which is a good
step. He asked where they are in this process and if the September 2020 dates for stage 1 and the
environmental report are still accurate.
Marcus Smith said this project is on track to hit these dates. When they updated the cost estimate with
funds from FY 2022, that pushed back the project a little. It is now on track to hit the November 2021 letting
date.
Sallie Fahey asked if they would get to see a new design.
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Marcus Smith said there was a meeting last week to go over bridge options. He said they are looking over
cost and VS Engineering is working on the different options.
Mike Peterson said he does not see any issue with the later dates.
Tim Stroshine said the issue was just getting started and now that the project is started it is moving along
well.
Town of Dayton
Yost Road
Tim Stroshine said the PE estimate was changed to match the FMIS request and there also some dates
added to the report. This project is progressing as it should.
VI.

APC Progress
MPO Update
Monthly Funding Report

Doug Poad said this report will be recurring until mid-April when federal funds will need to be obligated. At
this point, there is not a specific date available for the deadline. The handout has the official list of INDOT
projects that have obligated federal funds. There have been more projects that have been obligated that
are not listed. They are not listed because of paperwork issues at INDOT Central office. There are a few
outstanding balances.
2020 and 2021 Traffic Count Locations
Aria Staiger said traffic counts are taken each year and the stations are based on a three-year rolling cycle.
In 2020, staff will be using 2017 stations as a base. This year things will be changing; instead of just doing
one year, two years will be done to help calculate vehicle miles traveled data. The count locations have
been decided based on needs for vehicle miles traveled. The county locations have been coordinated with
INDOT locations to obtain more data.
Sallie Fahey said part of this includes making sure staff gets all four legs on an intersection. If INDOT is
counting one or two legs of an intersection, the local count program will count the other two.
Aria Staiger said for each year, there are 90 counts in Lafayette and 40 counts in West Lafayette. The twoyear approach has allowed for added stations. They will not be able to be held against historical data, but
it will help for vehicle miles traveled.
Pedestrian Crash Report
Doug Poad said this is the companion report to the bicycle report. This report looks at pedestrian and motor
vehicle crashes from 2013 through 2017 by year, month, day, time, environmental conditions and location.
Additionally, this report includes information that other MPOs do not include like safety measure
requirements, a detailed analysis of injuries and fatalities and a comparison of state data for pedestrians
that are 22 years or younger. This report looks at crashes that occur in the roadway, intersection or
crosswalk. There is also a comparison of information from sidewalk and trail inventory. Age and gender of
the pedestrian and motorist are also included. Of the 198 injury crashes, 213 persons were injured and
there were 11 fatalities. There was a crash on I65 with two fatalities; drivers of two trucks were pulled over
and out of the vehicles when a semitruck struck them. Crashes were more prevalent September through
January on Thursdays between 7am – 8am and 4pm – 5pm. Roughly 46% of the crashes involved
pedestrians between the ages of 16 and 24 and 58% of the crashes involved males. 60% of the crashes
occurred at an intersection. This report is full of information and analyses. Staff hopes this will become part
of a bicycle and pedestrian plan to see where proceed safety areas are.
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Sallie Fahey asked Tim or Doug to explain the expected update to ARIES.
Tim Stroshine said when this update is officially rolled out, it will not have the same compatibility it has now
with different types of software. This is an issue for staff because the local police jurisdictions do not use
ARIES directly. They transfer their data into ARIES from a different program. Some of the issues in geo
location of the data seem to be lost in the conversion process. It is unclear how this will be resolved. In
2018, ARIES removed data on whether people involved in crashes were operating while intoxicated.
Previously, this information was included in reports. This information may be available once again after the
updates are completed. However, it is unclear when this data will become available. It is unfortunate that
there will be a gap in this information, but this information does tend to vary. Staff hopes this update will
make it easier to obtain quality data. The Indiana State Police have communicated with MPOs about the
update and issues, so they are working to correct these issues. There is not an official start date.
Sallie Fahey asked John Ricks if he had heard any information on this.
John Ricks said they are not currently happy with their current records management system. He said they
have been seeking a new vendor and looking at different demos to narrow down which vendor to go with.
They will upload crash report data directly into ARIES to solve the problem.
Sallie Fahey said if Tippecanoe Sheriff Department uses that system, then the jurisdictions will too.
John Ricks said it is the plan that Purdue, Lafayette and West Lafayette will all use the same records
management system with the update.
18-Month Letting List
Doug Poad said Projects 1, 2 and 3 are new traffic signals with a letting date of February 5, 2020. These
will be located at CR 800 S and SR 28, US 231 at the SR 28 intersection and CR 900 at SR 26. The project
was awarded to Midwest Electric Co for $588,151.25. This also includes a traffic signal in Hendricks County.
The engineer’s estimate was a little over $750,000 with an estimated completion date of October 3, 2020.
Project 4 is on the letting list for next month with a small structure replacement on SR 25. The SR 38 debris
removal still cannot be found. Project 6 is also up for letting next month with the Concord Road lighting
project along the trail. Project 7 was moved to an April letting date. In April there are quite a few projects
on bid letting as well. After that, there are only 3 projects left on Lindberg, North River Road and Park East
Boulevard.
Sallie Fahey said Project 7 is for the installation of permanent dynamic message boards on I65 with
cameras.
John Ricks said he believes those will be installed at each interchange.
Bill Smith said boards are being put on I65 at every interchange. There are a lot of them coming.
VII.

OTHER BUSINESS

None.
VIII.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

None.
IX.

ADJOURNMENT

Next meeting is March 18, 2020.
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The meeting adjourned at 3:30 pm.

Respectfully Submitted,
Chyna Lynch
Recording Secretary
Reviewed By,

Sallie Fahey
Executive Director

FY 2020-2024 TIP Amendment

Tippecanoe County & CityBus
Staff Report
March 6, 2020
BACKGROUND AND REQUEST:
There are two requests in this amendment. One is from Tippecanoe County and it involves
adding a Federally funded bridge replacement project. The other is from CityBus; they are
revising their 2020 operating assistance and capital projects and programming new planning
projects.
Tippecanoe County
INDOT has approved Group IV STP Federal funds to replace the Old US 231 bridge over the
Wea Creek. It’s located approximately 1,500 feet south of Veterans Memorial Parkway.
Preliminary engineering is anticipated to begin in FY 2021 with construction in FY 2024. In order
to expedite the process so construction can occur in FY 2024, the County will be funding
preliminary engineering and right-of-way with 100% local funds. The following table shows
detailed information for the project.
Old US 231 bridge over the Wea Creek (des #1902754)
Phase
Year
Federal Funds
Federal
New
PE
2021
---0
New
RW
2021
---0
New
CE
2024
Group IV STBG
240,000
New
CN
2024
Group IV STBG
1,920,000

Local
204,000
146,000
60,000
480,000

Total
204,000
146,000
300,000
2,400,000

CityBus
The Greater Lafayette Public Transportation Corporation, or CityBus, requests an amendment
to update its CY 2020 Section 5307 operating, capital and planning list of projects. It also
includes adding $1,000,000 in CY 2019 Section 5307 funds that were transferred from MACOG,
carrying over $349,105 in CY 2019 Section 5310 funds, and carrying over $48,000 in CY 2018
Section 5307 funds. The table below summarizes the sources of these federal funds:
CY 2018 Section 5307 carryover
CY 2019 Section 5310 carryover
CY 2019 Section 5307 MACOG funds
CY 2020 Section 5307 funds
Total:
The following tables summarize the changes:
Before
Year
Project
Amendment 2020 Operating Assistance
2020 Capital Assistance
2020 Planning Assistance
After
Amendment

Year
2020
2020
2020

Project
Operating Assistance
Capital Assistance
Planning Assistance

$48,000
$349,105
$1,000,000
$3,937,650
$5,334,755
Federal
Local
Total Cost
$1,000,000 $11,728,374 $12,728,374
$1,554,400
$388,600 $1,943,000
$0
$0
$0
Federal
Local
Total Cost
$2,100,000 $10,628,374 $12,728,374
$1,906,400
$476,600 $2,383,000
$304,000
$76,000
$380,000

A portion of the carryover and additional federal funds will be used for operating, capital and
planning projects. They will be used to increase the federal participation in operating the system
as well as for cost increases for the support vehicle and for three new capital projects (new roof,
pedestrian and bicycle detection, micro-transit software, and vehicles). Some of the funds will
be added to pedestrian and bicycle detection system. The fixed bus replacement project scope
has been reduced from three buses to two. Federal funds will also be used for a new planning
project including engineering for the expansion of the CNG station and for a phase two of the
strategic plan. The following justification is provided by CityBus for the new and updated
projects:
Operating Assistance - $12,728,374, Des #1700413
Growth in state operating funds for transit, known as the Public Mass Transit Fund (PMTF),
and local taxes, have not kept pace with growth in expenses. CityBus needs to use more of
its Section 5307 Federal funding appropriation to offset increasing operating costs. An
additional $1,100,000 in section 5307 funds will be used for operating assistance.
Support Vehicle - $50,000, Des #1700419
Replace the 2012 Ford Edge. The support vehicle to be replaced was purchased in 2012.
This vehicle will meet the requirements of FTA Circular 9020.1E in terms of age for
replacement. The estimated cost of the replacement vehicle was increased based on the
costs of previously purchased support vehicles in which they both exceeded $30,000.
Fixed Route Bus Replacement - $1,030,000, Des #1700420
With an amended decrease of $570,000, CityBus will purchase two 40’ buses to replace
2007 buses #1504 and #1505 rather than three originally programmed due to receipt of other
federal funds. Buses will be replaced per FTA guidelines as outlined in FTA Circular
9030.1D. The buses being replaced will be over 12 years in age, and all new buses will use
CNG fuel.
Ped/Bike Detection System - $250,000 - Des #1801629
These additional funds will be added to the FY2018 5339 funds and will allow CityBus to
procure Ped/Bike Detection Systems for the entire transit fleet.
Facility Rehabilitation - $500,000 - Des #NEW
CityBus will use $400,000 to replace the roof of the administrative office/garage and
additional smaller rehab/replace projects will occur for the administration/maintenance
facilities (such as garage doors). The roof being replaced is estimated to be in excess of 2025 years in age.
Micro-Transit Software - $60,000 - Des #NEW
CityBus will invest $48,000 in software to support and manage operations for micro-transit
service. The software will have tools for scheduling trips and dispatching.
Micro-Transit Vehicle Purchase - $180,000 - Des #NEW
CityBus will invest $144,000 for the purchase of micro-transit vehicles (2) to provide services
to underserved areas in the community. The vehicles will be purchased and maintained per
FTA guidelines as outlined in FTA Circular 9030.1D.

The following table summarizes the updated capital projects.
Item

Description

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
Add
New
New
New

Replacement Tires
Bus Overhauls: Engines
Bus Overhauls: Transmissions
Bus Rebuild Components
Computer Hardware & Software
Support Vehicle
Bus Replacement
Security Cameras for Vehicles
Pedestrian/Bicycle Detection
Facility Rehabilitation, New Roof
Micro-Transit Software
Micro-Transit Vehicles

Federal
Source
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Total

Federal
Share
56,000
48,800
59,200
22,400
40,000
40,000
824,000
24,000
200,000
400,000
48,000
144,000
1,906,400

Local
Share
14,000
12,200
14,800
5,600
10,000
10,000
206,000
6,000
50,000
100,000
12,000
36,000
476,600

Total Cost
70,000
61,000
74,000
28,000
50,000
50,000
1,030,000
30,000
250,000
500,000
60,000
180,000
2,383,000

Note: Projects highlighted in grey are either updated, added or new. Those in italics are added or new.

CityBus is also adding two planning projects and the following summarizes those projects:
Planning: Engineering Services - $350,000 Des #NEW
CityBus will invest $280,000 in engineering services for the expansion of the CNG fueling
station.
Planning: Strategic Plan, Phase 2 - $90,000, Des #1700412
This amendment implements the second phase in developing the strategic plan. A consulting
firm will be hired to conduct five tasks including: 1) rider and non-rider surveying throughout
the community; 2) boundary and taxation review and analysis; 3) focus groups of business
and elected leaders and non-profit organizations; 4) researching new technology for use in
public transit, and; 5) a mobility study. CityBus will use $60,000 in residual funds from the
initial study, and $30,000 in 2020 funds for a total cost of $90,000.
The following table summarizes the new planning items:
Item
1
2

Description
Planning - Engineering CNG Station
Planning - Strategic Plan

Federal
Source
Sec. 5307
Sec. 5307
Total

Federal
Share
280,000
72,000
352,000

Local
Share
70,000
18,000
88,000

Total Cost
350,000
90,000
440,000

The CityBus Board of Directors resolved to authorize the updated 2020 operating, capital and
planning list of projects on January 22, 2020.
RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this amendment to the Policy Board.

Fiscal Year 2020

Federal Funding Status Report: March 2020
Obligated Projects, INDOT's Monthly Report
Project

Yost Drive
Yost Drive
Twyckenham Boulevard
McCutcheon Ped Safety
Yeager Road
Twyckenham Boulevard
Twyckenham Boulevard
Concord Road

Des Number

1900483
1900483
1401285
1601028
1401281
1401285
1401285
1900477

Federal
Obligation

171,150.00
180,050.00
315,200.00
36,900.00
15,066.80
217,598.00
2,571,047.92
40,600.00

Fund

Month

Phase

STBG
STBG PYB
STBG
HSIP PYB
STBG
TE/TA
STBG
STBG

November
November
January
January
February
February
February
February

PE
PE
CE
RW
PE
CN
CN
CE

Balance

INDOT
Report

Balance

0.00
318,989.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
180,050.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
3,011.00
0.00
0.00
169,524.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

499,039.00

172,535.00

FY '20 TIP Funding Allocation
STBG Funding
Project
Twyckenham Blvd, CN
Concord Road Trail Lighting, CN
Park East Boulevard, RW
Yeager Road, PE
Yeager Road, RW
Yost Drive, PE
South 9th Street, PE
Klondike Road, CN
US 231 Study

Annual Funds
Des Number
1401285
1900477
1700405
1401281
1401281
1900483
1900482
1173626
1901666

INDOT
Report
2,886,247.92
40,600.00
0.00
15,066.80
0.00
171,150.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

81,109.08
98,000.00
0.00
0.20
150,996.00
8,800.00
480,000.00
100,000.00
70,444.00

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
322,000
169,524
180,050
-

4,102,414

3,113,064.72

989,349.28

671,574

HSIP Funding
Project
Yeager Road, RW
McCutcheon Ped Safety, RW
Trade to Another MPO

Annual Funds
Des Number
1401281
1601028
---

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
742,011

TA Funding

PYB Funds

INDOT
Report

Balance

0.00
0.00
0.00

742,011

Project
Twyckenham Blvd, CN

PYB Funds

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
2,967,357
138,600
15,067
150,996
179,950
480,000
100,000
70,444

0

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
0.00
323,531
0.00
450,000
742,011.00
-

INDOT
Report

Balance

0.00
36,900.00
0.00

323,531.00
413,100.00
0.00

742,011.00

36,900.00

736,631.00

773,531

Annual Funds
Des Number
1401285

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
217,598

INDOT
Report
217,598.00

217,598

217,598

PYB Funds
Balance

Federal Funds
Allocated in TIP
0.00
0.00

0

INDOT
Report

Balance
0.00

0.00

0

0.00

Shown in INDOT's monthly report
Balance of federal funds
Need FMIS & LID
190,920 Balane Needing Reallocated

Saved at: G:\APC\Transportation-APC\Funding\Federal Funds Monthly Report\FY 2020

Printed: March 4, 2020

18 Month Letting List - March 2, 2020
Letting Date

Road

Type of Work

(INDOT update: February 15, 2020)
Location

Des &
Previous
Contract
Letting Date
Number

1

S

3/4/2020

SR 25

Small Structure Replacement

1.51 mi S of SR 28, W
Jct, Over Wallace Ditch

1500120
RS-41880

2

NL

3/4/2020

SR 38

Debris Removal From Channel

over S Fork Wildcat
Creek; 01.70 mi E of I-65

1801353
41400

3

S

3/4/2020

Concord
Road

from Maple Point Drive
Extension to Veterans
Memorial

1900477
R-41911

4

S

4/1/2020

I-65

5

S

4/1/2020

SR 225

Bridge Deck Overlay

over Burnett Creek;
1.24mi S of SR 43

1702137
40523

6

S

4/1/2020

SR 225

Bridge Deck Overlay

over Burnett Creek; 1.95
mi S of SR 43

1701548
40523

7

NL

4/1/2020

I-65

Bridge Maintenance And
Repair

0.23 mi S of SR 43 (SB)

8

NL

4/1/2020

I-65

Bridge Maintenance And
Repair

0.23 mi S of SR 43 (NB)

9

NL

4/1/2020

I-65

Bridge Deck Patching

10

S

4/1/2020

I-65

Small Structure Pipe Lining

11

N

4/1/2020

US 231

Debris Removal From Channel

over Big Wea Cr; Elliott
Dt, 01.28 mi S of SR 25

1801344

12

N

4/1/2020

US 231

Debris Removal From Channel

over Big Wea Cr; Elliott
Dt, 01.28 mi S of SR 25

1801338

13

C

11/10/2020

Lindberg
Road

Road Reconstruction (3R/4R
Standards)

Lindberg road from
Klondike to McCormick

1173627

14

S

11/10/2020

N. River Road

Intersect. Improv. W/ Added
Turn Lanes

CR 500 N approach in
Tippecanoe County

1401279
37908

15

S

1/13/2021

Park East
Boulevard

New Road between
Haggerty Lane and SR 38

1700405

16

N

7/14/2021

I-65

At SR 38 Interchange,
Ramp Pavement

1900647

Lighting
ITS Traffic Management
Systems

New Road Construction
Concrete Pavement
Restoration (CPR)

CCTV/DMS from 1.5 miles
1800572
south of SR 47 to US
41233
24/231 (Exit 201)

0.58 mi S of SR 43
over Unnamed
Ditch/Creek; 2.87 mi N of
SR 43

1901580
42092

1901578
42092

1901585
42095

1701549
40527
41411
41411
35297

40125
42039

Same, New, Change, Not Listed, Relisted

Bid Letting Results
2/5/2020

US 231

New Signal Installation

at CR-800 S intersection;
2.95 mi N of SR-28

1802809
T-41836

2/5/2020

US 231

New Signal Installation

US-231 at the SR-28
intersection

1802807
T-41836

2/5/2020

SR 26

New Signal Installation

at CR-900 E intersection,
4.71 mi E of I-65

1802820
T-41836

Project Awarded to Midwestern Electric Inc for $588,151.25
Engineer's estimate: $753,508.35
Four bids submitted
Estimated completion date: October 3, 2020

7/8/2020

Letting
Date

Route

#

3/4/2020
4/1/2020
4/1/2020
4/1/2020
4/1/2020
4/1/2020
4/1/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
10/7/2020
11/10/2020
11/10/2020
11/10/2020
11/10/2020
11/10/2020
11/10/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
12/9/2020
1/13/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
2/10/2021
3/10/2021
3/10/2021
4/7/2021
7/1/2021
7/14/2021
7/14/2021
7/14/2021
7/14/2021
7/14/2021
7/14/2021

SR
SR
I
SR
US
US
I
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
I
I
I
I
I
SR
US
US
US
US
I
SR
SR
I
I
I
I
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
I
I
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
SR
US
I
US

25
225
65
225
231
231
65
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
65
65
65
65
65
28
52
52
231
231
65
38
26
65
65
65
65
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
65
65
38
38
38
225
26
43
43
52
65
52

Work Type
Small Structure Replacement
Bridge Deck Overlay
Small Structure Pipe Lining
Bridge Deck Overlay
Debris Removal From Channel
Debris Removal From Channel
ITS Traffic Management Systems
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Replace Superstructure
Bridge Painting
Bridge Painting
Bridge Painting
Bridge Painting
Bridge Painting
Road Rehabilitation (3R/4R Standards)
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Concrete Pavement Preservation (CPP)
Bridge Deck Replacement & Widening
Bridge Deck Replacement & Widening
Bridge Deck Replacement & Widening
Bridge Deck Replacement & Widening
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Maintenance And Repair
Bridge Maintenance And Repair
Debris Removal From Channel
ADA Sidewalk Ramp Construction
Road Rehabilitation (3R/4R Standards)
Bridge Rehabilitation Or Repair
Small Structure Replacement
Intersection Improvement
Intersection Improvement
Bridge Replacement, Other Construction
Concrete Pavement Restoration (CPR)
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Location
SR 25 SR 25, 1.51 mi S of SR 28, W Jct, Over Wallace Ditch
SR 225 Over Burnett Creek; 1.95 mi S of SR 43
I 65 Over Unnamed Ditch/Creek; 2.87 mi N of SR 43
SR 225 Over Burnett Creek; 1.24mi S of SR 43
US 231 over Big Wea Cr; Elliott Dt, 01.28 mi S of SR 25
US 231 over Big Wea Cr; Elliott Dt, 01.28 mi S of SR 25
I 65 CCTV/DMS from 1.5 miles south of SR 47 to US 24/231 (Exit 201)
SR 25 SB over N&S RR; 11.10 mi N of I-65
SR 25 NB over N&S RR; 11.10 mi N of I-65 (NB)
SR 25 NB @ County Line Rd; 11.30 mi N of I-65
SR 25 11.30 mi N of I-65 (SB)
SR 25 NB @ CR 900N; 10.80 mi N of I-65
SR 25 SB @ CR 900N; 10.80 mi N of I-65
SR 25 SB @ Bridge Creek;10.50 mi N of I-65
SR 25 NB over Bridge Creek; 10.50 mi N of I-65
SR 25 Bridge over Big Shawnee Creek 3.05 miles S of SR 28
I 65 NBL over Wildcat Creek; 01.04 mi S of SR 25
I 65 SBL over Wildcat Creek; 01.04 mi S of SR 25
I 65 NB over SR 26 EB/WB; 03.04 mi S of SR 25
I 65 SB over SR 26 EB/WB; 03.04 mi S of SR 25
I 65 Swisher Road @ I-65 NBL/SBL; 00.92 mi S of SR 43
SR 28 From US 231 to US 52 W Jctn
US 52 EBL @ NS RR; 01.92 mi E of SR 25
US 52 WBL @ NS RR; 01.92 mi E of SR 25
US 231 NB @ Big Wea Cr, Elliott Dt; 01.28 mi S of SR 25
US 231 SB @ Big Wea Cr, Elliott Dt; 01.28 mi S of SR 25
I 65 CR 100S/McCarty Ln @ I-65 NB/SB; 01.32 mi S of SR 26
SR 38 over S Fork Wildcat Creek; 01.70 mi E of I-65
SR 26 From I-65 SB Ramps to 1.49 mi E of I-65
I 65 NB Bridge over SR 43, 3.13 mi N of SR 25
I 65 SB Bridge over SR 43, 3.13 mi N of SR 25
I 65 NBL, .77 N SR 43, at Burnett Creek
I 65 0.77 mi N of SR 43 at Burnett Creek (SBL)
SR 25 SB over Buck Creek; 05.00 mi N of I-65
SR 25 NB over Buck Creek; 05.00 mi N of I-65
SR 25 NB over Sugar Creek; 08.10 mi N of I-65
SR 25 SB over Sugar Creek; 08.10 mi N of I-65
SR 25 NB over No Name Creek; 09.80 mi N of I-65
SR 25 SB @ No Name Creek; 09.80 mi N of I-65
SR 25 CR 300N @ SR 25 SB/NB, N&S RR, 01.30 mi N of I-65
I 65 I-65 NB over CSX, N 9TH ST, BURNETT CR, 00.58 S SR 43
I 65 I-65 SB over CSX, N 9TH ST, BURNETT CR, 00.58 S SR 43
SR 38 1.70 mi E of I-65, over S Fork Wildcat Creek
SR 38 From 3.85 mi W of I65 to 0.94 mi E of I65
SR 38 From 0.95 mi to 1.16 mi E of I-65 within the Town Limits of Dayton
SR 225 0.60 mi N of Old SR 25
SR 26 SR 26, 5.75 mi W of US 231, Over Southworth Branch
SR 43 At I-65 interchange, NB exit/entrance ramp terminus
SR 43 At I-65 interchange, SB exit/entrance ramp terminus
US 52 Over Indian Creek
I 65 At SR 38 Interchange, Ramp Pavement
US 52 US 52 over UNT WABASH RIVER, 00.08 S SR 26

Des #
1500120
1701548
1701549
1702137
1801338
1801344
1800572
1800418
1800421
1800438
1800439
1800440
1800442
1800443
1800455
1298419
1800399
1800400
1800401
1800402
1800431
1592968
1800425
1800430
1800432
1800433
1800451
1800452
1800569
1601088
1601090
1601091
1601092
1800413
1800414
1800419
1800420
1800437
1800441
1800445
1900664
1900665
1801353
1900494
1601073
1593270
1500121
1700188
1700189
1701596
1900647
1900666

Contract #
RS-41880
B-40523
R-40527
B-40523
B-41411
B-41411
T-41233
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-41001
B-39761
B-40942
B-40942
B-40942
B-40942
B-40942
RS-38772
B-41003
B-41003
B-41003
B-41003
B-41003
B-41003
RS-40964
B-39961
B-39961
B-39961
B-39961
B-41002
B-41002
B-41002
B-41002
B-41002
B-41002
B-41002
B-39961
B-39961
B-42548
R-41942
R-39959
B-39365
R-40569
R-40755
R-40755
B-40579
R-42039
B-42038

