The

AREA PLAN COMMISSION
of Tippecanoe County

MPO Policy Board Meeting

Date....cooovviiiiieei September 10, 2020
TIME i 2:00 PM
Place......ccoiiiiiiiii, Tippecanoe Room

County Office Building
20 North 3rd Street
Lafayette, Indiana

Due to the public health emergency, public comment on agenda items may be submitted prior to
the meeting at apc@tippecanoe.in.gov. Comments must include name and address to be heard.
Comments may also be made live on the streaming platforms. Members of the public may watch
the livestream of the meeting at
https://www.facebook.com/TippecanoeCountylndiana and
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCJleeA9ZQo9EIIGdZTdjurQ

AGENDA
I. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM AUGUST 13, 2020

Documents:
Policy Minutes 08.13.2020.pdf

[I. RESOLUTION T 2020-07: RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE FY 2020-2024
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

A. Correct an error calculating FY 21 funding for three local projects; add funding and
change construction dates for six INDOT projects

Documents:
TIP Amendment Policy Sept 2020.pdf
lll. APC PROGRESS REPORT

A. MPO Update
i. Thoroughfare Plan Update
ii. 2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goals Survey Update
1. English Survey
2. Spanish Survey
B. INDOT 18-Month Letting List


https://forms.gle/KSN7jUXKCyhiGRd78
https://forms.gle/TvBJHNgF1nwvhWET6

Documents:

2020 September Lettings.pdf
2020 September Lettings Map.pdf

IV. QUARTERLY REPORTS

A. Quarterly Project Tracking Summary

Documents:
Quarterly Project Progress-Summary Report Q4.pdf

V. OTHER BUSINESS
VI. CITIZEN COMMENTS

VIl. ADJOURNMENT
Next meeting is October 08, 2020

Check the APC website at http://tippecanoe.in.gov/378/Area-Plan-Commission-APC for
updates.

In accordance with the requirements of Title Il 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


http://www.tippecanoe.in.gov/94343728-c538-4826-aaf0-7275c178b756

MPO POLICY BOARD

Minutes
August 13, 2020
2:00 pm
Tippecanoe County Office

Due to the public health emergency, the meeting was held virtually. Members of the public may watch the
livestream of the meeting at https://www.facebook.com/TippecanoeCountylndiana or
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCJleeA9ZQ09E11GdZTdjurQ/featured

MEMBERS PRESENT

Tony Roswarski Mayor, City of Lafayette

John Dennis Mayor, City of West Lafayette
Tracy Brown President, County Commissioners
Peter Bunder President, West Lafayette Council
Cindy Murray (proxy for Gary Henriott) Lafayette Board of Works

Mike Gibson Chair, GLPTC

Jackson Bogan Area Plan Commission

Shane Spears INDOT

Absent Voting Members

Kevin Underwood President, County Council

Ron Campbell President, Lafayette City Council
Non-Voting Members Present

Sallie Fahey Executive Director, Area Plan Commission
Doug Poad APC

Tim Stroshine APC

Aria Staiger APC

Marty Sennett CityBus

Stewart Kline County Highway Department
Mitch Lankford West Lafayette City Engineer
Jeromy Grenard Lafayette City Engineer

President Tony Roswarski called the meeting to order at 2:00pm and conducted a roll call of members
present.

. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mike Gibson moved to approve the minutes from the July 9, 2020 meeting. John Dennis seconded.

Tony Roswarski asked for discussion or corrections then conducted a roll call vote. The minutes, as
submitted, were approved 8- yes to 0-no.

Yes-Vote No-Vote
Tony Roswarski

Tracy Brown

Peter Bunder

Cindy Murray

Mike Gibson

Jackson Bogan

Shane Spears

John Dennis


https://www.facebook.com/TippecanoeCountyIndiana
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCJleeA9ZQo9E11GdZTdjurQ/featured

Il. RESOLUTION T 2020-06: RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE FY 2020-2024
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

Program two new INDOT projects: overhead sign structure inspections on non-
interstate routes, and high-mast lighting tower inspections at interstate
interchanges.

Doug Poad said this is a request from INDOT to program two new projects in the TIP. The first is an
overhead sign structure project. INDOT has approximately 3,700 structures throughout the state that need
to be inventoried and inspected every so often. This project started in FY 16 and in FY 21 they are looking
to use both state and federal funds to inspect the structures on non-interstate routes. The specific costs of
the project are listed in the table in the packet. The second project is a high-mast lighting tower inspection
project. These are typically seen at interstate interchanges. This year they are looking at inspecting towers
in four districts. Last year, they inspected the towers in the Greenfield and LaPorte districts. The specific
information is listed in the table in the packet. This request was presented to the Technical Transportation
Committee last month and it recommended approval.

Tony Roswarski asked for discussion or questions then conducted a roll call vote. Resolution T 2020-06
was approved 8- yes to 0-no.

Yes-Vote No-Vote
Tony Roswarski

Tracy Brown

Peter Bunder

Cindy Murray

Mike Gibson

Jackson Bogan

Shane Spears

John Dennis

Sallie Fahey asked that there be a one-minute pause for public comment. No comments were received.
M. APC PROGRESS REPORT

MPO Update
CityBus Safety Plan

Marty Sennett said several years ago, the FTA initiated a rule to formalize our safety procedures and how
we conduct our safety programs. The formal plan is presented in the packet. This puts in writing who is
responsible for what actions and sets goals. The data that is included was taken from the national transit
database that all transit systems report to. Along with the safety plan, CityBus installed a collision avoidance
system in 11 vehicles which was approved a year and a half ago. This took so long because the original
bid said the cameras had difficulty picking up objects and people in no or low light situations. This is not
good because half of the year we run in low light for quite a bit of the day. After the camera system was
improved, we got another bid. One of the great things about this camera system is that it records events
through GIS. If there is a close call at one intersection repeatedly, there will be numerous markers shown
in GIS and we can work with the city engineer to make the intersection safer. It generates daily reports on
who is exceeding the speed limit by more than 10 mph. If everyone is speeding, there may be a problem
with the route and it may need to be redesigned. We want to test this new system on the 11 vehicles before
we equip every vehicle. The information we receive from this system will be a tremendous help. We have
also hired a transit analyst that will help analyze the data. Marty said he is going to recommend to his Board
of Directors in the FY 21 budget that we create a position for HR and Safety Director to oversee a lot of
these procedures that are outlined in the plan.



Thoroughfare Plan Update

Tim Stroshine said in the current Thoroughfare Plan, there are two considerations; is something an urban
area or a rural area and based on that, what street design is required. The current plan fits street elements
into the right-of-way. For different types of streets there is a defined right-of-way and this plan fits what is
needed into the defined area. For the updated plan, staff believes the better way to approach this, is to
have three considerations which are development intensity, land use, and street design. Development
intensity is asking how much has been built on the land. This has been broken down into the four categories
of urban downtown, urban, town, and rural. Land use asks how people spend time in this place. This has
also been broken down into four categories which are commercial/industrial, mixed use, residential, and
rural. Commercial/industrial were lumped together because from a traffic and road design standpoint, these
have similar needs. the mixed-use category is applicable to our downtown areas with the new high-rise
development. Street design asks how many vehicles, bicycles, pedestrians, and transit users are on a
street. All users are important in this system and it is important that we accommodate all of them. From
here, there are seven road classifications; primary arterial, divided primary arterial, secondary arterial, one-
way pair arterial, major collectors, minor collectors and local roads. Arterials tend to be larger roads that
carry more traffic. Local roads carry minimal traffic but provide access to homes and residences.

Staff is still in the process of classifying existing roads. Arterials tend to be longer roads with higher volumes.
They move a lot of traffic. Collectors tend to be shorter roads that often connect other classified roads. For
example, a collector could connect an arterial to an arterial. For each classification of the several categories,
there are several types of design standards. Some of these design standards are listed. For example, bike
lanes, bike lane widths, trails, sidewalks are important to staff and will be changing and improving in this
new plan. Right-of-way width is determined by what elements need to go into the right-of-way. The previous
plan had a defined right-of-way width and staff tried to fit the elements into it. Staff believes this is backward.
In the new plan, there is flexibility with design and needs dictates how wide the right-of-way will be.

Tim presented an example using one of the design tables in the new plan. For the example, he used the
Tippecanoe County Office Building located at 20 N 3" Street, Lafayette, IN 47901. The first part of the plan
would categorize the development intensity as urban downtown and mixed-use in the land use category.
31 Street and Columbia Street would both be considered in this example and they are one-way pair primary
arterials. He presented the design table for urban downtown mixed-use and highlighted the row for one-
way pair primary arterials. He said this would require the listed design standards. In some of the columns,
there are some things that are not numbers; some say design, varies, not applicable. There are a lot of
footnotes in this plan that explain what these terms mean. These design standards have been discussed
with local government engineers and they have given their approval. The design standards for Columbia
Street and 3" Street would need to be met for this example. For some projects, exceptions may be desired,
or make more sense for that individual case. The plan states that exceptions from standards are at the
discretion of the local government engineer. We have discussed how an appeal process can take place for
developers, but this has not been finalized. He said he would send a draft of the plan to the Committee, so
they can give their opinions. We think it is important to have unity in this plan to make sure that everyone
is in support. He asked for questions.

John Dennis asked if the city engineers will get a copy of the plan.

Tim Stroshine said APC staff has gone through some of this with them but before we put together a plan
for final approval, they will each get a copy of the draft.

Sallie Fahey said when the current draft is finished, staff will take this to the development community. There
may be some push back because their surveyors will have to look at what roads are appropriate in the
development before they know what kind of right-of-way they are going to have to plat. This will require
consultation with our office as well as the city or county engineers. There are some things that the engineers
get to make decisions on but most of those have outside parameters within which they can make specific



decisions depending on the road in the development. We are hoping the local government engineers will
participate with us as we go to the development community, so the developers understand we are all in
agreement. One of the big issues has been in the subdivision ordinance which in part mirrors the
Thoroughfare Plan. She said the community has done a fantastic job at developing trail, bicycle and
pedestrian plans. Yet, when we get to a development area, we have no way to require a developer to
continue that trail plan or trail through their development as has been planned that it should. This plan is
one of the ways that we can continue implementing those plans without the burden being entirely on local
government. We think that the development community should be sharing in that cost because they are
ultimately getting a more desirable community.

Tony Roswarski said from his standpoint, if Jeromy Grenard has reviewed this and given preliminary
approval to keep moving forward, he is comfortable moving forward. The city is interested in the standards
lined up with the trails and linkages to parks. We have each done huge bicycle and pedestrian plans trying
to tie all these things together, so this is the next step. We still need to vet it with other groups and have
discussions, but this is a good step in the right direction.

Coordinated Human Services Plan Update

Doug Poad said this is an interesting project that started late last year. The Coordinated Human Services
Transit Plan looks at transportation issues for three groups of people; those that have low income, those
that are elderly and those that are disabled. It is a federal requirement and this the second five-year update
to the plan. There are a few steps in developing this plan. First, staff put the demographic data together
and it is available on the APC website. Earlier this year, staff sent out notices to let stakeholders know about
the plan update and asked them to review a list of transportation providers. Staff received several comments
and added the additional providers to the list. This update was delayed because of COVID. The second
round of notices were sent out to transportation stakeholders in July. They were given a link to a 16-question
survey that asked what services they provide and for additional information. Staff asked for the surveys to
be completed by the end of July and unfortunately, only a handful of responses were submitted. After
contacting the agencies, staff has received 38% of the surveys. The next step in the plan is to look at issues,
gaps, challenges and barriers that the three groups face. This step has typically been a meeting but with
COVID, a fillable PDF will be sent out for agencies to write in and send it back to staff. Hopefully, we will
be able to start working on the report by the end of this year to have it ready early next year.

Tony Roswarski said it seems to be tough to get responses but thank you for your perseverance in
continuing to make sure we have adequate information to make decisions.

Sallie Fahey said we are trying to do find out what services are available in the community for these three
groups, find out what their needs are then find where the gaps are between their needs and the services
that are provided. Then jointly figure out solutions to filling those gaps.

Annual Listing of Projects Update

Doug Poad said this is a report that we have been doing since 2006 as a requirement of the FAST Act. This
report looks back to see where federal funds were obligated in the last fiscal year. Staff has taken this report
as an opportunity to do more extensive research and add more information on projects that are locally
funded. This lists road projects, transit projects, bicycle projects, pedestrian projects and INDOT projects.
The report contains aerial photos and pictures so people can get an idea of where the project is and the
surrounding land use. The project also includes a completion summary with before and after pictures. The
draft of this document has been completed and is being reviewed. September 30t is the deadline to have
it complete and on the APC website.



Traffic Count Program Update

Aria Staiger said staff had planned to traffic counts differently this year and next year. Staff is working on a
vehicle miles traveled model which means counts need to be taken in different locations than the normal
three-year cycle locations and is focusing on intersections along arterials and other high functional class
roads. Unfortunately, things have been different this year with COVID. The counts that have been taken
thus far will not reflect historical trends. Ordinarily, to correct for variations, an adjustment factor is applied
that is provided by INDOT. However, INDOT has not provided any COVID adjustment factors so counts
cannot be adjusted. The times that counts are taken have been moved around to avoid the worst impact
from COVID. Lafayette now has completed all their counts and West Lafayette will be finished soon. Staff
tried to aim for the least impacted time of year.

Tony Roswarski asked if INDOT can give an adjustment for COVID. He asked what will be done with the
traffic counts.

Aria Staiger said we can compare these counts to historic data we already have to get a sense of how the
counts changed. Not all the counts are in locations where staff has never taken a count before. Most are in
locations where counts have been taken within the last three years. We could run some statistics to see
what has generally changed as a result of COVID.

2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goals Survey

Tim Stroshine said this was launched as part of our long-range planning effort that is done every five years.
This survey was distributed throughout the community using social media and local organizations. The
survey was also on the APC website. The survey asks nine questions like how important is enhancing
transportation options and accessibility options for all. After the question, there is a description of what the
guestion means and a picture. The person taking the survey will rank how important this goal is from very
important to not important. Staff has received a good response rate on the survey and gotten over 550
responses on the English and Spanish versions. There is a comment section at the bottom of the survey
and staff has received over 150 comments. Tim said he has started analyzing some of the results and
comparing the responses he has received. The intention is that this will be the first part of the public
participation and outreach for this plan. The next step is to look further into more specific goals for each of
these over-arching objectives. Staff is pleased with the progress so far and this will be incorporated into the
plan. The survey results will be shared on the same platforms that posted the initial survey.

Sallie Fahey said in addition to Facebook and the more traditional social media outlets, we used Nextdoor
and it was a wildly successful place to get responses. There were over 100 responses in the first three
hours that the survey was on Nextdoor.

Tim Stroshine said it is difficult to see where this is being seen from because we did post this on all the
outlets at the same time, but we did see a lot of comments in the first few hours on Nextdoor. That leads
us to believe that people were initially getting the survey through Nextdoor.

INDOT 18-Month Letting List

Doug Poad said there are a lot of projects on the list especially INDOT projects that we will be seeing over
the next 18 months. The first group of projects are on SR 25 with a targeted October letting date. These
are all a thin deck overlay on all the bridges. In November, there are a dozen projects that will be let. Most
of the projects are on I-65 but one project is a superstructure replacement on SR 25. In December, there
are 7 projects that are on various state roads. Projects 28, 29, and 30 are all local projects using federal
funds. If everything continues to go smoothly, all the federal funds should be obligated by the end of
January. There were some changes on projects 42 and 43. The Sagamore Parkway Trail moved from a



March letting date to a November 2021 letting date. The project on 1-65 moved from a July to a December
letting date.

Shane Spears thanked everyone that was involved in or affected by the I-65 closure a couple of weeks
ago. He said he appreciates everyone’s patience and teamwork. The project worked out well.

V. OTHER BUSINESS

Marty Sennett said earlier this week, the FTA released its results of the bus and bus facility grants program.
CityBus was awarded $1.2 million for the expansion of the CNG station. This will add a dispenser,
compressor, and a shelter for the employees. He thanked everyone that wrote letters on our behalf because
we likely would not have received this without the support and we appreciate the continued support from
everybody on the Board. We will get started on the shelter project that was funded two years in a row. Doug
Poad has done the environmental on several of the locations that have been identified. Hopefully in late fall
or early spring there will be more shelters.

Tony Roswarski congratulated Marty on the grant. He said he is looking forward to more bus shelters. This
will be great for the community.

V. CITIZEN COMMENT

Tony Roswarski asked if there were any comments received. There was a one-minute pause for comment.
There were none.

VI. ADJOURNMENT

John Dennis moved to adjourn. Mike Gibson seconded.

Tony Roswarski conducted roll call vote and the motion passed 8-yes to 0-no.

Yes-Vote No-Vote
Tony Roswarski

Tracy Brown

Peter Bunder

Cindy Murray

Mike Gibson

Jackson Bogan

Shane Spears

John Dennis

The meeting adjourned at 2:45pm.
Respectfully Submitted,

Chyna R. Lynch
Recording Secretary

Reviewed By,

Sallie Fahey
Executive Director



FY 2020-2024 TIP Amendment
Area Plan Commission and
Indiana Department of Transportation

Staff Report
September 2, 2020

BACKGROUND AND REQUEST:

There are two requests in this amendment. The first corrects an error in recalculating the FY
2021 Federal funding amounts for three local projects. The second adds either preliminary
engineering or right-of-way funding to six INDOT projects and changes two of those projects’
construction dates.

FY 2021 Federal Funding Correction

In July, the Policy Board was presented with an amendment request to adjust the FY 2021
Federal STBG, Safety and TA funds. This was due to the FY 2020 final sharing agreement,
which made some changes from previous versions of the sharing agreement. After the
amendment’s adoption, it was discovered there was a reference error in the spreadsheet
calculations. The total programmable amount for FY 2021 that was shown in the staff report,
$4,948,938, was correct. However, the adjusted funding amounts for individual projects were
incorrect.

When the TIP was developed, FY 2021 funding reflected the draft FY 2020 sharing agreement.
With the release of the final sharing agreement earlier this year, MPOs were instructed to use
new funding amounts for FY 2021. The spreadsheet that was put together to calculate the
individual project funding amounts did not correctly reference the new amount, but instead
referenced the old 2020 amounts. Thus, the amounts shown in the June staff report for each
individual project were not correct. There should have been an additional reduction of $3,872 in
STBG and $10,915 in HSIP and Section 164 funds and an increase of $555 in TA funding. The
correctly adjusted amounts are:

Project Fund Type Corrected
Amounts
Park East Boulevard  STBG $1,487,310
North River Road HSIP/Section 164 $2,196,376
Lindberg Road TA $214,883

Indiana Department of Transportation

The District Office requested changes to six projects that are already programmed in the TIP.
Funding for preliminary engineering is being added to four projects, which are located on US 52,
SR 225, and I-65. The projects on US 52 and SR 225 involve a thin deck overlay and bridge
rehabilitation/repair, respectively. One project on I-65 is a concrete pavement restoration project
and the other is the shrub windbreak. Funding for preliminary engineering for all four projects is
programmed for FY 2021.

Funding for right-of-way acquisition is being added to two projects, which are located on SR 28
and SR 38, respectively. The project on SR 28 is a road rehabilitation project and right-of-way
acquisition is anticipated to begin in FY 2021. The SR 38 project is a bridge scour protection
project and right-of-way acquisition is anticipated to begin in FY 2022.



The construction dates for the SR 28 and SR 225 projects have changed. The TIP currently
shows both going to construction in FY 2020. They will now be let for construction in FY 2022.
In addition to changing the letting date, the construction costs have increased.

The following tables provide detailed information for each project:

SR 28, from US 231 to US 52, (des #1592968)
HMA Overlay (Road Rehabilitation)

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New RW 2021 STBG $554,908 $138,727 $693,635
Update CN 2022 STBG $12,291,053 $3,072,763 $15,363,816

SR 38, 1.70 miles east of fI-65 over the South Fork of the Wildcat Creek, (des #2000519)
Scour Protection (Erosion)

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New RW 2022 NHPP $4,000 $1,000 $5,000

US 52, 0.08 mile south of SR 26, (des #1900666)
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New PE 2021 STBG $12,000 $3,000 $15,000

SR 225, 0.6 miles north of Old SR 25, (des #1593270)
Bridge Rehab or Repair

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New PE 2021 STBG $12,000 $3,000 $15,000
Update CN 2022 STBG $3,797,407 $949,351 $4,746,758

I-65, at SR 38, Interchange Ramp Pavement, (des #1900647)
Concrete Pavement Restoration

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New PE 2021 NHPP $18,000 $2,000 $20,000

[-65, from CR 100W to US 24 Interchange I-65, (des #1902678)
Other Type Project (Shrub Windbreak)

Phase Year Federal Funds Federal State Total
New PE 2021 NHPP $73,890 $8,210 $82,100

The Technical Transportation Committee reviewed the amendment request at its August 19,
2020 meeting and recommended approval.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this amendment to the FY 2020-2024 Transportation
Improvement Program by adoption of the attached Resolution T-20-07.



WHEREAS, the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County has been designated the

Resolution T-20-07

RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE
FY 2020-2024 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Metropolitan Planning Organization by the Governor, and

WHEREAS, it is required that a Transportation Improvement Program be developed and include all
local and state transportation projects for which US Department of Transportation funds are

being requested, and

WHEREAS, the Indiana Department of Transportation requested changed to the FY 2020-2024
Transportation Improvement Program as follows:

Projects Phase Year Federal Federal Local Total
Funding Share Share Cost
Park East Boulevard, Des # 1700405
Haggerty Lane to SR 38 CN 2021 STBG $1,487,310 $690,987 $2,409,000
New Road Construction Bonus $230,703
North River Road, Des # 1401279
at CR 500N CN 2021 HSIP (21) $716,267 $1,525,064 $3,815,000
Intersection Improvement STBG ('21) $93,560
T.H. MPO $573,000
Rural Pro. $169,011
HSIP (22) $738,098
Lindberg Road, Des # 1173627
Klondike to Rel. US 231 CN 2021 STBG $2,436,918 $1,466,977 $4,118,778
Road Recon. & Widening TA $214,883
SR 28, Des # 1592968
from US 231 to US 52 Rw 2021 STBG $554,908 $138,727 $693,635
Road Rehabilitation CN 2022 STBG $12,291,053 $3,072,763 $15,363,816
SR 38, Des # 2000519
South Fork Wildcat Creek RwW 2022 NHPP $4,000 $1,000 $5,000
Scour Protection, Erosion
US 52, Des # 1900666
0.8 mi. south of SR 26 PE 2021 STBG $12,000 $3,000 $15,000
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
SR 225, Des # 1593270
0.6 mi. north of SR 25 PE 2021 STBG $12,000 $3,000 $15,000
Bridge Rehab or Repair CN 2022 STBG $3,797,407 $949,351 $4,746,758
[-65, Des # 1900647
at SR 38 interchange PE 2021 NHPP $18,000 $2,000 $20,000
Concrete Pavement Restoration
I-65, Des # 1902678
CR 100W to US 24 PE 2021 NHPP $73,890 $8,210 $82,100
Plant Shrub Windbreak

WHEREAS, the Technical Transportation Committee reviewed the request at its August 19, 2020
meeting and recommended its inclusion in the FY 2020-2024 Transportation Improvement

Program, and



NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Policy Board of the Metropolitan Planning
Organization does hereby adopt this amendment to the FY 2020-2024 Transportation
Improvement Program for the MPO Planning Area.

ADOPTED on Thursday the 10™ of September, 2020.

Tony Roswarski Sallie Dell Fahey
President Secretary



18 Month Letting List - September 1, 2020

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

Letting Date

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

Road

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

I-65

Type of Work

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

Bridge Deck Replacement
(TIP shows project as Deck
Replacement/Widening)

Bridge Deck Replacement
(TIP shows project as Deck
Replacement/Widening)

Bridge Deck Replacement
(TIP shows project as Deck
Replacement/Widening)

Bridge Deck Replacement
(TIP shows project as Deck
Replacement/Widening)

Bridge Maintenance And
Repair

Bridge Maintenance And
Repair

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

(INDOT update: August 15, 2020)

Location

NB over Bridge Creek;
10.50 mi N of I-65

SB @ Bridge Creek;10.50
mi N of I-65

SB @ CR 900N; 10.80 mi
N of I-65

NB @ CR 900N; 10.80 mi
N of I-65

11.30 mi N of I-65 (SB)

NB @ County Line Rd;
11.30 mi N of I-65

NB over N&S RR; 11.10
mi N of I-65 (NB)

SB over N&S RR; 11.10
mi N of I-65

Bridge over Big Shawnee
Creek 3.05 miles S of
SR 28

NBL over Wildcat Creek;
01.04 mi S of SR 25

SBL over Wildcat Creek;
01.04 mi S of SR 25

NB over SR 26 EB/WB;
03.04 mi S of SR 25

SB over SR 26 EB/WB;
03.04 mi S of SR 25

Swisher Road @ I-65
NBL/SBL; 00.92 mi S of
SR 43

NB Bridge over SR 43,
3.13 mi N of SR 25

SB Bridge over SR 43,
3.13 mi N of SR 25

NBL, 0.77 N SR 43, at
Burnett Creek

0.77 mi N of SR 43 at
Burnett Creek (SBL)

I-65 NB over CSX, N 9TH
ST, BURNETT CR, 00.58 S
SR 43

I-65 SB over CSX, N 9TH
ST, BURNETT CR, 00.58 S
SR 43

CR 100S/McCarty Ln @ I

65 NB/SB; 01.32 mi S of
SR 26

Des &
Contract
Number

1800455
B-41001

1800443
B-41001

1800442
B-41001

1800440
B-41001

1800439
B-41001

1800438
B-41001

1800421
B-41001

1800418
B-41001

1298419
B-39761

1800399
B-40942

1800400
B-40942

1800401
B-40942

1800402
B-40942

1800431
B-40942

1601088
B-39961

1601090
B-39961

1601091
B-39961

1601092
B-39961

1900665
B-39961

1600664
B-39961

1800451
B-41003

Previous
Letting Date

11/10/2020

11/10/2020

11/10/2020

11/10/2020

11/10/2020

11/10/2020



22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

n

S

Letting Date

12/9/2020

12/9/2020

12/9/2020

12/9/2020

12/9/2020

12/9/2020

1/13/2021

1/13/2021

1/13/2021

1/13/2021

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

11/17/2021

12/8/2021

Road

uS 231

uS 231

US 52

US 52

SR 38

SR 28

Lindberg
Road

N. River Road

Park East
Boulevard

SR 26

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 25

SR 38

SR 38

SR 38

Sagamore
Parkway Trail

I-65

Type of Work

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
HMA Overlay, Structural

(TIP shows project as Road
Rehabilitation)

Road Reconstruction (3R/4R
Standards)

Intersect. Improv. W/ Added
Turn Lanes

New Road Construction

Concrete Pavement
Preservation (CPP)

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

Debris Removal

ADA Sidewalk Ramp
Construction

HMA Overlay, Structural
(TIP shows project as Road
Rehabilitation)

Bike/Pedestrian Facilities

Concrete Pavement
Restoration (CPR)

Same, New, Change, Not Listed, Relisted

Bid Letting Results

None to Report

Location

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

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

WBL @ NS RR; 01.92 mi
E of SR 25

EBL @ NS RR; 01.92 mi E
of SR 25

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

From US 231 to US 52 W
Jct

Lindberg road from
Klondike to McCormick

CR 500 N approach in
Tippecanoe County

New Road between
Haggerty Lane and SR 38

From I-65 SB Ramps to
1.49 mi E of I-65

SB over Buck Creek;
05.00 mi N of I-65

NB over Buck Creek;
05.00 mi N of I-65

NB over Sugar Creek;
08.10 mi N of I-65

SB over Sugar Creek;
08.10 mi N of I-65

NB over No Name Creek;
09.80 mi N of I-65

SB @ No Name Creek;
09.80 mi N of I-65

CR 300N @ SR 25 SB/NB,
N&S RR, 01.30 mi N of
1-65
1.70 mi E of I-65, over S

Fork Wildcat Creek

From 3.85 mi W of 165 to
0.94 mi E of I-65
From 0.95 mi to 1.16 mi
E of I-65 within the Town
Limits of Dayton
from Happy Hollow to the
bridge over the Wabash
River Bridge

At SR 38 Interchange,
Ramp Pavement

Des &
Contract
Number

1800433
B-41003

1800432
B-41003

1800430
B-41003

1800425
B-41003

1800452
B-41003

1592968
R-38772

1173627
R-35297

1401279
R-37908

1700405
R-40125

1800569

RS-40964

1800413
R-41002

1800414
R-41002

1800419
R-41002

1800420
R-41002

1800437
R-41002

1800441
R-41002

1800445
R-41002

1801353
R-42548
1900494
R-41002

1601073
R-39959

1401287
R-37915

1900647
R-42039

Previous
Letting Date
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Quarterly Project Progress Summary Report, FY 2020 Fourth Quarter

Tippecanoe County

The Klondike Road project is still on track to be completed by this coming November.

Several costs shown for the Lindberg Road project have been updated and it is still on track for a
January bid letting.

All purchase orders for the North River Road at River Bend Hospital project have been closed and
this project will no longer be shown in the quarterly reports.

There are still several purchase orders open for the CR 430S project. It was reported that the
County received the recommendation to close out the project earlier today, so the purchase orders
should be closed very shortly thereafter.

Both right-of-way and Stage 3 design for the North River Road and CR 500N project are shown to
be completed in late August. Design is on target but there is one parcel and it is in condemnation.
The County is working with project manager and working with the appraiser who asked for
additional time. The project is still on target for the January bid letting.

There have been several funding changes to the Morehouse Road project. Regarding environmental
approval, the consultant is currently working with INDOT. Public involvement is anticipated to be
completed later this year with environmental approval sometime in the spring of 2021.

For the Yeager Road project, several dates shown in the report have been updated and now match
the TIP. There have also been several funding updates.

For the McCutcheon Safety project, several dates shown in the report have been updated and now
match the TIP. There have also been several funding updates

No comments for the Bridge #64, Bridge #65, Bridge #527 and the County Bridge Inspection

project. All four projects appear to be moving forward.

Lafayette

Construction is progressing well for the Twyckenham project and the trail and street/trail lighting
look complete. There was a utility conflict that set the project back three to four weeks though.
The environmental report for the Park East Boulevard project is now complete. The ready for
contact date needs to be checked since it is the same as the construction letting date.

No comments for the Concord Road Trail Lighting and South 9t Streets projects. The trail light

project has been let.

West Lafayette

No comments for the Happy Hollow Neighborhood Trail and Cherry Lane Extension projects. Both
are complete. After submitting the quarterly reports, the CE PO for the Trail project has been closed
and the City received final inspection and acceptance of the Extension project.

The right-of-way clear and stage 3 design dates for the Soldiers Home Road project will be
updated for the next quarterly report.

Stage 1 design and the environment report is progressing well. They are anticipated to be

completed by early October.

Town of Dayton

No comments for the Yost Road project.
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