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Executive Summary
The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is one of the cornerstones of the adopted Comprehensive
Plan for Tippecanoe County. Formal transportation planning began in the 1960’s. The first Metropolitan
Transportation Plan was adopted in 1978; it documented this community’s transportation needs through
the year 2000. Subsequent plans continued to document transportation needs as the community
developed over the years. This Plan continues the emphasis on planning for the increased use of transit
and non-motorized forms of travel.

Methodology

The 2050 MTP builds closely on the analysis and recommendations of the community’s previous
transportation plans. The Plan is a product of significant cooperative effort by the general public, elected
officials and agency staffs. The recommendations in this plan are based on historic trends, current and
future needs, and updated forecasts of traffic volumes, dwelling units and employment growth. The list of
highway projects in this Plan comes from project recommendations from previous plans as well as
recommendations from the Citizen Participation Committee and Technical Transportation Committee. This
plan continues to emphasize the construction of transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Under the MPO
Complete Streets Policy, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian infrastructure must be addressed in some way in
all federally funded highway projects.
Estimates of future population and employment growth were developed by the Area Plan Commission
(APC). Staff reviewed the Comprehensive Plan, Census data, other current forecasts, and consulted with
community leaders (Table 1). Overall current growth and socioeconomic trends are expected to continue.
The historical residential and industrial growth patterns in the community will continue. Future growth is
consistent with and has been directed by the long-established Comprehensive Plan for Tippecanoe County.
Table 1: Socioeconomic Data Summary
1970
Total Population
109,378
Total # of Dwelling Units
34,197
Number of Households
32,320
Persons per Household
3
Total Employment
52,015

1980
121,702
43,130
40,681
2.59
64,915

1990
130,598
48,134
45,618
2.5
80,290

2000
148,955
58,343
55,266
2.42
99,143

2010
172,780
71,096
65,532
2.42
94,911

2050
250,718
105,021
97,144
2.38
151,320

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce: Bureau of the Census, Census of Population and Housing, and Bureau of Economic Analysis, Regional
Economic Information Systems; Division of Housing and Food Services, Purdue University, APC Land Use Survey; and APC Staff Analysis,

The Plan

During the process of developing this plan, APC conducted multiple online surveys to create goals,
objectives, and performance measures for this plan. These goals, objectives, and performance measures
form the basic planning concepts that different sections in this plan build on. These concepts are referenced
extensively in each section.
The community has been very successful in the last 50 years and has built most of the major roads that
were initially conceived in the first Metropolitan Transportation Plan. The 2050MTP documents that the
community wants to focus on diversifying our transportation options by developing infrastructure for many
modes of transportation. The Plan also recommends continuing the 10% set-aside of Federal STP funds for
independent trails. It also acknowledges that we can’t build our way out of congestion and places greater
importance on the efficiency and sustainability of our highway system. This plan contains recommendations
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for spending an estimated $233,000,000 in federal funding on different types of transportation projects. It
also contains recommendations for other projects if more funding becomes available.
It is important that users of all transportation modes can safely use the system. This plan contains
information about high crash corridors in Tippecanoe County. Several of the projects that will be
constructed should help to improve safety for people traveling all throughout the county.
This plan also recommends a greatly increased emphasis on making Tippecanoe County more sustainable
and resilient. Increasing the number of electric vehicle charging stations, planting more street trees, and
providing more options for non-motorized transportation will greatly increase the quality of life in this
community. Collecting and analyzing data about the climate in Tippecanoe County, as well as participating
in different sustainability initiatives will be the foundation for future work in this area.
Transit has long been an important mode of travel in Tippecanoe County. The primary transit provider in
the county is CityBus. CityBus continues to look for ways to provide new routes to underserved areas of the
community. They are also identifying ways to build better bus stop amenities so that riders can safely and
comfortably wait for the bus. CityBus also plans to continue to convert its fleet from using diesel fuel to
using compressed natural gas (CNG) as a fuel source.
The Plan is a joint effort by the staffs of the APC, Tippecanoe County, and the cities of Lafayette and West
Lafayette. It also includes input from local citizens, Purdue University, the local transit provider (CityBus),
the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The Plan was reviewed by the MPO’s Citizen Participation Committee
and recommended by the Technical Committee and adopted by the Policy Board.
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Section 1: Introduction
The 2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (2050 MTP) is a guide for the development and maintenance
of the transportation system in our community. It is an integral part of the Comprehensive Plan for
Tippecanoe County. Transportation planning is an ongoing process that requires constant iteration and
updates. Two of the key transportation planning documents that are regularly produced are the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the MTP. These two documents work together to allocate
funding to the best set of transportation projects. The MTP contains a list of projects that will improve the
transportation system in this community. The TIP contains a plan to efficiently allocate federal funding to
some of those projects over a 5-year period. (More information about the TIP is included in Section 3.)
This Plan is the product of a cooperative effort involving public officials, agency staffs, and citizens of the
community. It has been discussed and evaluated in open forums facilitated by the staff of the Area Plan
Commission of Tippecanoe County. This plan utilizes maps, graphics, and other methods to visualize
information and better communicate the process of developing this plan and the recommendations
contained therein.
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Section 2: Goals, Objectives, and Performance Measures
To develop goals and objectives for this plan, two online surveys were created and distributed. The results
for the goals survey were presented at the September 2020 meeting of the Citizens Participation
Committee, and the results of the objectives survey were presented at the December 2020 meeting of the
Citizens Participation Committee. Detailed results of these surveys are included in Appendix 9 and Appendix
10. The original plan for public participation included setting up display tables at public events, but that was
not feasible due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
Performance measures give APC a concrete way to quantify how well the goals and objectives are being
met. Many different types of data are required to track these performance measures. These performance
measures were developed in conjunction with the local government engineers.
Goal: Improve Safety for All Users
Objectives
Identify and rebuild high crash intersections

Performance Measures
Crashes per million entering vehicles for
intersections
Construct more trails and sidewalks
Number of added and repaired miles of ADA
compliant trails and sidewalks
Add bus stops and bus pull-offs to give people a safe Number of bus stops with safety and ADA
place to wait for the bus
amenities
Add signage or signals (where appropriate) to improve Number of pedestrian and bicyclist crashes
traffic and pedestrian safety
Work with law enforcement to develop strategies to Number of crashes whose primary cause was
reduce speeding problems and crashes
speeding
Improving Safety for All Users will allow for a multimodal transportation network with low risk for everyone.
To meet this goal, unsafe intersections will be redesigned, new infrastructure will be created for bicyclists,
pedestrians, and transit users, and regulatory and enforcement measures will be implemented. The data
required to measure progress toward meeting the objectives in this goal includes crash data, maintenance
project data, new construction project data and bus stop amenity inventory data.
Goal: Enhance Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users
Objectives
Performance Measures
Add sidewalk ramps where they are missing to make Number of added and reconstructed sidewalks
sidewalks accessible for all users
with ADA compliant ramps
Repair and maintain sidewalks to eliminate trip hazards Number of miles of repaired and
reconstructed sidewalks
Add pedestrian crossing signals or similar regulatory Number of crossings with pedestrian signals or
measures to ensure safe road crossings for all users
similar regulatory measures
Make bus stops accessible for all users
Number of bus stops with safety and ADA
amenities
Enhancing Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users will allow for a multimodal transportation
network where users can make trips using different means of transportation. To meet this goal,
infrastructure for bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit users will be created and maintained in a state of good
repair and regulatory measures will be implemented. The data required to measure progress toward
meeting the objectives in this goal includes maintenance project data, new construction project data,
regulatory signal and sign data, and bus stop amenity inventory data.
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Goal: Improve, Expand, and Connect Sidewalks, Trails and Bike Lanes
Objectives
Performance Measures
Construct sidewalks along major roads and near Number of added miles of sidewalks along
popular destinations to allow for longer trips on the roads with a Thoroughfare Plan classification
sidewalk network
of major collector or higher
Connect existing trails to each other to allow for longer Number of missing miles of trails identified in
trips on the trail network
this plan
Construct sidewalks in neighborhoods where they are Number of missing miles of sidewalk identified
missing to allow for travel within the neighborhood
in this plan
Add bicycle lanes on existing streets to allow for longer Number of added miles of bicycle lanes
trips on public roadways
identified in adopted plans
Improving, Expanding, and Connecting Sidewalks, Trails and Bike Lanes will allow for more people to take
longer trips on a connected non-motorized transportation network. To meet this goal, new sidewalks, trails,
and bike lanes will be strategically constructed. The data required to measure progress toward meeting the
objectives in this goal includes maintenance project data and new construction project data.
Goal: Improve Infrastructure Resilience
Objectives
Emphasize maintenance of existing roads over new
construction
Install green infrastructure to improve drainage and
reduce flooding impacts to roads and bridges

Performance Measures
Average pavement condition ratings

Number of miles of added and reconstructed
roads with green infrastructure that improves
drainage
Strategically construct and reconstruct roads to avoid Number of missing miles and reconstructed
disruptions to transportation in the event of a natural deficient roads identified in the ring and spoke
or man-made disaster
network map
Improving Infrastructure Resilience will ensure that the transportation network is able to function
regardless of external circumstances. To meet this goal, maintenance of current roads will be prioritized
and green infrastructure will be installed. The data required to measure progress toward meeting the
objectives in this goal includes pavement condition data, maintenance project data, and new construction
project data.
Goal: Improve and Expand Transit Service
Objectives
Make bus stops accessible to all users

Performance Measures
Number of bus stops with safety and ADA
amenities
Add more bus routes
Number of miles of bus routes
Increase the number of bus shelters
Number of bus shelters
Increase the hours when bus service is available
Number of hours when buses are operating
Add passenger rail service to major cities (Chicago, Frequency of service to listed major cities
Indianapolis, Cincinnati)
Improving and Expanding Transit Service will allow for a transportation network with a robust public transit
system. To meet this goal, bus stops will be more accessible and have amenities for riders, more bus routes
will be available for longer hours, and new passenger rail routes will be evaluated. The data required to
9

measure progress toward meeting the objectives in this goal includes bus stop amenity inventory data, bus
route data, and passenger rail service data.
Goal: Improve the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability
Objectives
Performance Measures
Improve storm drainage along streets
Number of street flooding events
Plant more street trees and other non-invasive Number of miles of road with new tree and
vegetation to improve the urban environment
non-invasive vegetation plantings that reduce
carbon footprint
Install refueling stations for electric or other hybrid Number of electric vehicle/hybrid vehicle
vehicles
refueling stations
Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles
Number of traffic signals that can connect to
autonomous vehicles
Improving the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability will contribute to minimizing the
transportation sector’s impact on the environment. To meet this goal, drainage will be improved, native
vegetation will be planted, and infrastructure for hybrid and autonomous vehicles will be installed. The
data required to measure progress toward meeting the objectives in this goal includes environmental data,
vegetation inventory data, electric and hybrid vehicle refueling station inventory data, and traffic signal
inventory data.
Goal: Reduce Traffic Congestion on Roads
Objectives
Performance Measures
Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow Number of miles of reconstructed roads;
within the community
number of traffic signals added to traffic
management systems
Construct new connections between major roads Number of missing miles of new roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier identified in this plan
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate regional Number of miles of reconstructed roads with a
traffic
Thoroughfare Plan classification of “major
collector” or higher
Increase alternative transportation options
Number of added and repaired miles of ADA
compliant trails, sidewalks, and bicycle
facilities; number of hours of transit service
and microtransit service
Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles
Number of traffic signals that can connect to
autonomous vehicles
Reducing Traffic Congestion on Roads will allow for safer trips that take less time. To meet this goal, existing
roads will be reconstructed, new connections between major roads will be constructed, options for
alternative transportation methods will be explored, and infrastructure for autonomous vehicles will be
installed. The data required to measure progress toward meeting the objectives in this goal includes
maintenance project data, new construction project data, traffic management system data, bus route data,
and traffic signal inventory data.
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Goal: Improve Regional Infrastructure
Objectives
Widen Interstate 65 to 6 lanes from Indianapolis to
Chicago
Construct new connections between major roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Construct roads that reduce travel times for through
trips

Performance Measures
Number of additional miles of Interstate
highway in Tippecanoe County with 6 lanes
Number of missing miles of new roads
identified in this plan
Number of miles of new roads and
reconstructed roads with a functional
classification of “secondary arterial” or higher

Improving Regional Infrastructure will allow for greater movement of people and goods between this
community and the surrounding communities. To meet this goal, the Interstate will be widened and new
roads will be strategically constructed. The data required to measure progress toward meeting the
objectives in this goal includes new construction project data and maintenance project data.
Goal: Improve Delivery of Freight and Goods
Objectives
Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow
within the community
Construct new connections between major roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Solve truck delivery issues to reduce disruption to
traffic and improve safety
Create pull-offs or zones for ride sharing and
food/package delivery
Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate freight
traffic

Performance Measures
Number of miles of reconstructed roads
Number of missing miles of new roads
identified in this plan
Number of dedicated delivery zones
Number of dedicated zones for ride sharing
and food/package delivery
Number of miles of reconstructed roads with a
Thoroughfare Plan classification of “major
collector” or lower

Improving Delivery of Freight and Goods will allow for more efficient movement of truck traffic throughout
the community. To meet this goal, existing roads will be reconstructed, new roads will be constructed, and
issues with deliveries will be resolved. The data required to measure progress toward meeting the
objectives in this goal includes maintenance project data, new construction project data, and delivery zone
data.
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Section 3: Transportation Planning Tools
APC uses several different transportation planning tools in the planning process. These tools include
management systems, the TIP, the Thoroughfare Plan, the Hazardous Materials Commodity Flow Study,
Red Flag Analysis, and the Ring Road Plan.

Management Systems, TIP and the Thoroughfare Plan

There are several infrastructure management system tools that APC, Lafayette, West Lafayette, and
Tippecanoe County use in the transportation planning process. These management systems plan projects
that maximize system efficiency and safety. All local jurisdictions are also using these systems to add
facilities that are compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act.
One tool that APC uses is the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP is a capital budgeting
tool that establishes an ongoing multi-year timetable for funding transportation projects. The TIP is
rewritten every two years. It includes a project’s schedule, funding sources, and the agencies responsible
for completing that project. These projects may originate from any one of the nine implementing agencies
in the MPO: the Cities of Lafayette and West Lafayette, Dayton, Battle Ground, Clarks Hill, Tippecanoe
County, INDOT, CityBus and the Purdue Airport.
Another tool that APC uses is the Thoroughfare Plan. The Thoroughfare Plan is an element of the adopted
Comprehensive Plan for Tippecanoe County. It combines the classification of roads (arterials, collectors
and local roads) with specific design standards for each classification. It links the transportation plan to the
community’s development codes, specifically the Unified Subdivision Ordinance of Tippecanoe County, and
includes design standards required of local developers. Roads are also classified as either urban or rural (as
defined by the US Census Bureau's Urbanized Area Boundary). For each type, standards are established
regarding minimum right-of-way width, minimum pavement, sidewalks, curb and gutter, side ditch and
shoulder widths, maximum grade and characteristics dealing with the geometry of curves, cul-de-sacs and
connectivity. The Thoroughfare Plan ensures that local governments and private developers will build
improvements to adopted standards, including the Complete Streets Policy, to help implement the 2050
MTP. The most recent Thoroughfare Plan was adopted in 1981 and amended several times. The MPO is in
the process of updating the Thoroughfare Plan.
Lafayette, West Lafayette and Tippecanoe County have roadway management systems that seek to
preserve existing transportation facilities through data driven decisions about maintenance and repair
programs. These systems provide data that assists with traffic signal coordination, pavement repair,
pavement marking, and intersection improvements. Additionally, Tippecanoe County has a bridge
inventory and management system. (Lafayette and West Lafayette are not responsible for the maintenance
of any bridges, so they do not have a bridge inventory and management system.) See Section 6 for more
information about roadway management systems.
CityBus has adopted several system management practices that promote safety, mobility and more
efficient use of their infrastructure. Ridership increases are evidence that their aggressive programs of fleet
maintenance and acquisition, marketing, schedule adherence and strategic planning contribute to a system
that successfully provides an alternative to the automobile. More information about CityBus is available in
Section 11.
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Hazardous Materials Commodity Flow Study

In 2012 the MPO partnered with the Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) to have a Hazardous
Materials Commodity Flow Study conducted. Its purpose was to identify the types and amounts of
hazardous materials that move through Tippecanoe County by all modes. Using surveys, questionnaires
and interviews the study found that all nine classes and 118 different types of hazardous material move
through the community, including flammable liquids (50% of shipments), followed by gasses (25%) and
corrosives (16%). On our highways, almost 65% of shipments are gasoline, combustible and flammable
liquids, and propane. These shipments present the threat of fires and spills when crashes occur. To combat
these threats, local first responders have participated in special training through the LEPC.
In 2015 the MPO partnered with the Tippecanoe County Emergency Management Agency and Planning
Committee to update the Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan. The Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan provides a
comprehensive assessment of how specific hazards affect the community and proposes solutions to
prevent future damage caused by natural and manmade hazards. It is also used as a planning tool to assist
community leaders, government departments, and citizens to make informed decisions regarding land use,
transportation and emergency management. This plan identified 20 critical transportation systems for
Tippecanoe County (14 airports, 6 bus facilities.) The plan also discusses transportation of chemicals and
other volatile substances via interstate highway and rail routes. The final version of this plan is available
online at http://www.tippecanoe.in.gov/DocumentCenter/View/12167/MHMP--Final-Recorded. This plan
is currently in the process of being updated.

Red Flag Analysis
Another tool that the MPO uses to help evaluate the costs of transportation projects is a Red Flag
Investigation. A Red Flag Investigation (RFI) is part of site assessment practices for new construction
projects. It is an early screening tool to determine if further coordination or investigation is warranted. It is
one of the first documents created for a project. The MPO creates RFIs for projects that are above the
programmatic categorical exclusion level. The RFI reviews things such as hazardous materials, water
resources, infrastructure, mining, ecology/ endangered species, and tribal concerns.
The RFI process starts with the MPO gathering project information, including scope, boundaries, and
preliminary design plans (if applicable). The project boundaries are digitized into geographic information
systems (GIS). APC imports state GIS data from https://gis.in.gov/arcgis/rest/services/DOT, and
supplements this data with GIS data collected and maintained by Tippecanoe County. The MPO analyzes
the area near the project, noting if there are any concerning features. This analysis is primarily guided by
the state data, but is verified against Tippecanoe County data, commercial data (such as google maps/ open
street maps), and other state resources including IDEM's Virtual Filing Cabinet
(https://vfc.idem.in.gov/DocumentSearch.aspx), the National Register of Historic Places
(https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/database-research.htm), and the Tippecanoe County
Interim Report from the Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (print). Once this is complete, the
MPO coordinates with the INDOT Crawfordsville District Office to determine whether the site will impact
wildlife such as rusty patched bumblebees, Indiana bats, or northern long-eared bats.
Once all this has been determined, the MPO makes recommendations about further action, coordination,
and investigation. These recommendations may include coordinating with a railroad; preparing a Waters
of the US report; warnings to workers about possible exposure to e. coli, mercury, or other hazardous
substances; working with the appropriate MS4 coordinator; coordinating with local schools, recreation, or
religious facilities; coordinating with a tribal group; or coordinating with various state agencies.
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RFIs have a shelf life of 1 year. For a project that needs site assessment 1 to 3 years after the RFI is
completed, the MPO will re-check old RFIs to see if updates are required to the existing RFI. For projects
that are pushed past 3 years after an RFI is completed, the MPO completes a new RFI. The MPO coordinates
with INDOT to keep track of policy updates and changes to the RFI process. This ensures that the MPO
process is always up to date.

Ring Road

After the 2025 MTP was adopted, it was amended to include a “ring road” in the Purdue University area.
The amendment was based on Purdue’s Transportation and Parking Plan, developed by Pflum, Klausmeier
and Gehrum Consultants, Inc.
The amendment proposed a system of public arterials and collectors that are integrated with campus
streets. Specifically, it calls for a perimeter boulevard around Purdue’s campus, using Williams Street to
connect State Road 26 and US 231, an extension of North Intramural Drive (now name Jischke Drive), and
improvements to Northwestern Avenue. Several of these improvements have already been implemented.
More details about completed projects are available in the Annual Listing of Obligated Projects that APC
creates each year.
For the projects that were proposed, an environmental justice analysis was conducted based on three
principles listed in the 2025 MTP. These principles were as follows:
Principle One: Avoid, minimize or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse
human health and environmental effects, including social and economic effects,
on minority and low-income populations.
Principle Two: Ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected
communities in the transportation decision making process.
Principle Three: Prevent the denial of, reduction, or significant delay in the
receipt of benefits by minority and low-income populations.
All the proposed projects adhered to all three principles. The amendment to the 2025 MTP provides more
detailed results for this environmental justice analysis.
APC will work to finish the remaining projects needed to complete the ring road. When funding becomes
available for these projects, they will be included in the current version of the TIP.
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Section 4: Federal Performance Measures
APC is moving to using more performance-based planning. According to FHWA, “Performance-based
planning and programming applies performance management principles to transportation system policy
and investment decisions, providing a link between management and long-range decisions about policies
and investments that an agency makes in its transportation system. Performance-based planning and
programming is a system-level, data-driven process to identify strategies and investments. Long-range
planning helps to define key goals and objectives and to analyze and evaluate strategies and scenarios for
meeting goals. Connecting performance measures to goals and objectives through target setting provides
a basis for understanding and sharing information with stakeholders and the public.”
Performance-based planning requires performance measures and performance targets. Performance
measures and targets rely on different data elements. Data is collected and tracked from year to year. This
data is used to track the performance measures. Trend analysis is performed for each data element. Based
on this trend analysis, transportation planners will set goals for what the numbers should be in future years
for each data element. These goals become the performance targets. It should be noted that each MPO
can either concur with INDOT’s targets, or choose to set their own targets.
As of May 27, 2018, performance measures and their targets must be addressed in Metropolitan
Transportation Plans. The US Department of Transportation (US DOT) requires performance measures for
four categories:
• Safety
• Pavement and Bridge Condition
• System Performance
• Transit Asset Management

Safety
The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act) was signed into law on December 4, 2015. The
FAST Act requires states to set and monitor safety performance targets. Each year, targets are established
for five different performance measures:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Number of Fatalities
Rate of Fatalities per 100 Million Miles Traveled
Number of Serious Injuries
Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 Million Miles Traveled
Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Non-Motorized Serious Injuries
Safety performance targets are provided annually by INDOT to FHWA. INDOT, MPO’s FHWA, and Indiana
Criminal Justice Institute (ICJI) collaborate to establish Safety Performance Measures and Safety
Performance Targets by the August 31 submission deadline. INDOT coordinates with the MPOs on these
targets through monthly meetings with the MPO Council and other ad-hoc meetings. The Area Plan
Commission has chosen to support the INDOT safety targets as published in their Highway Safety
Improvement Program Annual Reports. The MPO supports those targets by reviewing and programming all
HSIP projects within the MPO boundary that are included in the INDOT State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP). Every year, the MPO Policy Board passes a resolution to concur with INDOT’s safety targets.
The Policy Board adopted the safety targets set by INDOT as the local targets on January 14, 2022, and the
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adoption letters can be found in Appendix 1. Current safety targets are for 2022 and are based on an
anticipated five-year rolling average (2018-2022). To support progress towards approved highway safety
targets, a total of $27.5 million has been programmed in the FY 2022-2026 TIP to improve highway safety.
Table 2 includes the safety performance targets and details about safety funding in the TIP. In addition to
HSIP projects, the TIP also includes transportation projects that are not primarily intended to address safety
deficiencies, such as congestion reduction or operational improvements, but do address such deficiencies
as part of a larger project. These projects often contribute to a safer roadway environment, reduce fatalities
or serious injuries for all modes, as well as create safer travel environments specifically for bicyclists and
pedestrians.
Table 2: INDOT Safety Performance Measures by the Number of Projects and Funding
2020
2022
2022
TIP Support (FY
Targets
Targets
Targets
2022-2026)
Number of Fatalities
Rate of Fatalities (per million VMT)
Number of serious injuries
Rate of serious injuries (per million
VMT)
Number of non-motorized fatalities and
serious injuries.

907.7
1.100
3467.4
4.178

817.3
1.006
3311.4
4.088

876.0
1.076
2998.2
3.675

405.9

393.6

344.5

15 TIP Projects,
$27.5 Million in
funding

This plan contains projects and policies that help to reduce the number and rate of both fatalities and
serious injuries, as well as the number of non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries.
More details about these projects and policies are available in Sections 7 and 8.

Pavement and Bridge Condition

The pavement and bridge condition performance measure are applicable to the Interstate and nonInterstate highways that comprise the National Highway System (NHS). The NHS includes other roads
important to the nation’s economy, defense, and mobility. The performance measures are focused on the
condition of pavement and bridges, including ramps utilized to access the system. There are four
performance measures to assess pavement condition and two performance measures for assessing bridge
condition. INDOT, MPOs and FHWA collectively developed targets for the pavement and bridge
performance measures. Performance is assessed and reported over a four-year performance period, the
first of which ran from January 1, 2018 through December 31, 2021. As permitted by regulation, INDOT
revisited the four-year targets and submitted revised targets prior to an October 1, 2020 deadline.
The Area Plan Commission supported INDOT’s targets at the April 8, 2021 Policy Board meeting. The MPO
supports the targets by reviewing and programming all pavement and bridge projects within the MPO
boundary that contribute toward accomplishment of the state infrastructure performance measure targets
as included in the INDOT STIP. To support progress towards approved pavement and bridge targets, a total
of $86.3 million has been programmed in the FY 2022-2026 TIP to improve pavement conditions.
Additionally, $66.4 million has been programmed in the FY 2022-2026 TIP to improve bridge conditions.
Table 3 shows the Pavement and Bridge Condition Targets and the pavement and bridge investments in
the TIP. Those investments include, but are not limited to, pavement replacement, road reconstruction,
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and surface treatments for the pavement program and bridge rehabilitation, thin deck overlays, and small
structure projects for the bridge program. The APC support letter can be found in Appendix 1.
Table 3: INDOT Pavement and Bridge Performance Measures by the Number of Projects and Funding
Baseline
2-Year
4-Year Target
Target
Interstate System - % of pavements in N/A
N/A
50%
5 TIP Projects,
Good condition
$86.3 Million
in funding
Interstate System - % of pavements in N/A
N/A
0.8%
Poor condition
Non-Interstate NHS System - % of 68.3%
78.71%
40%
pavements in Good conditions
Non-Interstate NHS System - % of 5.3%
3.1%
3.1%
pavements in Poor condition
% of NHS Bridges, by deck area in Good 50.0%
48.3%
47.2%
60 TIP Projects,
condition
$66.4 Million
in funding
% of NHS Bridges, by deck area in Poor 2.3%
2.6%
3.1%
condition

System Performance

The system performance measures are also applicable to the Interstate and non-Interstate NHS. These
performance measures assess system reliability and freight movement and establish several measures for
on-road mobile source emissions consistent with the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
Program, which provides funding to reduce those emissions. There are two performance measures for
assessing reliability, one performance measure to assess freight movement, and three performance
measures for the CMAQ Program. Performance measures are assessed and reported over a four-year
period. The first of these periods ran from January 1, 2018 to December 21, 2021. As permitted by
regulation, INDOT revisited the four-year targets and submitted revised targets prior to an October 1, 2020
deadline. The Area Plan Commission approved a letter of support for INDOT’s revised reliability and freight
movement targets at the April 8, 2021 Policy Board meeting. To support system reliability and freight
movement, a total of $58.2 million has been programmed in projects in the FY 2022-2026 TIP. The Area
Plan Commission did not adopt the CMAQ performance measures because the Environmental Protection
Agency considers Tippecanoe County to be in attainment, and therefore APC does not receive CMAQ
funding. Table 4 shows the System Performance Targets and the applicable investments in the TIP. The
APC support letter can be found in Appendix 1.
Table 4: INDOT System Performance and Freight Performance Measures by Projects and Funding
Baseline
2-Year
4-Year Target
Target
Interstate System - % of person- 93.8%
90.5%
92.8%
10
TIP
miles traveled that are reliable Level
Projects,
of Travel time reliability (LOTTR)
$58.2 Million
in funding
Non-Interstate NHS - % of person- N/A
N/A
89.9%
miles traveled at are reliable Level of
Travel time reliability (LOTTR)
Interstate System – Level of truck 1.23
1.27
1.3
travel time reliability (TTTR)
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Transit Performance Measures

FTA requires transit systems to develop Transit Asset Management (TAM) and Safety Management System
(SMS) Plans. The Planning Rules require each MPO to establish targets for TAM and SMS performance
measures no later than 180 days after the date on which the relevant provider of public transportation
establishes its performance targets.
MPOs were required to establish their state of Good Repair Targets before June 30, 2017. State of good
repair targets include targets for Rolling Stock, Equipment, and Facilities. CityBus developed and adopted
a 2019 through 2023 TAM on October 3, 2018. The Area Plan Commission most recently adopted TAM
performance measures with the adoption of the FY 2022-2026 TIP. Tables 5 to 7 show these performance
measures.
Table 5 Rolling Stock – Percent of revenue vehicles that have met or exceeded their useful life benchmark
Performance Measure
2019
2020
2021
2022
2023
Target
Target
Target
Target
Target
Articulated Bus (AB)
Bus (BU)
Cutaway (CU)

50 %
20 %
10 %

50 %
20 %
10 %

50 %
20 %
10 %

50 %
20 %
10 %

50 %
20 %
10 %

Table 6: Equipment – Percent of service vehicles that have met or exceeded their useful life benchmark
Performance
2019
2020
2021
2022
2023
Measure
Target
Target
Target
Target
Target
Automobiles

25 %

25 %

25 %

25 %

Table 7: Facilities – Percent of facilities rated below 3 on the condition scale
Performance
2019
2020
2021
2022
Measure
Target
Target
Target
Target

25 %

2023
Target

Administration Facilities

10 %

10 %

10 %

10 %

10 %

Maintenance Facilities
Passenger Facilities

10 %
10 %

10 %
10 %

10 %
10 %

10 %
10 %

10 %
10 %

The CityBus capital projects programmed for each year of the 2022-2026 TIP include replacement buses
and vehicles and the parts necessary to repair the bus fleet. These projects will keep the transit system in
good repair. FTA’s SMS is an approach to detect and correct safety problems earlier, share and analyze data
more effectively, and measure safety performance more carefully. The final rules were published on July
19, 2018 and required certain transit systems to develop a plan within one year. CityBus developed and
adopted an SMS Plan on July 29, 2020. CityBus’s Safety Plan contains the four main elements which are: 1)
safety management policy; 2) safety risk management process; 3) safety assurances; and 4) safety
promotion. The Area Plan Commission adopted the SMS performance measures with adoption of the FY
2022-2026 TIP. The safety performance targets are shown in Table 8:
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Table 8: SMS Performance Measures
Mode
Fatalities
Fatality
Total
Rate
Fixed
0
Routes
ADA
0
Paratransit

Injuries
Total

Injuries
Rate

Safety
Events
Rate
0.16

System
Reliability

0.11

Safety
Events
Total
3

0

2

0

0

0

1

0.09

40,000

125,000

The CityBus capital projects programmed for each year of the FY 2022-2026 TIP include major bus
replacement components such as tires, engines, transmissions, turbo charge units, charge air coolers,
alternators, ECMs, planetary differentials, fuel pumps and brake units. It should be noted that funding for
operating assistance includes driver safety training.
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Section 5: Community Trends
Tippecanoe County has shown a consistent pattern of growth over each year. This plan projects that this
pattern of growth will continue. Figures 1 through 8 detail areas of the community where growth is
expected.
Figure 1: Population Distribution (2018)
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Figure 2: Population Density (2018)
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Figure 3: Total Dwelling Units (2018)
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Figure 4: Employment (2018)
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Figure 5: Population Distribution (2050)
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Figure 6: Population Density
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Figure 7: Total Dwelling Units (2050)
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Figure 8: Employment (2050)
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The 2050MTP builds closely on the analysis and recommendations of the community’s previous
transportation plans. The Plan is a product of significant cooperative effort by the general public, elected
officials and agency staffs. The recommendations are based on historic trends, current and future needs,
and updated forecasts of dwelling units and employment growth. The list of highway projects in this Plan
comes from project recommendations from previous plans as well as recommendations from the Citizen
Participation Committee and Technical Transportation Committee. This plan continues to emphasize the
increased role of transit, bicycling and walking and requires consideration of these elements in all federally
funded highway projects under the MPO Complete Streets Policy.
As part of the effort to forecast traffic volumes in 2050, estimates of future population and employment
growth were developed by the Area Plan Commission (APC). Staff reviewed the Comprehensive Plan,
Census data, past forecasts, and consulted with community leaders. Overall current growth and trends are
expected to continue. There will be two new employment and residential growth areas: on the west side
of Purdue University campus and one along the Hoosier Heartland highway. The historical residential and
industrial growth patterns in the community will continue. Future growth is consistent with and has been
directed by the long-established Comprehensive Plan for Tippecanoe County and is able to accommodate
the projected growth.
The methodology for estimating population, housing, and employment is explained below.
1. Population
The 2010 Census counted 172,780 persons in Tippecanoe County, with an estimated population of 196,665
in 2020. This is a significant increase when compared to previous census data. The population increased
by 23,825 persons between 2000 and 2010 (16%) and by an estimated 23,885 in the next 10 years. The
general location, density and change in our population are shown in Figures 1 to 8. It should be noted that
2020 Census data was not available at the time this plan was written.
2. Housing
A key variable used in developing the 2050MTP is the location and number of housing units. The 2010
Census counted 71,096 housing units in Tippecanoe County. This was an 18% increase from the 2000
Census and a gain of almost 13,000 new units. Additionally, local building permits show that between 2010
and 2020 an additional 10,680 housing units were built for an estimated total of 81,776 housing units in
Tippecanoe County by 2020 (Table 9).
Table 9: Housing Permits in Tippecanoe County
Year
Single-Family Housing Permits Issued
2010
381
2011
462
2012
496
2013
454
2014
468
2015
429
2016
429
2017
482
2018
411
2019
430
2020
387
Total
4829

Multi-Family Housing Permits Issued
130
395
175
433
452
36
447
589
1456
883
855
5851
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Not all of the housing units were occupied. There are always vacancies due to units that are abandoned,
not yet occupied, or unsold. Historically, vacancy rates have been relatively stable (5.2% to 5.7%). In 2018,
the vacancy rate was 8.38%.
Recent housing growth in Tippecanoe County is primarily concentrated to the north and west of West
Lafayette and to the east and south of Lafayette. This development pattern aligns with the county Land
Use Plan. Housing development is expected to continue in these areas in the next several years.
3. Employment
Employment data utilized in the 2050MTP came from two data sets: the U.S. Department of Commerce
Bureau of Economic Analysis and an InfoGroup data set that was purchased by INDOT. The information
includes not only the number of non-farm jobs for each business, but also their location. Farm employment
was based on historical employment data from the U.S. Department of Commerce Bureau of Economic
Analysis. The number of people employed by farms has been around 800 for the last decade. The number
of farm employees was added to the employment estimate and distributed throughout the County with
assistance from the Tippecanoe County Commissioners. Both employment data sets were combined with
current land use data to update the estimated number of jobs in the County. This method estimated
114,371 jobs in the Tippecanoe County in 2018 (Figure 8).

Environmental Justice

Environmental justice (EJ) is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race,
color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement of
environmental laws, regulations and policies.
The data in this section was taken from data from the US Census Bureau. It can be used to identify areas
with high concentrations of minority populations, and ensure that those populations are fairly treated in
the planning process. More information about outreach to minority populations can be found in the Public
Participation
Plan.
This
plan
is
available
online
at
https://www.tippecanoe.in.gov/DocumentCenter/View/35282/Public-Participation-Plan---2021-Update.
Figures 9 and 10 show locations with high concentrations of different minority populations, as categorized
by the United States Census Bureau. Figure 11 shows a comparison of concentrations of minority
populations to number of housing units rented by census tract.
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Figure 9: Black Population Percentage in Tippecanoe County
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Figure 10: LatinX Population Percentage in Tippecanoe County

31

Figure 11: Non-White Population vs. Housing Units Rented
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Section 6: Asset Management
Roads and bridges are two key types of transportation assets. One of the goals of this plan is to Improve
Infrastructure Resilience. To accomplish this goal, these key transportation assets must be in a state of good
repair, so that they can remain in operation regardless of outside factors.

Pavement

Each local jurisdiction has a pavement asset management program. A pavement asset management
program includes the following components: a road inventory, pavement condition data, and using that
data to make decisions on maintenance and expansion projects. There are just over 1,467 miles of roads
in Tippecanoe County that are maintained by nine jurisdictions, excluding Purdue University.
Recent efforts to expand pavement inventories and condition ratings across the state have been very
successful. These efforts have provided more comprehensive data for the road network. This increase in
available data has improved the ability of all jurisdictions to make informed decisions about funding road
maintenance and expansion projects. The largest jurisdictions in the county are the Tippecanoe County
Highway Department, the City of Lafayette, the City of West Lafayette, and INDOT.
Tippecanoe County
The Tippecanoe County Highway Department utilizes Streetscan Inc. as a subcontractor to perform full
pavement ratings on a regular basis. The county also uses their “Streetlogix” management software, which
is interconnected with the county’s Order Management System (OMS) software program, Cartegraph.
Cartegraph can model how long a pavement is expected to be above a certain pavement rating. When
preservation and reconstruction activities improve the pavement rating, these adjustments can be entered
into Cartegraph, which are then linked back to Streetlogix.
Every three years, Streetscan will evaluate the entire county-owned road system with their 3D video
system. The system identifies and quantifies cracking, surface distortions, potholes, and surface
texture. To identify road segments that may need different types of surface treatments, this data is input
into mathematical algorithms that provide road segment ratings. These ratings are then fed into databases
in both Cartegraph and Streetlogix.
The county has 1,883 road segments, and each segment is put through a decision tree which separates the
segments into work categories ranging from “preservation” through “reconstruction”. Cost estimates are
available for each work type (crack seal, fog, skip patch, overlay, CIRC, etc.) The county uses Streetlogix to
combine the segment condition data and treatment cost data to prioritize different maintenance projects.
Streetlogix can perform the following types of analysis:
• Find the projects that will maximize the average PCI rating with a certain amount of funding.
• Find the funding needed each year to reach a certain county-wide average condition rating. For example,
the software can find the funding need to reach an average rating of 75 (out of 100) or an average rating
of 75 with no segments having a rating of less than 50.
• Find the funding needed so that all roads within certain traffic count ranges have certain minimum ratings.
The county runs a variety of these scenarios that combine condition ratings and traffic volume to create a
maintenance plan that gives the largest improvement in average ratings per dollar spent.
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Lafayette
The City of Lafayette uses the Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating system. Roads are rated every 2 years.
The City of Lafayette has engaged Streetscan Inc. for their 2019 and 2021 ratings. Streetscan has developed
a system that includes a data collection vehicle, automated processing of the data, and a GIS-based web
portal.
The GIS-based web portal allows users to create a maintenance plan. Users can define the types of
maintenance, cost of each type of maintenance, and assign a weighting for different PCI ratings. The
weighting is used to suggest preferred treatments for pavement segments with different PCI ratings. This
information is combined with information about Lafayette’s available maintenance budget to create an
automatically generated annual maintenance plan. Once the annual maintenance plan is automatically
generated, it is manually adjusted so that the needed maintenance work can be divided into projects.
West Lafayette
West Lafayette’s pavement evaluation is performed using the PASER road rating system. Roads are
evaluated yearly. The data is stored in RoadSoft, asset management software provided by a company based
out of Michigan. To collect the data, West Lafayette uses a Roadsoft Laptop Data Collector (LDC) with a GPS
puck.
RoadSoft has a “strategy module” which allows a user to choose a preferred treatment based on a
segment’s PASER rating. For instance, any road rated a 1-2 on the PASER scale would have a full
reconstruction as the preferred treatment, while a range of 8-9 would have a pavement rejuvenation as
the preferred treatment.
RoadSoft has pavement rating deterioration curves that will estimate when a road segment will deteriorate
to a certain PASER rating. This estimate can be updated when new data is collected each year. This allows
West Lafayette to identify segments that may need to be treated in upcoming years. Combining rating
information and expected pavement deterioration with data on treatment costs per lane mile, projects are
then picked based on yearly budgets and road location.

Bridge Condition Ratings

Bridges are another important part of a community’s highway infrastructure. The failure of any part of a
bridge’s structure can have catastrophic consequences. In Tippecanoe County, all the bridges are
maintained by either INDOT or the Tippecanoe County Highway Department. Each bridge must be
inspected at least once every three years. Inspections include analysis of the following elements: support
structure, spans, and surface. Each of these elements is given a rating from 1 to 10, where 1 is the worst
condition and 10 is the best. When necessary, bridges are painted, rehabilitated or replaced based on the
findings of these inspections. INDOT maintains a statewide database of bridge condition ratings, called the
Bridge Inspection Application System (BIAS). Access to this system is by request only, it is not available to
the general public.
Tippecanoe County
Data for bridges maintained by Tippecanoe County was obtained from the County Highway Engineer.
Tippecanoe County maintains 214 bridges. Figures 12 to 14 show information about the condition of
bridges in Tippecanoe County.
Figure 12 shows that 50% of bridges maintained by Tippecanoe County are rated “good,” 40.2% are rated
“fair,” and 9.8% are rated “poor.” These ratings are defined by FHWA in accordance with the Pavement
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and Bridge Condition Performance Measures final rule, published in January of 2017. Bridge Condition is
determined by the lowest rating of National Bridge Inventory (NBI) condition ratings for Item 58 (Deck),
Item 59 (Superstructure), Item 60 (Substructure), or Item 62 (Culvert). If the lowest rating is greater than
or equal to 7, the bridge is classified as Good; if it is less than or equal to 4, the classification is Poor. Bridges
rated 5 or 6 are classified as Fair.
Figure 12: Tippecanoe County Bridge Condition
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Figure 13 shows that 75.7% of bridges are considered “OK,” 14.5% are considered “Obsolete,” and 9.8%
are considered “Deficient.” According to FHWA, bridges are considered deficient if they have any
component [Item 58, 59, 60, or 62] in poor or worse condition [rating of 4 or less]. Bridges are considered
obsolete if they have an appraisal rating of 3 or less for Item 68 (Deck Geometry), Item 69
(Underclearances), or Item 72 (Approach Roadway Alignment), OR have an appraisal rating of 3 for Item 67
(Structural Condition) or Item 71 (Waterway Adequacy). More information about these definitions is
available at https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bridge/britab.cfm.
Figure 13: Tippecanoe County Bridge Status
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FHWA uses four factors in determining the “sufficiency rating” of a bridge, which is a measure of a bridge’s
ability to remain in service. Each bridge is assigned a numerical rating between 0 and 100, with 100
representing a brand new bridge in perfect condition. Figure 14 shows that a large majority of the bridges
in Tippecanoe County have a sufficiency rating over 60. This indicates that system is in good repair.
Figure 14: Tippecanoe County Bridge Sufficiency Ratings
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Section 7: Project Funding
Funding for transportation projects comes from a combination of federal funds and local funds. Federal
funds primarily come from the gas tax, and they pay for a large share of total project costs. Local funds
come from several different sources, and they pay for a smaller share of total project costs.
Whenever gas is purchased, a portion of the total sale goes to the Federal Highway Trust Fund. The federal
government collects 18.4¢ for every gallon of gas sold. Most of the money collected, 15.44¢, goes to road
improvements. A smaller amount, 2.86¢, goes to transit; and an even smaller amount, .01¢, goes to a trust
fund to clean up leaking underground storage tanks. These amounts have not changed since 1993.
Local funding comes from several different sources. Funding includes state gas taxes that are returned to
our community through the Local Road and Street (LRS) funding program and the Motor Vehicle Highway
Account (MVH). Local funding also includes the Local Option Highway User Tax (LOHUT) and the Cumulative
Bridge Fund, both of which are locally adopted revenue sources. Each jurisdiction receives funds from MHV,
LRS and LOHUT, while Tippecanoe County is the only jurisdiction that receives Cumulative Bridge funds.
Over the past ten years the amount of funding received has fluctuated from year to year. Tables 10 through
12 show the funds collected from these sources for each local jurisdiction.
LRS and MVH: Funds from the state gas tax, distributed through the state auditor
LOHUT: Optional tax specifically for road funding. This tax consists of a County Motor Vehicle Excise Surtax
and a County Wheel Tax.
Cumulative Bridge Fund: A local tax that provides funds for the cost of construction, maintenance, and
repair of bridges.
Table 10: Local Funding (Lafayette)
Year
Receipts
Disbursements
--2020
--2019
7,768,997.35 7,547,908.34
2018
8,424,974.08 9,498,910.89
2017
6,673,991.80 8,831,861.01
2016
6,609,231.00 6,491,002.00
2015
6,325,051.00 7,009,299.00
2014
5,672,575.48 6,439,601.55
2013
6,203,084.93 6,284,325.31
2012
5,784,540.60 4,816,349.73
2011
4,966,289.60 5,367,484.83
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Table 11: Local Funding (West Lafayette)
Year
Receipts
Disbursements
2020
6,448,422.94
5,349,820.30
2019
3,131,854.90
1,800,052.76
2018
3,171,186.59
1,750,055.33
2017
2,872,973.71
1,132,008.89
2016
2,352,198.35
1,622,978.28
2015
2,065,604.39
2,086,646.56
2014
8,947,493.00
9,465,020.00
2013
6,308,320.00
6,191,023.00
2012
30,056,654.45 24,697,147.03
2011
34,168,001.50 40,359,526.58
Table 12: Local Funding (Tippecanoe County)
Year Receipts
Disbursements
--2020 --2019 10,648,353.66
8,383,728.71
2018 13,824,863.04
11,588,220.38
2017 13,464,267.97
13,075,669.01
2016 17,856,830.53
15,636,854.19
2015 14,888,960.86
13,347,868.61
2014 8,432,396.67
8,247,734.11
2013 13,041,017.82
11,293,325.17
2012 11,364,921.12
9,161,866.54
2011 14,079,563.42
23,690,998.84
Another type of funding is the Community Crossings Grant, which was first made available in 2016.
According to INDOT “The Community Crossings Grant Program provides funding to cities, towns, and
counties across Indiana to make improvements to local roads and bridges. Community Crossings is a
partnership between INDOT and Hoosier communities, both urban and rural, to invest in infrastructure
projects that catalyze economic development, create jobs, and strengthen local transportation networks.
Since 2016, the state has awarded over $1 billion dollars in state funds to support local road and bridge
projects throughout Indiana. INDOT holds two CCMG Call for Projects each year, one in January and one in
July. Projects that are eligible for funding through Community Crossings include road and bridge
preservation projects with Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance in connection with these
projects. Material costs for chip sealing and crack filing operations are also eligible for funding.” Table 13
shows the funding awarded to different jurisdictions from 2016 to 2021.
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Table 13: Community Crossings Grant Funds Awarded (Combined, 2016-2021)
Combined Awards
Battle Ground
1,073,910.28
Clarks Hill
443,833.00
Dayton
615,146.43
Lafayette
2,315,000.00
West Lafayette
2,240,704.92
Tippecanoe County
3,298,151.50
Total
9,986,746.13
The funds listed in the Other Types of Funding table (Table 14) are funds that the Area Plan Commission
received due to special circumstances, they are not part of the regular funding allocation. It should be noted
that these funds may not be available every year, so they are not included in project cost calculations, they
are just noted for completeness. If new funding mechanisms become available, the Area Plan Commission
can amend this plan to account for those changes.
CRRSAA (Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriation Act): Special funding issued to state
departments of transportation in response to lost funding due to the Coronavirus pandemic.
Bonus Funds: Special funding issued to INDOT that was part of a redistribution of transportation funding
that was not spent by other states.
PYB: Special funding that was issued to MPOs to repay funding that INDOT borrowed from MPOs in previous
years.
Table 14: Other Types of Funding
Other Types of Funding
CRRSAA

462,317

Bonus Funds

230,703

The practice in Indiana is that MPOs specifically list in their MTPs any, and all “Regionally Significant”
projects, regardless of funding source. Regionally significant projects are generally projects that add
capacity to the roadway network. They include new roadways, significant changes in roadway alignment,
added travel lanes, and even reductions in travel lanes. Major new bridges are generally, but not always,
associated with new or re-aligned bridge approaches. Projects, such as maintenance, roadway resurfacing,
signage, bridge deck replacements, and projects that do not rise to the level of “Regionally Significant” are
not specifically listed in MPO MTPs. These types of projects are still accounted for in this plan through
discussions of the generalized expected needs for such projects throughout the 20-year planning horizon
of the MTP and projected estimates of the costs associated with those needs. These projects are focused
on improving assets and selected utilizing data driven decisions. These projects support the policies and
purpose of this plan, and will not interfere with other projects specifically included in the transportation
plan. [In accordance with 40 CFR 93.115 (b)]. Bridge replacement and road reconstruction projects that do
not add travel lanes are considered exempt projects and are consistent with the Asset Management section
of this plan. See Section 6 for more information on asset management planning by different jurisdictions in
Tippecanoe County.
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As mentioned previously, federal funding comes primarily from the gas tax. The federal funding that
Tippecanoe County receives is split into several different types of funds. These different types of funds are
used to fund different types of transportation projects. Table 15 lists the different types of federal funding
given to Tippecanoe County.
Table 15: Annual Federal Funding by Source
Year
STBG
HSIP
2021
4,017,788
569,465
2020
4,025,530
578,467
2019
4,008,216
578,464
2018
3,840,053
559,058
2017
3,799,354
555,274
2016
3,738,953
497,812
2015
3,854,570
422,609
2014
3,515,683
536,729
2013
3,390,735
538,185
2012
4,165,222
309,861
2011
4,086,283
312,976

Sec 164
146,802
159,631
152,566
147,114
157,565
142,109
-----------

TA
214,883
213,774
218,236
215,294
214,476
211,819
209,454
210,405
205,405
0
380,000

STBG: Funding that may be used for projects to preserve and improve the conditions and performance of
the transportation system.
HSIP: Funding that may be used for projects that help achieve a reduction in traffic fatalities and serious
injuries on all public roads.
Section 164: Funding that would be STBG funding, but is instead required to be used for countermeasures
for alcohol-impaired drivers or approved HSIP projects. This funding is restricted because the state of
Indiana does not have certain impaired driving legislation.
Transportation Alternatives: Funding that can be used for specific approved project types that are related
to surface transportation. The approved project types are detailed in the latest version of the federal
transportation legislation.
Cost estimates were developed by the local government engineers for all the projects in the list in this plan.
By combining these cost estimates with estimates for the funding that will be available, the project list can
be financially constrained.
Because the available funding is limited, there are projects that would improve this community’s
transportation system that cannot be funded with known funding sources. However, it is possible that new
funding sources will become available in the future. Therefore, there are projects included in this plan that
do not currently have funding, but could potentially be funded with new funding sources.
Financially constrained: The Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Program
must be financially constrained. Both documents cannot program or spend more than is allocated to our
area. Financial constraint is a demonstration that there will be sufficient funds to implement proposed
projects.
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Obtaining the financial resources to implement the projects will be the greatest transportation challenge
for this community.
One of the primary funding sources for improvements to the transportation system is the Federal Highway
Trust fund. With uncertainties in federal funding beyond the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, we
can only estimate the nature and amount of federal funding available over the next 28 years. This plan
estimates that this community will receive $233,455,884 over this time period (see Appendix 5 for full
calculation methodology).
These project lists were developed using the lists in the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan, a public
survey, stakeholder groups, and consultation with the local government engineers. Appendices 3 through
7 contain more information about how these project lists were developed.
Figure 15 and Table 16 show the locations of the recommended projects in this plan. It should be noted
that not all the projects in this figure have committed funding sources.
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Figure 15: Highway Projects in Tippecanoe County
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Table 16: Recommended Highway Projects
Project
Location

Type of Improvement

Score

Cost

Lafayette
South St
Veterans Memorial
Pkwy
Veterans Memorial
Pkwy
Veterans Memorial
Pkwy
Lafayette Total

I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
US 52 to SR 38

Complete Streets
Four Lane

17
18

$ 9,000,000
$ 14,000,000

Haggerty Ln to SR 26

Four Lane

17

$ 25,500,000

US 231 to South 9th St

Four Lane

17

$ 29,000,000
$ 77,500,000

West Lafayette
Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Soldiers Home Rd
West Lafayette Total

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer
Rd
Northwestern
Ave
to
Salisbury St
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick
Rd
to
Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Rural to Urban

11

$ 9,100,000

Reconstruction

13

$ 2,000,000

Curve Correction
Reconstruction

12
13

$ 4,000,000
$ 7,000,000

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban

14
13
11
7
7
11
12
12
11

$ 2,700,000
$ 2,000,000
$ 7,700,000
$ 5,700,000
$ 1,500,000
$ 5,000,000
$ 4,500,000
$ 5,100,000
$ 8,000,000
$ 64,300,000

Reconstruction
13
Rural to Urban w/ Trail 12

$ 4,800,000
$ 13,000,000

Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban

$ 3,500,000
$ 15,000,000
$ 11,600,000
$ 4,300,000
$ 4,000,000
$ 10,000,000

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
CR 500N

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR
600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
WL City Limits to N of CR
600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 50W to Northern Corridor
Connection
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13
11
13
13
12
11

Rural to Urban w/ Trail 12
Rural to Urban
11
Rural to Urban
11

$ 2,000,000
$ 9,300,000
$ 7,700,000

Project
Location
CR 500S
New US 231 to Old 231
Tippecanoe County Total

Type of Improvement
Four Lane w/ Trail

Score
12

Cost
$ 3,000,000
$ 88,200,000

10

$ 3,000,000
$ 3,000,000
$ 233,000,000

Town of Battle Ground
CR 600N
Battle Ground Total
Grand Total

SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd

Reconstruction

The project list in Table 17 was provided by INDOT. It only includes projects that INDOT has identified as
projects that will receive state funding. This list includes new construction projects, as well as maintenance
projects.
Table 17: INDOT Committed Projects
Location

Work Type

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
SR 43 At I-65 interchange, NB exit/entrance ramp
terminus
SR 43 At I-65 interchange, SB exit/entrance ramp
terminus
I 65 1.33 mi N of SR 25 to 0.8 mi N of SR 43
I 65 0.58 mi S of SR 43; NB over CSX, N 9TH ST, Burnett
Cr
I 65 0.58 mi S of SR 43; SB over CSX, N 9th St, Burnett Cr
I 65 0.23 mi S of SR 43; NB over Prophets Rock Rd
I 65 0.23 mi S of SR 43; SB over Prophets Rock Rd
I 65 2.50 mi N of SR 43; CR 725N over I-65 SB/NB
I 65 0.8 mi N of SR 43 to 2.43 mi N of SR 43
I 65 various locations
US 52 Over Indian Creek
SR 26 From 0.33 mi E of SR 55 E jct to 8.57 mi E of SR 55
(Warren/Tippecanoe CL)
SR 26 8.70 mi E of SR 55
SR 38 from 1.16 mi E of I-65 to US 421
SR 38 8.43 mi W of N. Jct. of US 421/ SR 39
SR 38 7.53 mi W of N. Jct. of US 421/SR 39
SR 25 4.01 N SR 28, over Flint Creek
SR 26 SR 26, 5.75 mi W of US 231, Over Southworth
Branch
I 65 From 0.8 mi N of SR 47 to 3.44 mi S of SR 38
US 52 0.08 mi S of SR 26, over UNT WABASH RIVER
SR 25 1.01 mi S of US 231, over Wea Creek
SR 38 1.37 mi W of I-65, EB over N&S RR
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Bridge Deck Replacement
Bridge Deck Replacement
Intersection Improvement

Project
Year
2022
2022
2022

Intersection Improvement

2022

Added Travel Lanes
Bridge Deck Replacement

2022
2022

Bridge Deck Overlay
Bridge Deck Replacement
Bridge Deck Replacement
Bridge Deck Replacement
Added Travel Lanes
Small Structure - New
Bridge Replacement
HMA Overlay Minor Structural

2022
2022
2022
2022
2022
2022
2022
2022

Small Structure Replacement
Full Depth Reclamation (FDR)
Small Structure Replacement
Small Structure Replacement
Scour Protection (Erosion)
Small Structure Replacement

2022
2022
2022
2022
2022
2022

Pavement Patching
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Painting
Bridge Painting

2022
2022
2022
2022

Location

Work Type

Project
Year
SR 38 1.37 mi W of I-65, WB over N&S RR
Bridge Painting
2022
I 65 over I-65 NB/SBL, 4.77 mi N of SR 43
Repair Or Replace Joints
2023
SR 43 BR over Walters Ditch; 1.53 mi N of SR 225
Bridge Replacement
2023
SR 225 0.10 mi N of SR 25
Small Structure Replacement
2023
SR 43 0.65 mi S of SR 225, over Burnett Creek
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2023
US 52 at SR 28 E jct
New Signal Installation
2023
I 65 At SR 38 Interchange, Ramp Pavement
Concrete Pavement Restoration 2023
(CPR)
SR 28 over East Branch Wea Creek, 4.27 mi E of US 231 Repair Or Replace Joints
2023
US 52 1.01 mi W of US 231, over Little Pine Creek
Scour Protection (Erosion)
2023
US 52 Various intersection locations (9) from Lafayette Auxiliary Lanes, Accel & Decel or 2023
to Lebanon
Turn Lanes
US 52 CR 400 S in Tippecanoe County to CR 700 S in Auxiliary Lanes, Accel & Decel or 2023
Clinton County
Turn Lanes
US 231 0.62 mi N of US 52 N JCT, over Little Pine Creek Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2023
US 231 4.18 mi S of SR 25, over O' Neall Ditch
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2023
US 231 From 4.19 mi N of I-74 to 2.53 mi N of SR 28
Auxiliary Lanes, Passing
2023
US 231 From 4.27 mi S of SR 28 to 0.66 mi S of SR 28
HMA
Overlay,
Preventive 2023
Maintenance
SR 38 1.70 mi E of I-65, over S Fork Wildcat Creek
Scour Protection (Erosion)
2024
SR 26 4.98 mi W of US 52/231, over Goose Creek
Small Structure Replacement with 2024
Bridge
SR 38 WB Bridge over Elliott Ditch, 2.27 Miles W of I 65 Bridge Deck Overlay
2024
SR 38 EB Bridge over Elliott Ditch, 2.27 Miles W of I 65
Bridge Deck Overlay
2024
SR 28 4.81 mi W of US 231, over Little Wea Creek
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2024
SR 25 3.70 mi N of I-65, CR 625E over SR 25 SB/NB, N&S Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2024
RR
SP 52 1.74 mi E of US 52/US 231 and Sagamore Parkway Small Structures & Drains 2024
junction
Construction
SP INST Indiana Veterans Home
Institution
&
Park
Road 2024
Maintenance
I 65 From CR-100 W to US-24 interchange I-65, natural Other
Type
Project 2024
wind barrier
(Miscellaneous)
I 65 0.06 miles S of SR 38; SB Bridge over NS Railroad
Bridge Deck Overlay
2025
US 52 1.09 mi E of US 231; over NSRR
Bridge Deck Overlay
2025
US 52 2.65 mi W of US 231; over Gaylord Branch
Replace Superstructure
2025
I 65 0.06 mi S of SR 38, NB over N&S RR
Bridge Deck Overlay
2025
I 65 3.57 mi S of SR 26; NB over SR 38 EB/WB
Bridge Deck Overlay
2025
I 65 3.57 mi S of SR 26; SBL over SR 38 EB/WB
Bridge Deck Overlay
2025
I 65 3.04 mi S of SR 25; NB over SR 26 EB/WB
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2025
I 65 3.04 mi S of SR 25; SB over SR 26 EB/WB
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2025
I 65 1.04 mi S of SR 25; NB over Wildcat Creek
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
2025
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Location

Work Type

I 65 1.04 mi S of SR 25, SB over Wildcat Creek
SR 225 0.60 mi N of Old SR 25, over Wabash River
US 52 0.87 mi W of E jct US 231; WB over Wabash River
US 52 0.87 mi W of E jct US 231; EB over Wabash River
I 65 CR 680 S over DITCH
SR 26 at CR-900 E intersection, 4.71 mi E of I-65
I 65 CR 900 E, 5.25 mi S of SR 38
I 65 over I-65 NBL and I-65 SBL, 0.92 mi S of SR 43
I 65 over I-65 NB/SB, 1.12 mi N of SR 43
I 65 CR 1000 W/CO LN RD, 2.60 mi N of SR 28

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Truss Reconstruction Or Repair
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Small Structure Pipe Lining
New Signal Installation
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay

Project
Year
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025
2026
2026
2026
2026
2026

Table 18 shows other projects that are important to the community, but do not have committed funding.
These projects may be constructed if new funding sources become available or new development changes
the community’s transportation needs.
Table 18: Unfunded Projects
Project
Location

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial
Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

New Road
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

West Lafayette
Sagamore Pkwy Trail

Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
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New Trail Construction

Project
CR425N
CR425N
Stadium Ave
Westmoreland Dr

Location
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
At Grant St
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road
Intersection Improvement
New Road

Tippecanoe County
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
Concord Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
CR 600N to Railroad St

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
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Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Project
Prophetstown Park

Location
N River Rd to North 9th

Type of Improvement
New Road

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor
Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor
Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road

E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43

Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction

At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave

I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge
Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
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New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

Project
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Location
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road

Non-motorized projects are also very important to this community. Many people either do not own a
personal vehicle, or prefer to use another type of transportation. To facilitate this type of travel, this plan
recommends building more trails, sidewalks, and bicycle lanes/shared lanes. Although federal funding has
not yet been identified for many of these projects, they are still important to the community.
Figures 16 through 18 and Tables 19 through 21 identify the locations of different types of recommended
non-motorized projects.
Figure 16: Recommended Sidewalk Projects

50

Table 19: Recommended Sidewalk Projects
Road/Street
24th Street
Pine Street
Rainbow
Brown
Union
Union
Earl Avenue
36th Street
Rome
Sagamore
South Street
Kossuth
Farabee
Creasy Lane
Harper
Julia
Park East
Meijer Drive
Elston
Old 231
Beck Lane
Poland Hill
South 4th Street
Central
State
Main Street
Shoshone
Shoshone
Osage
Concord
Teal Extension
Sagamore
Ortman
Ortman
S. 9th Street
S. 9th Street
S. 18th Street
Veterans Memorial
Promenade

Location
Schuyler to Underwood
Mulberry to River Oaks
Elmwood to Snowy Owl
26th to 30th
Earl to Sagamore Parkway
Creasy Lane to Courtland
Union to South
Union to South
Creasy to Courtland
Railroad Xing to McCarty
Sagamore to Park East
Sagamore to Farabee
Kossuth to McCarty Lane
Harper to Fortune
Creasy Lane to Julia
Sickle to Harper
Kettle to McCarty Lane
SR 26 to Tazer
South Beck Lane to US 52
Beck to US 52
Old 231 to Poland Hill
US 52 to Beck Lane
Montifiore to US 52
18th to 25th
18th to US 52
McCarty Lane to Sagamore
18th Street to Osage
Shoshone to dead end
Shoshone to dead end
US 52 to Maple Point Ext.
US 52 to SR 38
Main Street to US 52
Cromwell to Old 231
Old 231 to Poland Hill
Twyckenham to Veterans M.
Veterans M. to Wagonwheel
Ortman to Newsom
S. 18th Street to Concord
Veterans to existing sidewalk
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Road/Street
Catherwood
Woodland
Ravinia
Riley
Lindberg
Huron
Navajo
Soldiers Home Rd
Soldiers Home Rd
Soldiers Home Rd
Soldiers Home Rd
Yeager
County Farm Rd
CR 75E
Klondike
Klondike
Klondike
Lindberg
Lindberg
Cherry Lane
State
Stadium
CR 550E
CR 550E
CR 550E
Stable Drive
Stable Drive
Old 231
CR 500S
CR 500S
CR 500S
CR 500S
S. 9th Street
S 18th Street
CR 430S
County Farm Rd
Yeager
Morehouse
Genoa
Paramount
CR 500N
CR 600N
US 52
US 52
US 52
US 52
SR 38
SR 38

Location
Happy Hollow to River Road
Ravinia to Lindberg
Woodland to Hillcrest
Ravinia to Salisbury
Northwestern to Salisbury
Navajo to Indian Trail
Salisbury to Huron
Sagamore Pkwy to Cumberland
Cumberland to Kaberer
Kalberer to CR 75 E
CR 75E to River Road
Sagamore to City Limits
Kalberer to City Limits
Soldier Home Road to CR 500N
Sagamore to Menard access Rd.
Sagamore to Lindberg
Lindberg to SR 26
Cousteau to Klondike
Klondike to McCormick
US 231 to Northwestern
US 231 to Airport Rd
David Ross to Jischke
Black Berry to SR 26
SR 26 to Stable Drive
Stable Drive to McCarty Lane
Brookfield to CR 550E
CR 550E to McCarty Lane
Creekview Ct. to CR 500S
Admirals Point to Old 231
Old 231 to Sage
Sage to S. 9th Street
S. 9th Street to S. 18th Street
Wagonwheel to CR 510S
CR 450S to CR 510S
S 18th Street to Concord
City Limits to Sinclair
WL City limits to CR 500N
Sagamore to N. of Mason Dixon
Paramount to Sagamore
Ledyard to Sagamore
Shootingstar to Yeager (CR 140W)
Augusta to CR 150W
Old Romney to Old 231
Old 231 to South 4th
South 4th to Crestview
Teal Road to Creasy Lane
Sagamore to Kingsway
Kingsway to Creasy Lane
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Road/Street
SR 38
SR 38
Sagamore Pkwy
Sagamore Pkwy
Sagamore Pkwy
Sagamore Pkwy
Sagamore Pkwy
Sagamore Pkwy

Location
Creasy Lane to Lighthouse
SIA to Dayton
Klondike to US 231
US 231 to Morehouse
Morehouse to Cumberland
Cumberland to Yeager
Yeager to Salisbury
Salisbury to Nighthawk

53

Figure 17: Recommended Trail Projects
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Table 20: Recommended Trail Projects
Route/Road
Location
Ross Gear Trail
Duncan Rd to N 9th
Sagamore Pkwy
Wabash River Bridge to WHT
Sagamore Pkwy
Wabash River Bridge to Duncan
Sagamore Pkwy
Duncan to Schuyler
Sagamore Pkwy
Schuyler to Darby
24th Street
Schuyler to Underwood
Schuyler
18th to 20th
th
18 Street
Monon St to Greenbush
th
18 Street
Greenbush to Union
th
18 Street
Union to Ferry
Monon
18th to 15th
Monon
15th to Greenbush
CR 400S
Fiddlesticks to 9th Street
9th Street
CR 430S to Veterans Memorial
th
9 Street
Veterans Memorial to Twyckenham Boulevard
Concord Road
South of Promenade to Veterans Memorial
Promenade
Concord to Veterans Memorial
New Trail L1
Promenade to Ensley
Kirkpatrick Ditch
Veterans Memorial to Promenade
Kirkpatrick Ditch
Old Romney Road to Veterans Memorial
Veterans Memorial
Kirkpatrick Ditch to 9th Street
New Trail L2
Kirkpatrick Ditch to Poland Hill Road
Poland Hill Road
Veterans Memorial to Beck Lane
Ortman Lane
Cromwell to 18th Street
Old Romney Road
Kirkpatrick Ditch to Twyckenham Boulevard
Elliot Ditch
18th Street to US 52
NS Tracks
Elliot Ditch to Concord Road
Twyckenham Boulevard
Old Romney Road to Old US 231
Twyckenham Boulevard
Poland Hill Road to 18th Street
Beckenham Trail
Old Romney Road to Old US 231
Beck Lane
Old US 231 to Miami Elementary School
Beck Lane
Miami Elementary School to Park
Trail L1
Miami Elementary School to Concord
Concord Road
Teal to Maple Point Extension
th
9 Street
Teal Road to Twyckenham
18th Street
Russell Hyatt to NS Railroad Tracks
US 52
Beck Lane to South 4th Street
Old Romney Road
South Beck Lane to US 52
Elston Road
Old Romney Road to US 52
th
South 4
Teal to Montifiore Street
Durkee’s Run
Wabash Avenue to State Street
th
14 Street Extension
14th Street dead end to Teal
State Street
18th Street to 22nd Street
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Route/Road
State/26th Street
Wabash Avenue
Elm Street
Main Street
Scott St/Columbia Park
South 4th Street
26th Street
Cason Street
22nd Street
Ferry Street
Erie Street
Union Street
Union Street
Salem Street
Elmwood
Greenbush
Greenbush
Canal Drive
29th Street
13th Street
North 9th Street
Monon Spur
Pine Lane
Eisenhower
Creasy Lane
Shenandoah
Union
Creasy Lane
Trail L2
Union
Trail L3
Rome Extension
Trail L4
Trail L5
Trail L6
Earl Avenue
South Street
Airport Road
McCormick
State Street
Happy Hollow
HH Neighborhood Trail
Lindberg Road
Soldiers Home Road

Location
Earl Avenue to Teal Road
South Beck to just north of Walnut
From Wabash Ave Trail to pedestrian bridge
Earl Avenue to Sagamore Parkway
Main Street to South Street
North of Kossuth to Owen
Cason Street to South Street
22nd Street go 26th Street
Cason Street to Ferry Street
Eire Street to 22nd Street
Ferry Street to 18th Street
Harrison Bridge to 6th Street
Salem Street to Sagamore Parkway
Harrison Bridge to Erie Street
Greenbush to 18th Street
9th Street to 10th Street
13th Street to Sagamore Parkway
Harrison Bridge to North 9th Street
Greenbush to Elementary School
Monon Trail to Greenbush
Just north of Canal Drive
Monon Trail to North 9th Street
Mulberry to River Oaks
Creasy Lane to Center
Eisenhower to Greenbush
Redondo to South Street
Creasy Lane to Courtland
North of Courtland to south of Rome Drive
Park to Union
Trail L2 to Trail L3
Union to Target
Trail 3 to east of Shenandoah
Shenandoah to Creasy Lane
Creasy Lane to South Street
Trail L5 to Rome Drive
Union to South Street
Earl Avenue to Meijer Drive
State Street to Relocated US 231
Stadium to State Street
US 231 to Tapawingo
Connect existing trail on Happy Hollow Rd
Along Relocated Park Entrance to Existing trail
Northwestern to Salisbury
Sagamore Parkway to City Limits
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Route/Road
Location
Sagamore Parkway
Soldiers Home Road west to existing trail
Salisbury
Cumberland Avenue to City Limits
Kent Avenue
Existing trail to Yeager Road
Yeager Road
Sagamore Parkway to City Limits
Kalberer Road
Yeager to existing trail
CR 75E
Soldiers Home Road to CR 500N
Wal-Mart Trail
Northwestern to existing trail west side of WM
Jischke/Harrison
US 231 to Existing Trail on Harrison
Stadium
David Ross Rd to Jischke
Cherry
Existing Trail to Northwestern
Northwestern
Lindberg to Cherry
Harrison Bridges
Over Wabash River and N. River Rd
Soldiers Home Road
W.L. City Limits to River Road
Yeager Road
W.L. City Limits to CR 500N
CR 350N
Morehouse Road to existing trail
Morehouse Road
Sagamore Pkwy to North of Mason Dixon Street
Hadley Lake Trail
Morehouse Road to Yeager Road
CR 550E
McCarty Lane to Dunbar Drive
CR 50S/Stable Dr
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to McCarty Lane
CR 500 North
Yeager to CR 75E
CR 600 North
CR 150W to Prophet’s Rock Road
Prophet’s Rock Road
CR 600N to Railroad Street
County Farm Road
W.L. City Limits to Sinclair Drive
Klondike
US 52 to SR 26
SR 26
Klondike to US 231
Lindberg Road
Cousteau to Old McCormick
Farm Heritage Trail
County Line to CR 450S
CR 450S
Farm Heritage Trail to existing trail
CR 430S
18th Street to Concord Road
Concord Road
Existing Trail to CR 500S
18th Street
CR 510S to existing trail
CR 500/510S
Admirals Pointe to 18th Street
th
South 9 Street
CR 510 S to CR 430S
Old US 231
CR 500S to Creekview Court
N. 9th St.
Sagamore Parkway to Prophetstown Park
US 52/231
SR 26 to S. River Road
US 52/231 & SP 52
Klondike Road to Cumberland Avenue
US 52/231
Near Bethel to US 52
New Ivy Town Trail (WL)
Sag Pkwy to existing trail in Ivy Town and Flats
New Franciscan Trail (WL)
Cumberland to US 231 Trail (w/ County)
New Krause Trail (WL/Co)
US 231 to Klondike
The Orchards Connections To Cherry Lane, Lindberg and Pine
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Figure 18: Recommended Bicycle Lanes and Shared Lanes
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Table 21: Recommended Bicycle Lanes and Shared Lanes
Route/Road
Location
Schuyler
Underwood to Sagamore Parkway
Underwood
13th Street to Sagamore Parkway
Greenbush
9th Street to 15th Street
Greenbush
Erie Street to Elmwood
Salem Street
Harrison Bridge to Union Street
Union Street
Salem Street to Creasy Lane
Cincinnati Street
3rd Street to 6th Street
Beverly Lane
Berkley Road to Hedgewood
Ferry Street
2nd Street to Earl Avenue
Romig Street
3rd Street to 6th Street
Kossuth Street
Railraod tracks to Sagamore Parkway
Owen Street
4th Street to 9th Street
Logan Avenue
9th Street to 18th Street
Summer Street
30th Street to Concord Road
Beck Lane
Old US 231 to Armstrong Park
Beck Lane
Meadow Drive to Sequoya Drive
Brady Lane
Commanche Trail Concord Road
Veterans Memorial South
9th Street to 18th Street
3rd Street
Salem Street to Kossuth Street
4th Street
Cincinnati Street to Teal Road
5th Street
Cincinnati Street to 4th Street
Poland Hill
Teal Road to Kensal Court
6th Street
Salem Street to Cincinnati Street
Lingle Drive
Romig Street to Kossuth
9th Street
Canal Road to Teal Road
Valley Street
South Street to Kossuth Street
14th Street
Kossuth Street to Warren Drive
15th Street
Underwood to Greenbush
18th Street
Schuyler to Linear Trail
20th Street
Schuyler to Underwood
26th Street
Union Street to Cason Street
26th Street
Ferry Street to Main Street
26th Street
State Street to Teal Road
22nd Street
Kossuth Street to State Street
Summerfield
Teal Road to Beck Lane
Commanche
Beck Lane to Brady Lane
30th Street
Teal Road to Summer Street
Hedgewood
Beverly Lane to Union Street
Earl Avenue
Union Street to Ferry Lane
Farabee Drive
South Street to Kossuth Street
Farabee Court
Kossuth Street to end of road
Shenandoah Drive
Greenbush to South Street
Elmwood Avenue
Underwood to Greenbush
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Route/Road
Erie Street
Asher Street
Main Street
State Street
CR 430S
Soldiers Home
Salisbury
South River Rd
Fowler
Wiggins
Yeager
CR 75E
Salisbury/CR 50W
Yeager/CR 140 W

Location
Underwood to Ferry
Ferry to Main Street
Asher Street to Earl Avenue
18th Street to 26th Street
9th Street to 18th Street
Happy Hollow to City Limits
Kalberer to WL City Limits
US 231 south to WL City Limits
Harrison Bridge to Northwestern
Harrison Bridge to Northwestern
Sagamore Pkwy to City Limits
WL City Limits to CR 500N
WL City Limits to Sinclair Drive
WL City Limits to CR 500N
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Section 8: Safety
Improving Safety for All Users was rated as the most important goal for the community in the survey
conducted by the Area Plan Commission (see Section 2 and Appendix 9). The main way to improve safety
on the transportation network is to reduce the number of crashes. Crashes not only cause damage to
vehicles and other personal property; they can also result in serious injury or loss of life. Safety can be
improved by reducing the number of crashes. Changes in the number of crashes are monitored through
crash data.

About Crash Data

This plan uses Tippecanoe County crash data from 2009-2019. Because of the pandemic, 2020-2021’s crash
data was not representative of typical years, with lower numbers of total crashes but higher numbers of
injury and fatality crashes. No systemic infrastructure changes were made and the weather was typical in
Tippecanoe between 2019 and 2020-2021, so this difference is likely due to changes in driver behavior.
Crash data is gathered from police crash reports; any crashes not reported are not included in the analysis
in this plan. Crashes that occurred on private property (such as parking lots or alleys) are not included in
the analysis in this plan. Drunk driving data was not available for this analysis. Injury data is based on what
the officer notes on-scene (because hospital records are not available), and thus the number of injuries
may be under-reported. Below, the term “bicycle” will be used to refer to all forms of pedal-driven cycles.
Figure 19: Total Crashes in Indiana

Indiana Fatality:Total Crash Ratio
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Overall Trends in Crashes

Tippecanoe County has experienced population growth over the last decade, starting with 171,937 people
in 2009 and growing to 195,732 people in 2019 according to the Census Bureau. Figure 20 compares crash
rates and population growth. Per capita, all crashes and injury crashes slightly increased while fatality
crashes slightly decreased.
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Figure 20: Per Capita Crash Analysis

Left Axis: All Crashes and Injury Crashes per capita
Right Axis: Fatality Crashes per capita
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The responding officer assigns a ‘primary factor’ to each crash. The primary factor is not the only factor
contributing to the crash, but it is the most important factor in the opinion of the officer. The top 11 primary
factors (out of 47 total) have stayed consistent from year to year, and represent 89.36% of all crashes. Table
22 shows the most frequent primary factors reported by officers.
Table 22: Primary Factors in Crashes
Top 12 Primary Factors, All Crashes

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

Total

FOLLOWING TOO CLOSELY

1135

1194

1188

1242

1005

1115

1302

1160

1130

1050

1104

12625

22.14%

FAILURE TO YIELD RIGHT OF WAY

723

739

741

774

801

839

979

1013

1023

930

892

9454

16.58%

ANIMAL/OBJECT IN ROADWAY

396

345

340

321

368

338

343

313

367

336

330

3797

6.66%

SPEED TOO FAST FOR WEATHER CONDITIONS

421

423

348

330

296

542

437

287

216

185

253

3738

6.56%

RAN OFF ROAD RIGHT

203

212

246

279

330

320

454

386

414

454

352

3650

6.40%

UNSAFE SPEED

185

158

162

163

208

274

319

591

564

558

433

3615

6.34%

IMPROPER LANE USAGE

244

317

320

298

310

311

323

291

315

302

261

3292

5.77%

OTHER (DRIVER) - EXPLAIN IN NARRATIVE

347

292

249

248

238

286

301

236

334

214

228

2973

5.21%

UNSAFE BACKING

228

269

274

208

260

312

260

246

211

253

404

2925

5.13%

DISREGARD SIGNAL/REG SIGN

229

253

230

249

241

267

259

255

277

274

271

2805

4.92%

IMPROPER TURNING

196

166

170

152

162

182

214

215

198

197

228

2080

3.65%

72

81

93

92

75

79

96

96

90

93

71

938

1.64%

4865

4944

4848

4751

4802

5356

5779

5613

5645

5236

5183

57022

LEFT OF CENTER
Total

62

% of all crashes

Speeding
‘Following too closely’ represents between one-quarter and one-fifth of the primary factors of all crashes.
Combined with ‘unsafe speed’ and ‘speed too fast for weather conditions’, speed-related factors are the
primary factor in 35.04% of all crashes.
Between 2009-2019, speeding was the primary factor in 33.82% of injury crashes and 20.61% of fatality
crashes in Tippecanoe County. This fatality rate is lower than both national and statewide rates for speeding
crashes, although the injury rate is higher. According to the National Transportation Safety Board, speeding
accounted for 31.0% of all fatalities nationwide between 2005-2014, and “about one-fourth” of all fatalities
nationwide between 2010-2019. Between 2009-2019, 28.65% of injury crashes and 25.49% of fatality
crashes had speed as a primary factor across Indiana. Table 23 shows this data by primary factor.
Table 23: Injury and Fatality Crashes by Primary Factor
Primary Factor, injury and fatality crashes
RAN OFF ROAD RIGHT

Total Injury
Crashes

% of all
Injury

Total Fatality
Crashes

% of all
Fatality

1005

9.52%

24

18.32%

865

8.19%

21

16.03%

2474

23.43%

20

15.27%

LEFT OF CENTER

262

2.48%

16

12.21%

DISREGARD SIGNAL/REG SIGN

962

9.11%

10

7.63%

OVERCORRECTING/OVERSTEERING

164

1.55%

7

5.34%

PEDESTRIAN ACTION

206

1.95%

7

5.34%

SPEED TOO FAST FOR WEATHER CONDITIONS

556

5.27%

4

3.05%

OTHER (DRIVER) - EXPLAIN IN NARRATIVE

461

4.37%

4

3.05%

64

0.61%

3

2.29%

282

2.67%

2

1.53%

2150

20.36%

2

1.53%

3

0.03%

2

1.53%

UNSAFE SPEED
FAILURE TO YIELD RIGHT OF WAY

DRIVER ILLNESS
IMPROPER LANE USAGE
FOLLOWING TOO CLOSELY
TOW HITCH FAILURE
Total

10559

131

Tippecanoe County has a higher rate of speed-related injury crashes than the state of Indiana and the
country. Tippecanoe County has a lower rate of speed-related fatality crashes than the rest of the state.
Figure 21 compares Tippecanoe County speed-related crash data to statewide data.
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Figure 21: Speed-Related Crashes
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Simply posting lower speed limit signs is not enough to reduce speeding. Lower speed limits must be
coupled with infrastructure changes to encourage safe driving practices; these are known as ‘traffic
calming’ measures, and they have been studied for their efficacy. Examples of traffic calming measures
include roundabouts, raised crosswalks, median islands, and road diets. Increasing relative spending on
these types of improvements should benefit Tippecanoe County, and bring the rate of injury crashes down
to the average rate in Indiana.
Intersection Behavior
Crashes are most likely to occur at or near intersections.
68.46% of all crashes occurred at or within 150 feet of an
intersection, while 76.26% occurred at or within 250 feet of
an intersection. According to FHWA, at 30 MPH, a vehicle
will travel about 152 feet before a driver is able to react and
completely stop; at 40 MPH a vehicle will travel about 242
feet before a driver is able to react and completely stop.
Certain primary factors in crashes are more common near
intersections. ‘Failure to yield right-of-way’, ‘improper lane
usage’, ‘disregard signal/ regulatory sign’, and ‘improper
turning’ are more common near intersections. The listed
primary factors contributed to 30.92% of all crashes,
37.24% of injury crashes, and 25.19% of fatality crashes.
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‘Manner of Collision’ data is another item in crash reports that can be analyzed for correlations with
intersection crashes. For both injury and fatality crashes, the relative frequency of each manner of collision
was consistent from year-to-year. Figure 22 shows a sum of the frequency of each manner of collision.
Three types of collisions represent almost ¾ of both all fatalities and all injuries: ‘right angle’, ‘ran off road’,
and ‘rear-end’ crashes. These three types of collisions are very similar to the three most frequent primary
factors (‘ran off road right’, ‘unsafe speed’, and ‘failure to yield right-of-way’).
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Figure 22: Manner of Collision within 250 Feet of an Intersection

Manner of Collision, within 250' of an Intersection
Inner ring: Injuries; Outer ring: Fatalities
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Proven safety countermeasures to reduce crash rates at intersections include roundabouts, traffic signal
backplates with retroreflective borders, and improved yellow signal change intervals.
Weather, Road Conditions, and Lighting
Weather/ road conditions and lighting do not appear to have a significant impact on the overall number of
crashes in Tippecanoe County, but there may be certain locations where these factors do impact crashes.
70.13% of crashes occurred on dry roads, and 60.01% occurred in clear weather conditions. According to
the National Weather Service, Central Indiana has an average of 128.2 days of precipitation, or about 35%
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of the year. This means that 65% of the year has no precipitation, and because this is similar to the crash
rate of 70.13% of dry-road crashes, this indicates that weather is unlikely to have a significant impact on
crashes. 68.49% of crashes occurred during daylight hours. Based on county traffic counts, approximately
65% of traffic occurs between 7 am and 7 pm. This is similar to the daylight crash rate of 68.49%, which
indicates that lighting does not have a significant impact on crashes overall. Table 24 gives a breakdown of
this data.
Table 24: Precipitation and Crashes in Inclement Weather (Source: NOAA)
Weather, All Crashes
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Inches of Precipitation
44.75 36.59 47.51 31.99 37.00 38.54 45.16
Inclement Weather Crashes 2295 1962 2051 1780 1958 2386 2287
Inclement Road Crashes
1710 1456 1498 1181 1278 1964 1761
Weather Crashes/ Precip. In 51.28 53.62 43.17 55.64 52.92 61.91 50.64
Road Crashes/ Precip. In
38.21 39.79 31.53 36.92 34.54 50.96 38.99

2016
39.04
2029
1485
51.97
38.04

2017
50.83
2174
1570
42.77
30.89

2018
41.21
1963
1603
47.63
38.90

2019
39.10
1905
1518
48.72
38.82

The data indicates no correlation between the amount of precipitation and the total number of crashes in
that year. The data shows a negative correlation between precipitation and injury and fatality crashes. That
is, as there are more inclement weather events, injury and fatality crash rates decrease. For inclement
weather crashes, the correlation between injury crashes and precipitation was -0.30. For fatalities and
precipitation, the correlation was -0.80, which is a very high negative correlation (the maximum is -1.00).
Table 25 shows a breakdown of fatalities, injuries, and precipitation in Tippecanoe County.
Table 25: Precipitation and Fatality/Injury Crashes in Inclement Weather (Source: NOAA)
Weather Fatality Crashes
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Inches of Precipitation
44.75 36.59 47.51 31.99
37 38.54 45.16 39.04 50.83 41.21
39.1
All Fatality/ Precip. In
0.18
0.25
0.29
0.47
0.54
0.16
0.31
0.20
0.37
0.27
0.18
Inclement Weather/ Precip. In
0.07
0.05
0.13
0.13
0.14
0.08
0.11
0.08
0.04
0.10
0.08
Inclement Road/ Precip. In
0.04
0.08
0.04
0.00
0.08
0.08
0.04
0.03
0.00
0.10
0.08
Not Daylight/ Precip. In
0.09
0.14
0.17
0.19
0.16
0.05
0.13
0.13
0.22
0.17
0.05
Weather Injury Crashes
Inches of Precipitation
All Injury/ Precip. In
Inclement Weather/ Precip. In
Inclement Road/ Precip. In
Not Daylight/ Precip. In

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
44.75 36.59 47.51 31.99
37 38.54 45.16 39.04 50.83 41.21
39.1
18.30 26.65 20.00 30.54 27.24 25.22 21.37 27.43 19.52 22.25 23.35
7.87 10.14
8.48 10.07 11.03 10.35
7.91
9.07
7.71
8.42
8.54
5.61
7.46
5.98
5.88
6.59
7.65
5.76
6.30
5.57
6.62
6.27
5.54
7.95
6.31
8.28
8.19
7.86
6.31
7.68
5.35
6.60
6.73

In terms of lighting, 70.62% of injury crashes occurred during daylight, about the same rate as all crashes
(68.49%). However, fatality crashes do exhibit a significant difference: only 52.67% occurred during
daylight, indicating that nighttime and poorly-lit conditions may be a significant factor in fatalities.
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Pedestrians and Bicyclists

Pedestrians and bicyclists are among the most vulnerable road users – users in vehicles
have 3000 pounds of metal and plastic with safety features to absorb impacts, while
bicyclists and pedestrians do not have this same protection. Fatality rates for
pedestrians struck by vehicles vary greatly by speed, as indicated by the chart in the
sidebar. FHWA tracks crashes involving vulnerable users through their safety
performance measures. For more information about these performance measures, see
Section 4.

Risk of fatality in
vehicle pedestrian crash
Chance
MPH
5%
18
10%
22
50%
36
75%
42
90%
49

This higher risk of fatality or injury for pedestrians and cyclists is also apparent in
DOI:
Tippecanoe County data. Although pedestrian/ bicycle crashes accounted for only 1.49%
10.1016/j.aap.2019.05.033
of all crashes, they accounted for 6.78% of all injury crashes. Additionally, pedestrians
and bicyclists accounted for 10.69% of all fatality crashes. In Figure 23, the two darker
pairs of red and blue lines show how much higher the injury and fatality rate for bicycle and pedestrian
crashes is compared to the rates for all crashes. Every year, pedestrian and bicycle injury crashes greatly
exceeded the rate of all injury crashes. The fatality rate for pedestrian and bicycle crashes also exceeded
the fatality rate for all crashes in almost every year.
Figure 23: Pedestrian and Bicycle Fatal and Injury Crashes
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Reducing speeds should reduce the frequency and severity of pedestrian and bicycle crashes. This is
another area where spending money on safety projects may produce a positive impact. Proven safety
countermeasures for pedestrians and bicyclists include: medians and walkways, crosswalk visibility
68

2019

enhancements, protected/ bicycle lanes, and flashing beacons. Many of the traffic calming measures
mentioned previously in this section will also help improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Crash Hotspots

Along I-65, the most crashes occurred near mile marker (MM) 168 near the SR 38
interchange; MM 175 near the SR 25 interchange; MM 178 near the SR 43 interchange; MM
172 near the SR 26 E interchange; and MM 164 where I-65 has a 210° bend near Newcastle
Rd just past the S 800 E bridge. The MM 164 bend is one of just three noteworthy bends in I65; the others are the 220° and 230° bends just north and south of SR 43. These two bends
near SR 43 did not have a noticeably higher crash rate when compared to the straight
segments of I-65.

Crashes near
mile markers
MM Crashes
#168
158
#175
154
#178
152
#172
146
#164
127

Curves in the road can be potential hotspots for crashes. Almost all intersections are
rectilinear, so crashes at intersections do not factor into curve crash statistics. In Tippecanoe
County, 5,232 crashes (9.17% of all crashes) occurred on curved roads compared to 51,796
crashes on straight roads. 25.71% of all crashes occurred more than 150 feet from an intersection. This
indicates that curves are probably not the most common significant factor in crashes away from
intersections.

Most crashes happen on roads with higher traffic volumes. Table 26 shows the five road corridors with the
most crashes. The five intersections with the most crashes are also along these road corridors – Creasy Ln
and South St, I-65 and South St, Sagamore Pkwy and South St, and Sagamore Pkwy and Salisbury St.
Table 26: High Crash Roadway Corridors
Road
SAGAMORE PKWY
SOUTH ST/ SR 26 E
9TH ST
CREASY LN
TEAL RD

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

249
127
199
98
95

231
209
236
125
103

264
276
184
95
99

328
337
168
102
86

284
215
264
96
99

376
336
185
118
130

393
418
209
180
136

323
418
179
190
104

400
384
168
180
106

387
299
134
160
123

2019 Total
440
333
150
170
99

3675
3352
2076
1514
1180

Figure 24 shows the locations of fatal crashes in Tippecanoe County. Interstate 65 and the downtown area
are the locations with the highest concentrations of fatal crashes.
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% of all
crashes
6.44%
5.88%
3.64%
2.66%
2.07%

Figure 24: Fatal Crashes (2009-2019)
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There are many different types of projects that can improve safety. The Area Plan Commission will continue
to work with the local government engineers to evaluate and fund potential safety projects. More details
about potential future projects are in Section 7 and Appendix 7.
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Section 9: Sustainability and Resilience
Improving Infrastructure Resilience and Improving the Transportation Network to Promote Climate
Sustainability were identified as goals for this plan. Extreme weather events such as flooding, severe heat,
droughts and intense storms threaten the long-term investments that Tippecanoe County has made in
transportation infrastructure and has the potential to negatively impact our natural and human
environment. This plan includes objectives that will help us to become a more resilient and sustainable
county and if achieved, will help us to sustain or even improve our overall quality of life.

The Current Environment
Land use
There is a strong correlation between transportation and land use. Land use is regulated through
mechanisms such as comprehensive plans and zoning. According to the 2010 census, out of the 321,920
acres of area in Tippecanoe County; 319,878.4 acres are land and 2,201.6 acres are water. A map of current
land use is shown in Figure 25.
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Figure 25: Land Use Map for Tippecanoe County
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As Tippecanoe County grows, there will be an increase in the rate of development which could have serious
consequences for air and water quality, agricultural productivity, farm economy, wildlife habitat,
opportunities for recreation and healthy lifestyles, and the county’s overall character and quality of life.
The county should protect its green spaces in environmentally sensitive areas as well as preserve key
agricultural landscapes. The 2050 MTP recognizes the need to manage future urban growth and prevent
transportation related barriers which could negatively impact our green area corridors.
Green Areas
Open space, natural areas, forested areas, and recreational spaces can all be characterized as green areas.
They are indispensable to our region and its residents. Tippecanoe County currently has approximately
7,500 acres of green areas. The county-owned parks that contribute to green areas in Tippecanoe County
are listed in Table 27:
Table 27: County-Owned Parks

County Park Name

Total Acres

Davis Ferry Park
Davidson Fields
Fairfield Lakes
Fort Ouiatenon
Goose Island Wildlife Preserve
Granville Park
Mar Len Park
Ross Camp
Ross Hills Park
Tippecanoe Battlefield Park
Tippecanoe County Amphitheater
Wabash Heritage Trail
Wildcat Park
Total Acres of Parks in Tippecanoe County

13
23
99.4
89.83
7.6
14.61
29.36
219.58
169.21
104
166
211.7
53
2,200.29

This plan supports a system of landscape-scale green infrastructure that extends into the region’s urban
and suburban core. Bringing green corridors into urban landscapes and connecting those corridors to larger
natural areas makes denser communities more attractive and appealing places to live, work, and play. It
also boosts property values and encourages investment in our towns and cities.
Preserving green areas will require the use of growth management and open space preservation
techniques. Planting more trees and other non-invasive vegetation will improve drainage along streets and
improve the urban environment.
Agricultural Landscapes
Agricultural processing and manufacturing activities are the largest contributors to the state’s agricultural
GDP. Driven primarily by grain and soybean processing, Marion County had the state’s largest total
agricultural GDP in 2012 at $1.4 billion. In Tippecanoe County, the total agricultural GDP was approximately
$400 million. According to the most recent County Profile taken by the Census of Agriculture in 2017, there
are 693 farms amounting to 222,136 acres of agricultural area in Tippecanoe County. That is nearly 70% of
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the land in Tippecanoe County. Figure 25 shows the location of these areas. Table 28 provides more
detailed data about farms in Tippecanoe County.
Table 28: Total and Per Farm Overview (Source: USDA)
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Floodplain

Floodplains are areas that are prone to being inundated by floodwaters during times of heavy rain,
snowmelt, or high tides. Floodplains are designated by the rarity of the flood that is large enough to
inundate them. For example, a 100-year floodplain is likely to be inundated by a flood once every 100 years.
Flood frequencies, such as the "100-year flood," are determined by plotting a graph of the size of all known
floods for an area and determining how frequently each size of flood occurs. Most known floodplains in the
U.S. have been mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)’s Flood Insurance
Administration. More information about the definitions of floodplains can be found at
https://efotg.sc.egov.usda.gov/references/public/NM/FEMA_FLD_HAZ_guide.pdf. Most floodplains in
Tippecanoe County consist of low-lying lands along rivers and streams such as the Wabash River and
Wildcat Creek.
The 100-year and 500-year floodplain lines are updated regularly by the Indiana Department of Natural
Resources to account for the changing definitions of 100-year and 500-year rain events. These definitions
change as the severity of climate change increases, and more and more greenhouse gas emissions are
getting trapped in the atmosphere. Table 29 shows the acreage of different land use types located in the
100 and 500-year floodplain.
Table 29: Land Use and the Floodplain

Land Use Type

Acres in the Floodplain

Percent of Total Acres in the Floodplain

Agriculture
Developed
Forest and Vegetation
Wetland
Total Acres in the Floodplain

18,209
12,331
1,150
3,821
35,510

51%
35%
3%
11%
100%

Development in the floodplain in Tippecanoe County combined with potential changes in frequency and
severity of storms and floods requires new approaches for the planning, design, and operation of
transportation infrastructure. Figure 26 shows the locations of vulnerable bridges in the county that could
be at risk during flood events. This plan recommends installing green infrastructure to improve drainage
and reduce flooding impacts to roads and bridges.
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Figure 26: Vulnerable Bridges in Tippecanoe County
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Water Quality
Stormwater Management
In natural areas, such as forests, most rainfall soaks into the ground, where it is used by trees and other
vegetation or filtered through the soil to become groundwater. Only a small amount runs off land surfaces
into waterways. In urban and built-up suburban areas, rooftops, streets, sidewalks, parking lots, and even
compacted soils associated with lawns prevent rainwater from soaking into the ground. Water that drains
off these impervious surfaces flows into drains and is carried by pipes quickly to rivers and streams. In builtup areas this stormwater runoff leads to pollutants such as fertilizers and nutrients, insecticides, oils and
greases, salts, sediments, and heavy metals entering rivers and streams. Rapid stormwater runoff also
increases the volume and velocity of stormwater, thereby eroding and enlarging stream channels. This
results in impaired water quality and degraded stream health.
Runoff controls are essential to preventing pollutants from roads, highways, and bridges from reaching
surface waters. Runoff control measures can effectively limit the entry of pollutants into surface waters
and protect their quality, fish habitats, and public health. INDOT controls runoff by utilizing best
management practices in agency operations, and in road and facility construction and maintenance. These
efforts keep pollutants out of storm water runoff during both construction and everyday operations of
roadways, rest areas, and maintenance facilities.
In areas with impervious surfaces, engineered soil-vegetation systems such as rain gardens, green roofs,
tree trenches, stormwater planters, and vegetated bioswales can be used to soak stormwater directly into
the ground. This allows water to be stored and used by vegetation and trees, as opposed to running off
into rivers and streams. Collectively, these techniques are referred to as Green Stormwater Infrastructure
(GSI). In addition to absorbing stormwater, GSI performs other valuable functions like improving air quality,
greening the community, ameliorating the urban heat island effect, and fostering a sense of place. GSI can
also replace some types of gray infrastructure, such as underground stormwater pipes. Unlike gray
infrastructure, GSI beautifies a community, boosts property values, and promotes livability.
In Tippecanoe County, all residents rely on groundwater for potable water. This groundwater may or may
not receive treatment. In addition to public supply, Tippecanoe County’s surface water resources and
wetlands are crucial to wildlife, agriculture, businesses, and recreational users. The water quality of surface
and groundwater sources is monitored by the Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) and Indiana
Department of Environmental Management (IDEM). These state agencies are responsible for regulating,
monitoring, and enforcing the water quality and source protection laws. The Tippecanoe County Soil and
Water Conservation District (SWCD) is the local division of state government responsible for coordinating
the conservation of our soil, water, and related natural resources. The Wabash River Enhancement
Corporation is also active in monitoring and promoting local water quality. Ensuring that source water is
protected from contamination will reduce the potential costs of treatment and risks to public health. Many
of the larger highway projects in Tippecanoe County require National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) projects and a storm water permit from IDEM.
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Wetlands
Wetlands are areas of land within the community that are saturated or flooded for a portion of the year,
have soils that formed under wet conditions, and are home
to vegetation that can live in wet areas. These natural land
types perform many valuable functions crucial to the health
of society. Wetlands provide a habitat for wildlife, stabilize
Examples of Wetlands
shorelines, protect against flood events, recharge
• Bogs
groundwater, and assist in protecting water quality.
• Swale
According to the National Wetland Inventory there are about
20 square miles of wetlands in Tippecanoe County.
• Ponds
•

Meadows

•

Streams

•

Creeks

•

Marshes

•

Lakes

Wetlands are in danger of being lost due to a myriad of
stressors including human development and climate change.
Some of the changes to climate include increased drought
and flooding events, warmer temperatures and changes to
precipitation patterns. Each in turn has the potential to
greatly reduce or destroy the functionality of wetlands.

Warmer temperatures, drought and changing precipitation
patterns can increase evapotranspiration and lead to water losses. Drought can also increase events such
as wildfires, which can alter water quality and the structure and function of wetlands and watersheds.
Wetlands loss can also lead to reduced habitat for fish and wildlife and worsen existing shifts in species
ranges. Wetlands managers need to understand these impacts and how to manage for healthy wetlands
under these changing conditions.
Wetlands provide valuable flood storage, buffer storm surge, and assist in erosion control. Wetlands
function as natural sponges that trap and slowly release surface water, rain, snowmelt, groundwater, and
flood waters. Trees, root mats, and other wetland vegetation also slow the speed of flood waters and
distribute them more slowly over the floodplain. These effects combine to lower flood heights and reduce
erosion.
Wetlands within or downstream of urban areas are particularly valuable, they counteract the greatly
increased rate and volume of surface-water runoff from pavement and buildings. The holding capacity of
wetlands helps control floods and prevents water logging of crops. Combining the preservation and
restoration of wetlands together with other water retention techniques can often provide the same level
of flood control as expensive dredge operations and levees. This plan recommends the following actions to
protect wetlands within Tippecanoe County:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Adopt an environmental protection overlay that includes wetlands and seasonal ponds.
Create a regional sediment management (RSM) plan.
Develop adaptive stormwater management practices such as promoting natural buffers and adequate
culvert sizing.
Ensure that the proper zoning is in place to protect wetlands and seasonal ponds.
Establish rolling easements that ensure wetlands can expand as buildings, roads, and other structures are
removed.
Incorporate wetland protection into infrastructure planning (e.g., transportation planning, sewer utilities)
policies.
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•
•

Install new wetlands and restore wetlands that were drained for agriculture or development.
Require that the elimination of a wetland prompts the construction or reconstruction of another wetland
within the same watershed.

Air Quality
There are many aspects of air quality that are important to the environment, health and quality of life.
Clean air is vital to the productivity of people, land and businesses in Tippecanoe County. Poor air quality
can cause a wide variety of health problems, contributing to premature death from cardiovascular and
respiratory diseases such as asthma. High levels of pollution can also cause negative impacts on natural
areas, forests and farms. These problems are often worse in poor urban communities, but they can also be
an issue to rural communities as well. Air pollution comes from many different sources. The majority comes
from factories, power plants, dry cleaners, cars, buses, trucks, windblown dust, and even fires.

Ozone and Fine Particular Matter
Ozone (O3) is an odorless, colorless, highly reactive gas. Ground level ozone forms when its precursors
(i.e., nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds) mix with high temperatures, bright sunlight and
calm winds. This reaction forms smog and can lead to ozone action days, a period when certain
pollutant-generating activities should be minimized. Cars, power plants, refineries, chemical plants,
gasoline storage, and household paints and solvents emit nitrogen oxides and volatile organic
compounds as a byproduct of their use. O3 can irritate the eyes, nose, throat and respiratory system. It
can be especially harmful to individuals with chronic heart or lung disease, as well as the very young and
very old. Children can be at risk during the summer months due to increased outdoor activity. In addition
to public health risks from O3, long-term exposure during the growing season also damages sensitive
vegetation. Cumulative O3 exposure can lead to reduced tree growth; visibly injured leaves; and
increased susceptibility to disease, damage from insects, and harsh weather.
As of October 2015, an area does not meet the 8-hour O3 NAAQS if the 3-year average of each year’s
fourth highest 8-hour average O3 concentration is greater than 0.070 ppm. The design values for
Tippecanoe County air emissions indicate that it is in attainment of the 2015 Ozone NAAQS.
Fine particulate matter (PM2.5) is produced by all forms of combustion from engines, wood-burning,
open-burning and industrial processes. The annual PM2.5 NAAQS is met when the annual arithmetic
mean concentration is less than or equal to 15.0 µg/m3 (parts per billion). The 24-hour PM2.5 NAAQS is
met when the three-year average of the 98th percentile of 24-hour concentration is less than 35 µg/m3.
The trend of compliance with the annual PM2.5 is a greater indicator of the impact of fine particulate
matter on human health.
In January 2013, the EPA set the Annual PM2.5 standard to 12 µg/m3 (parts per billion). The design values
for Tippecanoe County’s air emissions indicate the county continues to remain in attainment with the
revised health standards.
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National Ambient Air Quality Standards
The federal government established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six criteria air
pollutants, all of which, in concentrations above certain levels, have adverse effects on human health. These
criteria pollutants include carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), lead (Pb),
ozone (O3), particulate matter (PM10), and fine particulate matter (PM2.5).
NAAQS attainment status achievements are one of the strongest demonstrations of air quality
improvement over time. Based on air quality monitoring data collected by the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM), Tippecanoe County is currently in attainment of the existing NAAQS
for Ozone and Fine Particulate Matter. The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is
mandated to periodically review and update the NAAQS as scientific evidence warrants. As new data and
studies reveal new information about health risks from these pollutants, the standards are reviewed, and
if necessary, modified to be more protective of public health. EPA currently has several air quality standards
and monitoring requirements in various states of study, proposal, and promulgation. This 2050 MTP
recognizes that some of these changes could result in the region falling into nonattainment, based on new
data or changing standards.
Green House Gas Emissions
The largest source of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from human activities in the United States is from
burning fossil fuels for electricity, heat, and transportation. A Greenhouse Gas (GHG) inventory is a
fundamental first step for cities, towns and counties committed to combating the climate changes
communities in Indiana are already experiencing.
Tippecanoe County’s Community-Scale Greenhouse Gas Inventory estimated that, based on 2017 data, the
region produced GHGs equivalent to 4.5 million metric tons of CO2 (Figure 27). The Transportation Sector
is a large contributor to the county’s emissions, totaling close to 1.25 million metric tons of CO2. That is
about 28% of the county’s total GHG emissions. The inventory revealed the largest contributor to
transportation emissions were gas and diesel on-road passenger vehicles (997 thousand metric tons of
CO2). The second largest contributor was off-road diesel vehicles (such as construction, agricultural, or
recreational type vehicles), which produced about 135 thousand metric tons of CO2.
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Figure 27: Results of Tippecanoe County’s GHG Inventory by Sector
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What are Heat Islands?

Structures such as buildings, roads, and other infrastructure absorb and re-emit the sun’s heat more
than natural landscapes such as forests and water bodies. Urban areas, where these structures are
highly concentrated and greenery is limited, become “islands” of higher temperatures relative to
outlying areas. These pockets of heat are referred to as “heat islands”. Heat Islands form as a result
of:
o Reduced natural landscapes in urban areas
o

Human-made materials used in urban environments; paved surfaces for example

o

Urban geometry that has narrow streets and tall buildings

o

Heat generated from human activities such as vehicles, ac units, buildings, etc.

o

Weather and geography

In general, temperatures are different at the surface of the earth and in the atmosphere, higher
above the city or town. For this reason, there are two types of heat islands:
o Surface heat islands: these heat islands form because urban surfaces such as roadways and
rooftops absorb and emit heat to a greater extent than most natural surfaces.
o

Atmospheric heat islands: result of warmer air in urban areas compared to cooler air in
outlying areas.

Heat Islands increase both overall energy demand, as well as peak energy demand. Companies that
supply electricity typically rely on fossil fuel power plants to meet much of this demand, which in turn
leads to an increase in air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions. Heat islands can also exacerbate
the impact of naturally occurring heat waves, which put sensitive populations at risk. From 20042018, the Centers of Disease Control and Prevention recorded 10,527 heat-related deaths in the US,
averaging 702 per year.

Street Trees
Street trees are one of the oldest and most effective forms of stormwater management and “greening” of
the urban environment. In addition to that, street trees help improve air quality and improve the negative
effects of the heat island effect. Studies from the University of Pennsylvania show that each year, a single
large shade tree can absorb 90 pounds of carbon dioxide (CO2) and 10 pounds of air pollution, including
four pounds of ozone and three pounds of particulate matter. One hundred mature tree crowns intercept
approximately 100,000 gallons of rainfall per year. Translated into dollars, a single street tree produces an
estimated $90,000 of direct benefits, such as stormwater retention and air quality improvements, over its
lifetime. American Forests recommends the following generalized tree canopy targets for built-up areas:
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•
•
•

50 percent tree canopy in suburban residential;
25 percent tree canopy in urban residential &;
15 percent tree canopy in central business districts.

Both Lafayette and West Lafayette have organizations dedicated to planting and maintaining trees
primarily on public property and rights-of-way. For instance, Tree Lafayette has planted more than 3,700
trees since 1993. Figure 28 shows the current density of trees within the Lafayette and West Lafayette
city limits. Tippecanoe County is working on increasing tree canopy. This plan recommends planting more
trees and other non-invasive vegetation to improve the urban environment.
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Figure 28: Density of Street Trees
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Electric Vehicles
Electric vehicles (EVs) support the transition of Tippecanoe County to using more renewable energy. Even
when charged with electricity from the grid, electric vehicles produce only a third of the greenhouse gas
emissions that a gas-powered vehicle would, due in large part to their high energy-efficiency.
Manufacturing of EVs creates more emissions than production of combustion-engine vehicles, due to the
battery-making process, but this is offset by lower emissions over the life of EVs. Therefore, over the life of
an EV, it pollutes much less than a combustion engine overall (Figure 29).
Figure 29: Annual Well to Wheel Car Emissions by Fuel Type

Replacing a gas or diesel car with an electric car helps improve local air quality, especially in neighborhoods
near busy roadways. Much like greenhouse gases, even when charged on the grid, EVs emit fewer
pollutants than gas-powered vehicles. When an EV is charged with electricity from renewable wind or solar
sources, there are zero emissions both when the car is operating and during power generation.
This MTP recommends increasing the amount of all categories of EV charging stations in the county. The
three categories of electric vehicle (EV) charging are: Level 1, Level 2 and DC fast charging. Level 1 and 2
charging use a universal connector that can be plugged into any EV. DC fast charging uses three different
connector systems called CHAdeMO, CCS Combo, and Tesla Supercharger. There are currently 43 charging
stations at 19 electric refuel station locations in Tippecanoe County (Figure 30), 13 of which are free. There
are 12 DC fast chargers including 8 Tesla superchargers optimal for commuters travelling long distances
and passing through the county.
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Figure 30: Electric Refuel Station Locations
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Biodiversity
Protection of Native Plant and Animal Species
Every community is home to a closely
interconnected web of populations of
living organisms within their environment.
This is known as an ecological system (or
ecosystem).
All ecosystems are unique due to the
presence of contained living organisms
and the niche role each fulfills. For this
reason, the impact of any given plant,
animal, or human population cannot be
understated. The complexity of this web is
known as biodiversity and remains key to
the health and success of a community.
The threats to biodiversity can be
organized into major categories such as
climate change, habitat loss and
degradation, pollution, invasive species,
and other threats. Each is discussed below.
Climate Change
Scientists have identified changes in
weather patterns, seasons, sea levels and
more attributed to human actions.
For example, as climate change increases,
temperature and precipitation extremes,
drought events, early snow melt and late
frost events may harm bumble bee
populations. These changes may lead to
more susceptibility to disease, fewer
flowering plants, fewer places for queens
to hibernate and nest, less time for
foraging due to high temperatures, and
asynchronous flowering plant and bumble
bee spring emergence.

Threatened, Endangered,
Proposed, and Candidate
Species in Tippecanoe County

o

Indiana Bat (Myotis sodalist)

o

Northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septenttrionalis)

o

Fanshell pearly mussel (Cyprogenia stegaria)

o

Clubshell (Pleurobema clava)

o

Rabbitsfoot (Quadrula cylindrica cylindrica)

o

Rayed Bean Mussel (Villosa fabalis)

o

Sheepnose (Plethobasus cyphyus)

o

Snuffbox (Epioblasma triquetra)

o

Rusty Patched Bumble Bee (Bombus Affinis)

Habitat Loss & Degradation
Habitat degradation directly influences the
displacement of species, pushing them into new environments which may not be accommodating to their
needs. As species move to new ecosystems, their populations are drastically reduced. When areas are
deforested for roadway projects, it can impact the habitat of different species. Other practices that reduce
or destroy ecosystems are logging, mining, urban development, and urban sprawl.
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In addition to these practices, there are also natural forces that contribute to habitat loss and degradation.
For example, natural disasters also contribute to the alteration or destruction of habitats. Community
partners have identified the need to protect existing habitats. Identification of the county’s urbanized area,
analysis of tree canopy coverage, and forested environment studies all contribute to efficient management
of local habitats.
Pollution
Both the initiation of transportation projects and their continued use contribute to pollution in the
community. As vehicles travel roadways, rubber from tires is left on roadways (from regular use, accidents,
blown tires). Another source of pollution is from winter road maintenance. Each winter, municipalities
spread salt and sand on roads for safer travel. These materials enter waterways through roadway runoff.
Runoff creates algae blooms and dead zones within water sheds that are fatal to living organisms. Harmful
algae blooms (HAB) can be harmful in many ways. Their toxins threaten the lives of humans, pets, and fish.
As these blooms thicken and cover more area, their impact becomes more detrimental to the natural
environment. The oxygen within water is used up and unavailable to the animals that depend upon it. Air
quality can become reduced when these blooms produce and release gases.

Invasive Species
What are invasive species?
Invasive species are those that are not naturally produced within an area or region. Their home can be found
within various ecosystems that require differencing ecological processes and provide benefits specific to that
location. These species have been transplanted to a new area in which they are invasive and become
detrimental to other species as they now compete for resources.
Which species are harmful?
o Autumn Olive
o Bush Honeysuckle

Invasive Spotlight: Callery Pear

This tree may be familiar to some as it is popular
within many landscape projects. Despite its wide use,
this species is not native to Indiana. Seeds from Callery
Pear also spread throughout the county by animals
who distribute seeds.
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o Burning Bush
o Garlic Mustard
o Glossy Buckthorn
o Japanese Honeysuckle
o Purple Loosestrife

Dangers of invasive species
Invasive Species are known to disturb ecological process,
outcompete native species, and alter the sustainability and
resilience of Tippecanoe County. Through increased
competition native species are robbed of the resources to
survive and thrive. Through disturbance of ecological
processes environments begin to degrade and suffer potential
irreparable harm. Wildlife may exhibit new patterns of feeding,
mating and interacting. Through enhanced resident education
the presence of these threats can be removed. By arming the
community with skills for identification, treatment, removal of
invasive species and increased resources for native species
Tippecanoe County can protect its rich natural environment.

Invasive Spotlight: Japanese
Stiltgrass

Japanese Stiltgrass has been able to adapt
to a number of environments. These
include fields, trails, waterways and
forested areas. It is also able to thrive in
more urban areas. This species is known to
outcompete within residential and
landscape environments. It is known as a
major disruptor of ecosystem processes.

Other Threats
Pests and disease are two additional factors that complicate
environmental issues related to climate change and habitat
disturbances caused by transportation. As noted above, algae blooms are harmful to the environment and
organisms living within it. Skin and eye irritation, respiratory illness, and damage to organs all result from
this condition.
Habitat disturbances coupled with the impacts of climate change make the region susceptible to an influx
of pests. Once inhospitable to other organisms, the state and county become prime areas of residence for
pests.

Equity, Culture and History
Environmental Justice Concerns
While climate-related transportation disruptions and infrastructure damage impacts all communities,
Environmental Justice (EJ) efforts work to strengthen protections for the most vulnerable populations.
These populations include elderly persons, individuals with disabilities, groups experiencing low income,
racial and ethnic minority populations, and other underserved groups.
EJ efforts incorporate strategies encouraged by the U.S. DOT. These include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Improve infrastructure for non-motorized travel, public transportation access, and increased
public transportation service in underserved communities;
Plan for the safety of all road users, particularly those on arterials, through infrastructure
improvements and advanced speed management;
Reduce single-occupancy vehicle travel and associated air pollution in communities near highvolume corridors;
Offer reduced public transportation fares as appropriate;
Target demand-response service towards communities with higher concentrations of older adults
and those with poor access to essential services; and
Consider equitable and sustainable practices while developing transit-oriented development
including affordable housing strategies and consideration of environmental justice populations.
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As a community, Tippecanoe County has witnessed a significant interest in non- motorized vehicle
transportation. An increasingly interconnected network exists for residents and visitors to utilize options of
multimodality.
Transportation projects continue to promote a philosophy advocating an increasing number of essential
destinations accessible by trail, bicycling and public transit. Each project should provide equitable access
for low-income, minority, senior, and disabled populations.

Climate Change and its Effects
According to the Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks, the transportation sector
accounted for the largest portion (28%) of total U.S. GHG emissions in 2018. Between 1990 and 2018, GHG
emissions in the transportation sector increased more in absolute terms than any other sector (i.e.
electricity generation, industry, agriculture, residential, commercial), due in large part to increased demand
for travel.
The Indiana Climate Change Impacts Assessment identifies rising annual temperatures and rising average
annual precipitation for more than a century as the most significant climate change threats to the State of
Indiana’s residents, Indiana’s food system, and the state’s economic viability.
Temperature
Temperature is projected to increase in almost every part of the country in the coming decades. For the
transportation sector, some stressors include increases in the number of very hot days and heat waves and
changes to freeze-thaw cycles. These impacts may result in changes to the length of the construction
season and higher rates of evaporation and drier soil, affecting rates of erosion and pavement degradation.
Extreme heat also raises the likelihood of heat-related illnesses, such as heat exhaustion and heat stroke,
which can lead to increased hospitalizations and medical costs. Children and the elderly are especially
vulnerable to heat-related illnesses.
Table 30 shows the average number of extreme heat events per year, according to Indiana University’s
Environmental Resilience Institute.
Table 30: Extreme Heat Event Scenarios in Tippecanoe County
Timeframe
High
Heat High Heat Nights High
Days
Days
Nights
Current
9
10
11
2050s – Medium 23
Emissions Scenario
2050s
–
High 25
Emissions Scenario

Heat Total
Days
with
and Extreme Heat Events
30

12

35

70

12

45
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High heat days are days that the daily high temperature is 90°F or greater and the daily low temperature is
less than 68°F. High Heat Nights are nights that daily high temperature is 90°F or greater and daily low
temperature is less than 68°F. Total extreme heat events indicate the average number of days per year
with highs 90°F or greater and nights with lows of 68°F or greater. The two projection scenarios in the table
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(medium emissions scenario and high emissions scenario) use projected averages between 2041 and 2070.
The medium emissions scenario assumes countries around the globe will simultaneously and effectively
reduce greenhouse gas emissions while the high emissions scenario assumes countries around the globe
do not try to achieve greenhouse gas reductions.
These projections for Tippecanoe County show a clear expected increase from current conditions. Total
days with extreme heat events are expected to at least double, and worst case, perhaps triple by 2050.

Precipitation

Precipitation can have wide-ranging effects on human well-being and ecosystems. Rainfall, snowfall, and
the timing of snowmelt can all affect the amount of surface water and groundwater available for drinking,
irrigation, and industry. Precipitation can also influence river flooding and can determine what types of
animals and plants (including crops) can survive in a given climate. Changes in precipitation can disrupt a
wide range of natural processes, particularly if these changes occur more quickly than plant and animal
species can adapt.
Table 31 shows the amount of extreme precipitation events for different timeframe scenarios. The two
projection scenarios use projected averages between 2041 and 2070. The medium emissions scenario
assumes countries around the globe will simultaneously and effectively reduce greenhouse gas emissions
while the high emissions scenario assumes countries around the globe do not try to achieve greenhouse
gas reductions.
Table 31: Extreme Precipitation Event Scenarios in Tippecanoe County
Timeframe

Extreme Precipitation Events

2010 – Current

12
13
14

2050s – Medium Emissions Scenario
2050s – Hig h Emissions Scenario

92

Figure 31 contains some statistics about flood events that have occurred in Tippecanoe County since 2010.
Figure 31: Flood Events in Tippecanoe County (Since 2010)

Flood Events in Tippecanoe County since 2010

11

Major Flood Events

06/05/19
Last flood event
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$581.25 K

Total property damages

$7.5 K

Total Crop damages

Taking Action: Improving our Community’s Sustainability and Resiliency
In order to make Tippecanoe County more resilient, it is important to use performance-based planning to
identify any issues. This will require a significant data collection effort. Once data is collected, the issues
that the county is facing can be quantified. After the issues are quantified, countermeasures can be
identified and implemented.

Indiana University’s ERI Resilience Cohort

In 2021, Tippecanoe County began participating in the Indiana
University Environmental Resilience Institute (ERI)’s Resilience
Cohort program. The Resilience Cohort program was established
in 2019 by IU’s ERI to match Indiana local governments with the
tools, training, and expertise needed to measure and reduce local
greenhouse gas emissions. One important part is the completion
of a greenhouse gas (GHG) inventory.
As part of the cohort, Tippecanoe County has access to technical
resources, a peer network, and training through ICLEI-Local
Governments for Sustainability, a nonprofit organization that
specializes in helping local governments with emissions
inventories. The inventory process will include data collection from
2017 about the amount of energy consumed, the diversity of
energy supplied to the grid, vehicle fuel use within the Tippecanoe
County boundary, the amount of waste generated within
Tippecanoe County and more.
Findings from the community-wide greenhouse gas inventory will
be used to help residents and local officials understand Tippecanoe
County’s current emissions profile and to help Tippecanoe County
employees create an action plan to reduce emissions, increase
energy efficiency, and improve air quality. This action plan will be
incorporated into the development of the Greater Lafayette
Climate Action Plan.
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What is a Green House Gas
Inventory?

Greenhouse gas (GHG) inventories
identify the major sources of greenhouse
gases and the associated emissions.
Major sources include energy used by
homes and buildings, transportation, and
solid waste. GHG inventories are
developed for a variety of reasons:
o Managing GHG risks and
identifying reduction
oppurtunities
o

Participating in voluntary or
madatory GHG programs

o

Participating in GHG markets

o

Achieving recognition for early
voluntary action

Hoosier Resilience Index Readiness Assessment
The first step in the GHG inventory process was completing the Hoosier Resilience Index Readiness
Assessment. The assessment was a detailed questionnaire tailored to Tippecanoe County that would
ultimately evaluate the county’s preparedness to climate risks, and to identify and prioritize future actions
to increase readiness.
A team of local government employees representing different areas (public works, planning, public health,
etc.) worked together to complete each question within their area of expertise. The results were calculated
to show a general overview of Tippecanoe County’s preparedness for extreme heat, extreme precipitation,
and flood management. The results are shown in Figure 32.
Figure 32: Hoosier Resilience Index Readiness Assessment Results for Tippecanoe County

Tippecanoe County falls in the middle for every category, with the lowest score being preparedness for
extreme heat. This further indicates the importance of the completion of the GHG Inventory and further
improving the county’s preparedness. The assessment itself can be used to identify ways to improve the
county’s preparedness and will be used in the writing of the Greater Lafayette Climate Action Plan.

Green House Gas Inventory

The City of Lafayette and Tippecanoe County spent the summer of 2021 collecting data for both a
community-wide and a local government operations inventory of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as part
of Indiana University’s Resilience Cohort. (The City of West Lafayette completed their community-wide
greenhouse gas emissions inventory in 2019.) Findings from the community-wide greenhouse gas inventory
will be used to help residents and local officials understand Greater Lafayette’s current emissions profile
and to help employees from both Cities and the County create their joint climate action plan to reduce
emissions, increase energy efficiency, and improve air quality.
The inventory process used data from 2017 such as the amount of electricity and natural gas consumed,
vehicle fuel use, the amount of trashing and recycling generated, water and wastewater treatment and
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more. Collected data was then analyzed using an emissions calculator tool provided by an international
non-profit, ICLEI Local Governments for Sustainability. Altogether, energy usage emissions for all three
communities total above 80-85% of the emissions profile, followed by transportation emissions, and a
notably smaller share coming from solid waste and water and wastewater. Figure 33 gives a more detailed
breakdown of this data.
Figure 33: Emissions Profile for Tippecanoe County

The Greater Lafayette Climate Action Plan
In the Fall of 2020, the Cities of Lafayette, West Lafayette, and Tippecanoe County joined forces in a historic,
cooperative Greater Lafayette Climate Action Plan (GLCAP) initiative. Under the direction of Greeley and
Hansen, a five-phase approach from program initiation to program implementation was developed (Figure
34).
In phase 1, A Joint Leadership Committee (JLC) was formed to research and help write the climate action
plan. In the fall of 2021 and spring of 2022, phase 2 began as the JLC hosted focus group discussions with
local industry and government leaders. Areas of focus included built environment, energy, manufacturing,
recycling and transportation. Through networking opportunities fostered within these environments, the
JLC joined the newly established Industrial Roundtable. It is an early effort to coordinate sustainability and
resiliency goals across Tippecanoe County. These coordination efforts promote open discussion to solve
the pressing issues and emerging opportunities of the community.
In the spring of 2022, phase 3 and 4 are ongoing and the JLC continues to meet and support the
development of the plan. The primary focus will be to conduct a serious of public forums in the
spring/summer of 2022 and build community-wide relationships that will be essential to the success of
phase 5, program implementation.
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Figure 34: Greater Lafayette Climate Action Plan Process

VISION STATEMENT

Vision: A climate-resilient community, a reduced
carbon footprint, and an equitable quality of life for
all within Greater Lafayette.

MISSION STATEMENT

Mission: To build a resilient Greater Lafayette by
designing policies and implementing initiatives to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and protect
equitable quality of life for current and future
generations.

PHASE 1
PROGRAM INITIATION
• Conduct Chartering Session
• Establish Leadership Framework
• Develop Interagency Agreement
• Draft Vision and Mission Statements

PHASE 2
PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
• Develop Communication Plan
• Identify Key Stakeholders
• Facilitate Action Plan Review Workshops
• Develop Resource Catalogue
• Prepare Schedule

PHASE 3
PROGRAM EXECUTION
• Perform Baseline Assessment
• Identify Key Performance Indicators
(KPIs)
• Integrate Approach with Existing Plans
• Identify and Prioritize Potential Program
Initiatives

PHASE 4
REPORT DEVELOPMENT
• Synthesize Data and Organize Initiatives
• Focus on Sustainability and Resilience
• Clean and Renewable Energy Alternatives
• Improved Transportation Options
• Reduced Waste Strategies

PHASE 5
PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION
• Measurement and Verification of Metrics
• Development of New Policies
• Engaging with Local Businesses and
Industries
• Public Outreach
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Tree Canopy Study

Trees make a significant
impact on the reduction of
greenhouse
gases
by
removing carbon dioxide
from the atmosphere and are
a key factor in climate
resilience
by
reducing
stormwater runoff and urban
heat. These benefits prove
that trees are an important
factor in climate action
planning. The cities of
Lafayette, West Lafayette and
Tippecanoe County have
taken the first step towards
understanding how local
changes in land use and tree
canopy have contributed to
the region’s net GHG profile.

Source: Indiana Department of Natural Resources
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A tree canopy study identifies
the locations of trees in
urbanized areas and helps to
prioritize areas for tree
planting plans in the
future. Lafayette and West
Lafayette urban foresters will
be
working
with
the
Environmental
Resilience
Institute to complete a tree
canopy study.

A Vision of Resiliency – Looking Ahead to the Future

Tippecanoe County has already begun building its resiliency as demonstrated in the sections above,
however, there is always opportunity for improvement. We need to better minimize the transportation
sector’s overall effect on the environment, strengthen transportation infrastructure, and increase
education efforts. The following lists provide strategies to preserve land and resources, improve water
quality, reduce GHG emissions, improve air quality, and prepare for the impacts of climate change.

Strategies to preserve land and resources
•
•

•
•
•

Promote infill and redevelopment in city centers and existing developed areas
Remove or redesign transportation-related barriers to wildlife crossings and reconnect key habitat
corridors
Invest in and acquire greenspace networks that connect to form larger green corridors
Protect prime farmland through supportive land use ordinance
Increase local food production and promote local farm to table ideologies

Strategies to improve water quality
•
•

•
•
•

Protect and restore naturally functioning floodplains
Enact and enforce local ordinances to protect water quality, control stormwater, and limit
development in floodplains
Promote green infrastructure in the development and redevelopment of streets so landscapes can
infiltrate stormwater, reduce flows and improve water quality
Reduce impervious coverage by tightening impervious coverage zoning standards
Promote the planting of street trees in both urban and rural areas.

Strategies to reduce GHG emissions and improve air quality
•
•

•
•

Invest in more refueling stations for electric or other hybrid vehicles
Improve tree inventories county wide and invest in street tree planting initiatives in both new
development and redevelopment projects
Support low- energy transportation: walking, cycling, and transit
Implement local carbon pricing policies that shift the burden of impacts from GHG emissions to
their emitters, and provide them with a financial incentive to reduce GHG emissions

Strategies to prepare for the impacts of climate change
•
•
•

Continue to perform Greenhouse Gas Inventories
Evaluate the critical transportation and community assets that are vulnerable to climate change
and take steps to minimize risks
Establish cooling centers for extreme heat days and shelters for people displaced in future flood
events.
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Section 10: Bicycle/Pedestrian Travel
One of the goals of this plan is to Improve, Expand, and Connect Sidewalks, Trails and Bike Lanes. To
accomplish this goal, projects should focus on accessing key destinations and connecting gaps between
existing facilities. The recommendations in this plan are not the only facilities that will be constructed. The
MPO’s Complete Streets Policy that was adopted as part of the 2040MTP requires all federally funded road
improvements to accommodate all modes of travel. Additionally, this plan recommends continuing to
reserve at least 10% of this community’s Federal Surface Transportation Program funds for independent
non-motorized projects that are not a part of a larger highway project.
Another way to improve the network of non-motorized facilities is through the Thoroughfare Plan. (See
Section 3 for more information about The Thoroughfare Plan). The Thoroughfare Plan is part of the
Comprehensive Plan, and the design standards in the Thoroughfare Plan are part of the Unified Subdivision
Ordinance. When new development or a redevelopment project is built in our community, it is subject to
the design standards in the Thoroughfare Plan. Those standards include requirements for building nonmotorized facilities.
All of this community’s local jurisdictions have been active in building pedestrian and bicycle facilities for
several years. West Lafayette has well-developed trail and bicycle lane systems with an emphasis on
commuting to Purdue University. Lafayette has recently built several trails and completed both a Trail and
Greenway Plan and a Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. Tippecanoe County has incorporated sidewalks and trails
in its road construction projects in the urban area. Additionally, Tippecanoe County has been gradually
extending the Wabash Heritage Trail for over 40 years. Many of the facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians
have been built as part of road improvements, others have been standalone projects, and still others have
been built in conjunction with private developments. Both cities have active sidewalk replacement
programs. It should be noted that INDOT has also been including bicycle and pedestrian facilities in many
of their projects.

West Lafayette

The City of West Lafayette has been developing trails since the early 1990’s (Table 32). It continues to be
very active in constructing trails, bike lanes, and sidewalks and now has 27 miles of paved trails, more than
10 miles of marked bike lanes, and 168 miles of sidewalks.
Table 32: Major Trails in West Lafayette
Paved Trails Name
Length (mi.)
Footpaths Name
Cattail Trail*
6.80
Celery Bog
Northwest Greenway*
8.43
Michaud-Sinninger Woods
Wabash Heritage Trail*
4.28
Northwest Greenway
Nighthawk Trail
0.50
Hollowood Footpath
Village Fitness Trail
1.86
Ravine Footpath
Westway Trail (US 231)
6.90
* Designated as a National Recreation Trail

Length (mi.)
1.88
0.43
0.87
0.08
0.27

The Village Fitness Trail was opened in 2010 as an urban trail intended primarily for walking.
The Salisbury Street bicycle lanes, from Kalberer Road to Stadium Avenue, allow bicyclists to travel almost
the entire length of West Lafayette. Feeder routes connect from Grant Street, Lindberg Road, and Kalberer
Road. There are also bike lanes along a portion of Soldier Home Road.
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Sidewalks are primarily located in either the oldest or the more recently constructed parts of town (south
of Leslie Avenue and north of Sagamore Parkway). The areas in-between are residential subdivisions build
in the 1950s and 1960s, and only have sidewalks along the major roads.
More information about the West Lafayette Trail System is available
https://www.westlafayette.in.gov/topic/index.php?topicid=78&structureid=131 .

online

at

In 2019, West Lafayette was designated as a Bicycle Friendly Community by the League of American
Bicyclists.

Lafayette

The City of Lafayette continues to expand its system of trails and bicycle facilities. Most of the trails have
been constructed in parks or in conjunction with road improvements. Connecting trails are also being
constructed linking adjacent neighborhoods to nearby commercial areas. There are many trails located on
separate rights-of-way as well as within the road right-of-way. There are 20 total miles of trails.
Additionally, the mileage of on-road bicycle facilities (bike lanes and sharrows) in the City continues to
increase.
There is an extensive system of sidewalks throughout the city (350 miles) with most neighborhoods and
roads classified as arterials having sidewalks. The City has a long-standing sidewalk replacement program
to update existing facilities and all new road construction includes sidewalks. While the sidewalk network
is extensive, there are some locations, mostly outside the older urban core, without sidewalks. The
following areas lack sidewalks: South Street east of Sagamore Parkway, SR 38, around the Tippecanoe Mall
area, and a few areas in residential neighborhoods. The city maintains a map of sidewalks, ramps, and trails
on their website (https://www.lafayette.in.gov/2058/Sidewalk-Inventory).
The City of Lafayette has created two plans that help to guide future development of bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure. The first plan is the Lafayette Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan
(http://www.lafayettebikeandped.com/?page_id=8), and the second plan is the Lafayette Trails and
Greenways Master Plan (http://in-lafayette.civicplus.com/DocumentCenter/View/381/Master-Trails-PlanPDF?bidId=). Figure 35 shows a map of planned trails in the Lafayette Trails and Greenways Master Plan.
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Figure 35: Lafayette Trails and Greenways Master Plan Map

Tippecanoe County

Most trails in the County were constructed by the County Highway Department and the Parks Departments,
with some constructed by non-governmental organizations. There are almost 30 miles of trails, with the
most notable being the Wabash Heritage Trail that goes from the Tippecanoe Battlefield Park to Fort
Ouiatenon. The urban portion of the trail is paved and allows all non-motorized modes, but the rural
sections are just a footpath and only walkers are permitted. There are several other trails throughout the
county, mostly in parks. The Hoosier Mountain Bike Association has developed trails at the Tippecanoe
County Amphitheater as well as McCormick Woods. Another trail in the county connects to the West
Lafayette trail system and approaches Hadley Lake. All recent highway projects in the rural areas include
wider shoulders to accommodate cyclists as well as provide greater safety for all road users.
Not surprisingly, sidewalks in the county are not as prevalent as in the cities. The local development codes
require sidewalks be installed only in Major Subdivisions in the “urban area,” thus sidewalks are primarily
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found in larger subdivisions on the suburban fringe. There are over 116 miles of sidewalk in the
unincorporated portions of Tippecanoe County, excluding the unincorporated and incorporated towns. All
recent roads projects have included sidewalks, some even extending out beyond the urban area and some
including trails.

The State of Indiana

The Indiana Department of Transportation has moved toward including walking and bicycling facilities in
their road construction projects over the last ten years. In 2014, INDOT adopted a Complete Street Policy.
In 2014, INDOT also published a bicycle suitability map for state roads. This map rates how well a state can
accommodate cyclists of different skill levels. Cyclists were classified into two groups: Advanced Adult
Bicyclists and Basic Adult Riders. Advanced Adult Bicyclists are more willing to ride on roads with no bicycle
accommodations, while Basic Adult Riders prefer roads with bicycle accommodations. State roads were
divided into three categories: Suitable, Moderately Suitable, and Non Suitable (Figure 36) based on 12
factors.
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Figure 36: Indiana Bicycle Suitability Map
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In 2006, Indiana adopted it first trails, greenways and bikeways plan through a partnership between INDOT
and the Indiana Department of Natural Resources. The report was recently updated (2019) and became
the 2021-2025 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan. One of the plan’s main goals is to
develop more trails and bicycle/pedestrian facilities.
The largest State trail system in Tippecanoe County is located within Prophetstown State Park. There are
over 13 miles of hiking trails and over one mile of sidewalk. The paved trail system continues to be extended
as funds become available and now connects the gate house to the overlook at the Tippecanoe River.
The 2016 Indiana State Trails Plan created a Visionary Trails System. This system is a statewide trail network
that connects different communities in Indiana. In 2021, this plan was updated, and included a map
showing all the trails that were constructed by 2019 (Figures 37 and 38).
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Figure 37: Visionary Trails System Map
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Figure 38: Status of Visionary Trails Network
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Battle Ground

Members of the Battle Ground town board have expressed a desire to create a connected trail system for
the town. To plan this trail system, the Area Plan Commission plans to engage with a consultant and develop
a small-town trail plan for all the incorporated and unincorporated towns in Tippecanoe County. That
project is anticipated to begin this coming summer.
Before this small-town trail plan is developed, preliminary discussions are ongoing between the Town Board
members and the Area Plan Commission staff. The discussion has identified locations throughout the town
were trails can be built to create a connected network. On the western side of the town, the critical areas
to connect include the residential subdivisions along CR 600N and a connection to the businesses along SR
43. On the eastern side, the critical areas to connect include both areas on either side of the CSX Railroad
tracks. The connection between the eastern and western sides of town follows an easement and then
travels along Prophets Rock Road. Figure 39 shows conceptual locations for these trails.
Figure 39: Conceptual Trail Locations in Battle Ground

The Town Board has also observed that classes from the two schools, located on the eastern edge of the
town, take educational walking trips to the National Battlefield (a national historic landmark) and the
Battlefield Museum. The sidewalks between the schools and the Battlefield Museum vary in both width
and surface condition, which presents a challenge for classes of school children to safely walk there. APC
conducted a sidewalk condition survey, which helped to identify a corridor where improvements are
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needed (Figure 40). The improvements involve reconstructing the surface and widening it. The target width
is ten feet and the route has been named the Battle Ground School Safety Trail.
Figure 40: Battle Ground School Safety Trail Map

The Wabash Heritage Multi-Use Trail

This trail is the longest trail in Tippecanoe County, and it runs through both cities and into the county. Most
of the trail can be used for both walking and bicycling. However, bicycling is not allowed on the portion of
the trail north of Sagamore Parkway to the Battlefield National Monument and the portion of the trail south
of West Lafayette.
This Plan recommends a hard surface multi-use trail that would be an alternative to the existing trail north
of Sagamore Parkway (Figure 41). It starts at the junction of the existing trail in McAllister Park and follows
that trail to North 9th Street. It then turns north and follows the trail along North 9th Street to Sagamore
Parkway where the existing trail stops. A new multi-use trail would be constructed parallel to North 9th
Street, and continue to the intersection of North 9th Street and Swisher Road. From Swisher Road, the trail
could then take two different routes.

109

Route A, the eastern route, provides a connection through Prophetstown State Park. Beginning at the
intersection of North 9th Street and Swisher Road, the new trail would follow Swisher Road to the Park’s
main entrance and then connect to the Park’s internal trail system. The trail would then follow an old
road/driveway up to Main Street in the Town of Battle Ground. It would then follow Main Street and the
route of the School Trail that is described in the Town of Battle Ground’s Trails section.
Route B, the western route, follows a nearly identical path to another proposed trail, the Big Four Trail.
Beginning at the North 9th Street and Swisher Road intersection, Route B would continue along North 9th
Street to Burnetts Road. It would then follow Burnetts Road to Prophets Rock Road and continue along
Prophets Rock Road to College Street. It shoulde be noted that if the trail follows Route B, a connective
trail needs to be constructed along Swisher Road to provide a connection to Prophetstown State Park.
Figure 41: Wabash Heritage Trail Multi-Use Trail Proposal Map
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Big 4 Trail

The State’s Visionary Trail System Map shows a trail following the former Big Four rail corridor between
Lafayette and Zionsville (Figure 37). Significant portions of this trail have already been constructed in Carroll
and Boone Counties. Many of the segments are complete and it is nearly possible to walk or ride a bicycle
from the Town of Colfax to Indianapolis.
In 2021, the City of West Lafayette was awarded funding from the Indiana Department of Health to study
the route for the Big 4 Trail within Tippecanoe County. West Lafayette partnered with Lafayette and
Tippecanoe County, hired a consultant, and developed a Master Trail Plan for the Big 4 Trail. The final plan
was adopted by the two cities, the county commissioners and the Area Plan Commission.
The plan identifies an alignment which follows the recommendation in the Statewide Outdoor Recreation
Plan (Figure 42). Beginning near Colfax, the trail follows the Big Four corridor up to southern Lafayette,
from there, it runs through Lafayette, crosses the Wabash River and continues northward through West
Lafayette. From West Lafayette it continues along River Road and then heads northeastward through
Battle Ground to Tippecanoe County’s north county line.
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Figure 42: Big 4 Trail alignment through Tippecanoe County
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U.S. Bike Routes

The American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), in conjunction with
Adventure Cycling, have adopted the US Bicycle Route System. This system incorporates interconnective
routes that travel across state lines. Instead of driving a car, a person could use their bicycle and travel
throughout the United States.
The National Corridor Plan is the blueprint for U.S. Bicycle Route development and shows what the 50,000mile network will look like when complete. Figure 43 shows the nationwide system. According to
Adventure Cycling, 17,873 miles of U.S. Bicycle Routes have already been established in 31 States.
Figure 43: National Corridor Plan

Figure 44 shows a closer view of the system in Indiana. Currently there are four routes in the state which
include USBR 35, 36, 50 and 235. USBR 35 runs north/south across the state while USBR 50 runs east/west
across the state. USBR 36 is located in northwest Indiana and follows Lake Michigan. USBR 235 is the
newest route, which was approved in 2021. It is a loop that connects downtown Indianapolis to
Bloomington and then to USBR 35.
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Figure 44: National Corridor Plan, Indiana

Figure 44 also shows various dashed lines throughout the state. These are proposed routes which may
become US Bicycle Routes in the future. They are located throughout the state and provide connections
to adjacent states as well as to the east and west coasts.
The 2045 MTP recommended two routes that ran through the Greater Lafayette area and the USBR 35 and
40 Spurs. The USBR 35 Spur connects to two existing locations on USBR 35. One location is in Peru, Indiana,
and the other just north of Indianapolis. The USBR 40 spur connects the Greater Lafayette area to the
Norther Tier Route.
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Work on developing the USBR 35 Spur began in early 2019. After consulting with staff from Adventure
Cycling, the recommendation changed from a spur route to a cross country route, USBR 37 (Figure 45). As
shown in the National Corridor Plan, the route runs from Michigan’s upper peninsula to Indianapolis. A
draft route was developed that primarily follows local roads or regional trails. Lafayette, West Lafayette
and Tippecanoe County, were the first communities to approve and support the routing through their
jurisdictions, in December 2019. All jurisdictions along the route have approved the route by July 2021.
For this route to become official, INDOT will need to make a formal application to AASHTO.
Figure 45: Proposed USBR 37 Location
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In addition to developing USBR 37, this plan recognizes the importance of a northeastern route with
connections to Delphi, Logansport, and Peru. This route was labeled as USBR 137. The National Corridor
Plan map shows USBR 44, a proposed east/west route that runs through Indiana with connections in Illinois
and Ohio. Currently, this route exists at the Indiana and Ohio state line, and the Fort Wayne MPO has plans
that show USBR 44 extending westward through its area.
This Plan recommends that USBR follows the alignment that has been identified in Indiana’s Statewide
Comprehensive Outdoor Plan. The route would connect major cities including Huntington, Wabash, Peru,
Logansport, Delphi, Lafayette, and West Lafayette. Heading westward, the route would connect the towns
of Otterbein, Oxford, Fowler, Early Park, and Kentland. The route will then cross the state line and connect
to Sheldon and Watseka in Illinois (Figure 46).
Figure 46: Proposed USBR 44 Route
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Section 11: Transit
There are several different transit options in Tippecanoe County. The most well-known transit option is
CityBus. It operates an extensive system of routes throughout Lafayette and West Lafayette. Another
transit option is a demand-response service that is operated through the Area IV Agency on Aging. Their
service specializes in transporting people who live in rural Tippecanoe County. Finally, there are services
available that can transport people who live in the county and want to travel to destinations outside of
Tippecanoe County, such as Indianapolis and Chicago.

CityBus

The Greater Lafayette Public Transportation Corporation, known as CityBus, provides public transit services
throughout Lafayette, West Lafayette and to the suburban fringes of both cities. Founded in 1971, the
system offers a mix of transit options including fixed route service, paratransit service, and a special freefare service between Lafayette and West Lafayette.
In 1976, CityBus became a Public Transportation Corporation (PTC), making it a division of local government
with the authority to collect taxes. It also has the authority to purchase and own property. It’s governed
by a board of directors who are appointed by the mayors and city councils of Lafayette and West Lafayette.
CityBus’s service area was established in 1976 when it became a PTC. It included both cities and the
adjacent suburban area that extends two miles beyond the city boundaries. The service area encompasses
approximately 74 square miles (Figure 47).
Figure 47: CityBus Service Area
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Indiana state law does allow the service area to expand when annexations occur or when
population growth occurs (an additional mile can be added for every 50,000 people). When initially
established, the population for Lafayette was 44,955 and for West Lafayette it was 19,157. According to
the Census (2019 estimate), the population for Lafayette was 72,581 and the population for West Lafayette
was 48,551. While numerous annexations occurred since 1976 and population growth has occurred in
both cities, the service area has remained the same.
Between 2000 and 2013, ridership steadily increased at an average of 5.2% a year. Ridership peaked in
2013 with 5,459,000 people riding the bus (Figure 48). After a four-year decrease after that peak year,
ridership started to increase again. In 2019, over 5,000,000 people road the bus. The pandemic
significantly impacted ridership in 2020, when ridership dropped by more than half with only 2,321,975
riders.
Figure 48: CityBus Ridership from 2000 to 2020
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Fixed Route Service
CityBus operates fifteen regular fixed routes. These routes use a radial structure, with the center of this
structure at the CityBus Center, the transfer center in downtown Lafayette. Typically, nine routes serve
Lafayette exclusively, five routes serve West Lafayette, and the Connector serves both cities (Figure 49).
CityBus periodically changes routings to improve service coverage and ridership as well as to ensure service
continue for riders during periods of road construction. Service on all the routes is ADA accessible.

118

Figure 49: CityBus Routes, 2021

Bus frequency varies by time, day, and route. Regular routes typically operate on 30-minute weekday
headways and 60-minute weekend headways. The Connector route operates on a 30-minute headway
Monday through Friday. Most buses start as early as 6:00 in the morning and operate through 7:40 in the
evening. However, some routes operate until 12:30 in the morning. Limited service is also provided on
Sundays.
Fixed route service transported 2,729,863 riders in 2019 (Figure 50). This closely matches the peak
ridership of nearly 2.8 million riders in 2011. Since 2007, CityBus has averaged over two million riders per
year. The exception to this was 2020, when the pandemic significantly impacted the fixed route ridership
with only 1,399,907 riders in 2020.
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Figure 50: Fixed Route Ridership
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CityBus offers a special route, the Connector (Figure 51), that links downtown Lafayette (upper Main Street
district to Wabash River), West Lafayette (Wabash Landing to Chauncey Village), Purdue University and the
Tippecanoe County Community Corrections facility. The Connector is free to the general public. It is
designed to provide an increased level of service (with a bus every half an hour) in an area of known high
transit ridership. Since its inception, it has transported over 100,000 riders every year except 2003 and
2020 (Figure 52). Ridership peaked in 2007 with over 340,000 trips. The pandemic also impacted
Connector ridership; only 86,000 riders were transported in 2020.
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Figure 51: The Connector Route

Figure 52: The Connector Ridership
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Purdue Service
With approximately 50,000 students attending Purdue University, transit plays an important role in their
mobility. CityBus’ Purdue Service is comprised of seven routes (Figure 53). Four of them operate solely
around the Campus while the other three connect several student apartment complexes outside of the
campus to various locations on campus.
Figure 53: Purdue Campus Routes

The four Purdue campus loops operate on 6-15 minute headways and are fare free for Purdue students,
faculty and staff with Purdue identification. Two routes, the Gold Loop and Tower Acres, provide night
service on campus. Campus Loops during the spring and fall semesters, on days when classes are in session.
The Purdue service has continually recorded over two million trips annually since its inception in 2003
(Figure 54). The highest ridership was in 2011 when CityBus transported nearly 2.7 million riders. Due to
the pandemic, ridership dropped by more than 60% in 2020.
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Figure 54: Purdue Service Ridership
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CityBus operates a subscription express service between the University and six apartment complexes via
three routes. The Lark and Alight route connects Purdue to the Lark and the Alight apartment complexes.
The Lindberg Express connects Purdue with the Cottages, Village West, and the Quarters apartment
complexes, which are all located on Lindberg Road. The Redpoint route connects Purdue to the Redpoint
apartment complex at Klondike Road and Cumberland Avenue. Designated stops are located on the Purdue
campus. Operating costs are funded by the owner of the apartment complexes. While the service remains
open to the general public, residents of both complexes are entitled to ride free. The service operates on
15 to 20-minute headways during the fall and spring semesters on days when classes are in session. The
service starts just after 7:00 a.m. and continues until the evening Monday through Friday, with the Lindberg
Express running into the early morning on Thursday through Saturday.
ACCESS Service
ACCESS is the complementary ADA paratransit service for CityBus. ACCESS provides curb-to-curb
paratransit service to origins and destinations within ¾ mile of CityBus fixed routes. ACCESS generally
operates between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 10:15 p.m. Monday through Saturday, and 9:30 a.m. to 7:00
p.m. on Sundays; however, because service hours mirror those of the fixed route system, service hours may
vary by location.
Since 2003, ridership has been consistently over 20,000 trips per year except for four years (Figure 55).
Since 2007, ridership steadily increased until 2015, then ridership decreased from 2016 to 2018. Ridership
peaked in 2019 with ACCESS transporting 31,466 riders. Due to the pandemic, ridership decreased in 2020.
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Figure 55: Access Ridership
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Fares
CityBus offers a variety of different payment methods and pricing options depending on the rider and how
frequently they ride. Younger and older riders are offered special discounts, as are people with a qualifying
disability.
A bus ride costs $1.00, and transfers to another bus are free. Children through the fourth-grade ride free.
Middle school and high school students can ride at a significantly reduced cost. A youth pass is available
for $2.00 and it is valid for an entire school year plus the following summer break. Fares for the elderly and
people with a qualifying disability are only $0.50. For frequent riders, tokens and monthly passes are
available. Tokens reduce the cost of a single ride from $1.00 to $0.75. A monthly pass allows riders to take
unlimited rides within 31 days for $28.00. The cost is reduced to $14.00 for the following groups: people
who are 65 and older, Medicare recipients, and people with qualifying disabilities. A daily pass is also
available, which allows riders to take unlimited rides for a day for $2.00.
For ACCESS users, a one-way trip costs $2.00. An ACCESS pass which gives the rider ten trips for $20.00 is
also available. Riders who are pre-certified and eligible to ride ACCESS can also ride any of the regular
routes for free.
CityBus has a special program with Purdue University (started in 1999) and Ivy Tech (started in 2004), to
transport students through a student fee. This allows students, faculty and staff to travel to school or any
destination in the community just by showing their school identification.
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CityBus has partnered with Token Transit, a mobile pass program, which gives anyone with a mobile phone
the ability to buy and use passes. All the passes previously mentioned are available to purchase on the
Token Transit app.
Facilities & Equipment
CityBus is one of the largest transit systems in the state and has a significant amount of capital investment
in its facilities and equipment. While buses are the most visible, other major investments include the office,
storage and maintenance buildings, the downtown transfer center, and two childcare facilities.
The office, storage and maintenance facilities are all located on Canal Road and they are housed in two
buildings. This site also includes three wind turbines that generate electricity for the buildings and a
compressed natural gas (CNG) refueling station.
The most recognizable facility that citizens see is the downtown transfer center, which is also referred to
as the CityBus Center or CBC. It is where most fixed routes begin and end. It allows riders to easily transfer
from one bus to another. The CBC opened August of 2013 and features saw tooth angle bus parking, which
allows buses to arrive and depart independently. The CBC has assigned bus parking locations, so a rider
knows exactly where each bus will be parked.
CityBus also owns two childcare centers. One is located within a short walk of the CBC and the other is in
Wabash Landing in West Lafayette. Both are operated by Tippecanoe County Childcare. These facilities
enable riders to have a safe and convenient place for their children to stay while they work.
CityBus has a fleet of 74 buses ranging in size from 35 feet to 60 feet long. The larger buses are articulated
buses that can carry large numbers of passengers on the busiest routes. There are currently 13 articulated
buses in the fleet, and nearly all of them operate on the Purdue Campus. All the buses are low floor,
handicapped accessible, and are equipped with bicycle storage racks on the front. CityBus is transitioning
to a greener and more fuel-efficient fleet by purchasing CNG buses. Not only do these buses emit fewer
pollutants, they also get better gas mileage and have lower operating expenses. CityBus has 41 full size
CNG buses in its fleet.
CityBus also has eight smaller buses that are used for the ACCESS program. All of them operate on CNG.
Management and Operations
CityBus utilizes many funding sources to keep its assets and services in a state of good repair. Assets include
the buses, support vehicles, the downtown transfer station, a large maintenance facility on Canal Road and
bus stop shelters, pads, and benches. The most significant management cost for CityBus is the maintenance
and replacement of vehicles. The largest operating costs include the bus drivers, maintenance of facilities
and equipment and fuel for the vehicles.
Expenses and Budget
CityBus’s budgeted expenses for 2021 are $13.2 million. The largest portion of this expense is for its
employees. Wages, benefits, and fringe benefits total $10.4 million. The second largest expense is fuel.
CityBus will spend $250,000 for diesel fuel and $300,000 for Compressed Natural Gas (CNG). The remaining
expenses include repair parts, liability and property insurance, legal fees, utilities, supplies, and services.
CityBus’s budgeted revenues come from many sources. Fares account for approximately 17% of revenues.
Other local revenue sources include the property owned by CityBus and money from the County Option
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Income Tax. CityBus also receives 39% of its revenues from the state. Finally, CityBus receives funds from
the Federal Transit Administration that account for approximately 40% of total revenue and eighty percent
(80%) of capital investments.
Transit System Performance
INDOT summarizes performance measures for all transit systems throughout the state. CityBus is
categorized as a large fixed route system along with Bloomington, Evansville, Fort Wayne, Indianapolis,
Muncie, and South Bend. The comparisons for this plan used 2019 data. Data for 2020 did not appear to
accurately represent true system performance because of the pandemic.
Ridership (2019)
The primary performance measure for all transit systems is ridership. In 2019, CityBus carried 5,099,775
people. CityBus carries more riders that any other major transit system in the state, except for Indianapolis
(Figure 56). Ridership in our community is significantly more than the second, third and fourth largest
cities: Bloomington (3,197,637); Fort Wayne (1,687,355); and South Bend (1,594,252). While the
Indianapolis transit system carried more people, the Indianapolis service area population is over six times
larger than that of CityBus (918,977 people compared to 147,725 people).
Figure 56: Comparison of Ridership with Other Transit Systems
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Operating Expenses per Passenger Trip
Another performance measure is how much it costs to transport a passenger (operating expense per
passenger trip). CityBus has the lowest operating expense per passenger trip in the state for large transit
systems (Figure 57). In 2019, the cost per passenger trip on CityBus was $2.33. The state average for all
large fixed route systems was $5.89.
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Figure 57: Comparison of Operating Expenses per Passenger Trip
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Passenger Trips per Total Vehicle Miles
Comparing ridership to the number of miles buses travel a year is another way to gauge performance
(passenger trips per total vehicle miles). If routes are designed properly and constantly monitored, citizens
are more likely to use transit. The larger the number is, the better the transit system is performing (Figure
58). CityBus has one of the best passenger trips to total vehicle miles traveled ratios in the state (2.43).
This is the second-best ratio in the state behind the Bloomington transit system.
Figure 58: Comparison of Passenger Trips per Total Vehicle Miles
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0.76

0.57

Operating Expenses per Total Vehicle Miles
Another good performance measure of cost performance is how much it costs a bus to travel a mile
(operating expenses per total vehicle miles). Figure 59 shows the operating expenses per total vehicle miles
for all large transit systems in the state. In 2019, it cost CityBus $5.66 per mile to operate a bus. This is
better than the state average, which is $6.10 per mile.
Figure 59: Comparison of Operating Expenses per Total Vehicle Miles
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7.00

7.55

7.50

8.00
6.50

6.00

6.27

5.66

5.31

5.00

3.92

4.00
3.00
2.00
1.00
0.00

Fare Recovery Ratio
CityBus is the best transit system in Indiana at recovering operating cost through passenger fares (Figure
60). In 2019, CityBus recovered 30% of its operating costs from passenger fare revenues. The state average
is 15% for the largest transit systems and Bloomington had the only other transit system with a fare
recovery greater than 20%.
Figure 60: Comparison of Fare Recovery Ratios
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Based on these performance measures, CityBus outperforms its other peer transit systems in Indiana.
CityBus scores well on these performance measures by keeping their operating costs low and their service
readily available. This attracts a significant number of riders.
First and Last Mile Analysis
Every transit trip requires riders to get to and from a transit stop. This is referred to as the “first-and-last
mile.” It is a crucial and important aspect of using transit, and it needs to be safe, accessible and convenient.
Too often, transit riders encounter numerous challenges while attempting to reach the closest bus stop.
Disconnected and crumbling sidewalks, poor crosswalks, obstacles in the sidewalk (such as utility poles),
lack of curb ramps, inadequate bike facilities, and a lack of ADA-compliant facilities between the sidewalk
and bus stop can create real hurdles for riders.
Providing a high-quality connection between the bus stop and the nearest sidewalk or trail is essential to
enabling people, especially those with disabilities, to use fixed-route transit. Unfortunately, accessible
connections to and from bus stops are not always provided. This can be because the transit agency does
not have control over sidewalks or other parts of the right-of-way at bus stops.
Lafayette and West Lafayette have made tremendous progress in constructing sidewalks, sidepaths, bike
lanes, and trails. While there have been many miles of new pedestrian and bicycle facilities constructed
over the past decade, there are still many areas without these essential facilities. CityBus provided the Area
Plan Commission an inventory of all their bus stops (Figure 61). Using this data, and the Area Plan
Commission sidewalk and trail GIS information, those bus stops that are not served by sidewalks or trails
were identified.
Figure 61: CityBus Routes and Stops

129

Currently, there are 830 bus stops and 177 (21.3%) are not adjacent to any non-motorized facility. 84 of
these stops are located along streets maintained by the City of Lafayette. 23 of these stops are located
along streets maintained by the City of West Lafayette. 27 of these bus stops are located on countymaintained roads, 18 are located on roads maintained by INDOT, and 13 are located within private
develops. The remaining 12 of these stops are in the Purdue area. Figure 62 shows the location of the
stops that lack a connection to non-motorized facilities (non-connected stops).
Figure 62: CityBus Routes and Non-Connected Bus Stops

There are seven road corridors that had four or more non-connected bus stops. Two roads had 10 nonconnected stops: South Street in Lafayette and SR 38/Main Street. Sagamore Parkway West (US 52) had
eight non-connected stops. The other road corridors in the list were Soldiers Home Road (7), Elston Road
(6), McCormick Road (6), Morehouse Road (5) and Klondike Road (4). Table 33 lists all the non-connected
bus stops for the top three road corridors.

130

Table 33: Road Corridors with the Largest Number of Non-Connected Bus Stops
Road Corridors Lacking Connected Bus Stops
South Street
BUS475

BUS811

BUS302

BUS384

BUS831

BUS192

BUS377

BUS816

BUS806

BUS406

BUS678

BUS946

BUS462

BUS141

BUS948

BUS677

BUS437E

BUS719

BUS178

BUS390

BUS395

BUS250

BUS252

SR 38/Main Street
BUS525

BUS506

US 52/Sagamore Parkway West
BUS342

BUS170

BUS283

CityBus operates over 20 routes within Greater Lafayette. Three routes with 20 or more non-connected
bus stops were identified: South Street (24), Fourth Street (22), and Lafayette Square (20). The Market
Square and Northwestern Avenue routes each have 17 non-connected bus stops. The Happy Hollow route
has 15 non-connected stops and the Tippecanoe Mall route has 14 non-connected stops. All the other
routes had 11 or fewer non-connected stops. There were no routes that had 0 non-connected stops. Table
34 lists the routes with the largest number of the non-connected bus stops.
Table 34: Routes with the Largest Number of Non-Connected Bus Stops
Routes Lacking Connected Bus Stops
South Street
BUS128
BUS459SE BUS507E BUS196E BUS552SW BUS813E
BUS302
BUS384
BUS831
BUS192
BUS377
BUS816
BUS503
BUS299
BUS372
BUS257
BUS811
BUS970
Fourth Street
BUS665
BUS910
BUS261
BUS653W BUS653SW BUS258
BUS975
BUS655
BUS974
BUS241
BUS346
BUS700
BUS892
BUS893
BUS270
BUS880
Lafayette Square
BUS273
BUS740
BUS726N BUS414
BUS311
BUS331
BUS409
BUS711S BUS719
BUS437W BUS437E
BUS676
BUS315N BUS671

BUS813W BUS405
BUS806
BUS406

BUS475
BUS969

BUS254
BUS701

BUS976
BUS702

BUS270
BUS875NE

BUS467
BUS373

BUS469S BUS469N
US673
BUS672

29 of the 177 non-connected bus stops are on roads that have projects programmed in the TIP. These stops
will be provided with new connections as part of the TIP project. Improvements planned by the City of
Lafayette will connect 10 stops on South Street. The County will connect 10 stops through improvements
to Lindberg and Morehouse Roads. The remaining nine stops will be improved by West Lafayette through
their Lindberg Road, Yeager Road and Soldiers Home Road projects. Figure 63 shows the locations of the
29 bus stops that will be improved.
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Figure 63: Non-Connected Bus Stops to be Improved Through Road Projects

Analysis was conducted to determine which stops would benefit the most from becoming connected. The
analysis identifies bus stop locations in areas with a higher than average percentage of minorities, areas
with a higher than average Hispanic population, areas with high poverty, areas with a large number of
households with no vehicles, areas with a large number of bus boardings and deboardings, and areas of
concentrated employment.
Minority Populations
125 stops were in Census Blocks with higher than average concentrations of different minority groups. 61
were located adjacent to roads maintained by the City of Lafayette while 24 were located adjacent to roads
maintained by the City of West Lafayette. 23 of the bus stops were adjacent to roads maintained by the
County and 13 were located adjacent to roads maintained by INDOT. Only six were located on the Purdue
campus. Table 35 shows the distribution of non-connected bus stops by ownership of the adjacent road.
Figure 64 shows the location of non-connected stops and how many minority populations are affected by
the lack of connectivity.
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Table 35: Bus Stops That Affect One or More Minority Populations
Jurisdiction
Bus Stops That Affect One or More Minority Populations
Lafayette
61
West Lafayette
24
Tippecanoe Co.
21
INDOT
13
Purdue Campus
6
Total
59
Figure 64: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Minority Population

62 bus stops are in areas with a higher than average concentration of people who identified as African
American in the census. 60 bus stops are in areas with a higher than average concentration of people who
identified as Two or More Races in the census. 55 bus stops are in areas with a higher than average
concentration of people who identified as Some Other Race in the census. There were 42 bus stops in
areas with a higher than average concentration of people who identified as Asian, 33 stops in areas with a
high concentration of people who identified as American Indian or Alaskan Native, and 7 stops in areas with
a high concentration of people who identified as Native Hawaiians.
There were no bus stops located in a Census Block with a higher than average concentration of five or six
different census-defined minority populations. There were 15 bus stops located in areas with a higher than
average concentration of four different census-defined minority populations. Table 36 lists those bus stops.
Nearly twice as many, 27 bus stops, were located in Census blocks that had a higher than average
concentration of three different census-defined minority populations.
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Table 36: Bus Stops Located in a Higher Than Average Concentration of Four Minority Populations
Bus Stops
BUS170
BUS200S
BUS342
BUS456
BUS462
BUS507E
BUS600E
BUS650
BUS667
BUS723
BUS765NW
BUS775SW
BUS816
BUS814
BUS946
Hispanic Population
Using the 2020 Decennial Census, there were 62 bus stops identified that were in Census Blocks that had a
higher than average population concentration of people that identified as Hispanic. The City of Lafayette
has 39 of these stops. West Lafayette has 9 of these stops. All the remaining stops identified were split
between Tippecanoe County, INDOT, the Purdue campus, and privately owned property. Table 37 shows
the number of bus stops by jurisdiction.
Table 37: Bus Stops in Hispanic Areas
Jurisdiction
Hispanic Population
Lafayette
39
West Lafayette
9
Tippecanoe Co.
5
INDOT
4
Purdue Campus
2
Private
3
Total
62
Figure 65 shows the location of bus stops compared to Census Blocks with a higher than average
concentration of people who identified as Hispanic. There were five roads that had three or four of these
non-connected bus stops in areas with a higher than average concentration of people who identified as
Hispanic: Earl Avenue, 36th Street, South Street, Harper Drive, and McCarty Lane. The road corridor with
the most non-connected stops is SR 38, which is an INDOT road. In Lafayette, the following roads have two
non-connected bus stops in areas with a higher than average concentration of people who identified as
Hispanic: Elston Road, Beck Lane, Poland Hill Road, Veterans Memorial Parkway, Shoshone Drive, State
Street, Logan Avenue, 18th Street, 24th Street, and Commerce Drive.
Figure 65 also shows the same information for West Lafayette. There were only three roads that had two
or more bus stops in areas with a higher than average concentration of people who identified as Hispanic:
Soldiers Home Road (4), US 52/Sagamore Parkway (3), and Mason Dixon Drive (2).
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Figure 65: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Hispanic Population

Table 38 lists bus stops near Census Blocks with a higher than average concentration of people who
identified as Hispanic.
Table 38: Bus Stops near Census Blocks with a Higher Than Average Concentration of Hispanic Population
Bus Stop
BUS196E
BUS507E
BUS775SW
BUS200N
BUS200S
BUS980
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Poverty
According to the Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (2015-2019 five-year estimates) nearly one
fifth (18.7%) of all people living in Tippecanoe County live in poverty. Figure 66 compares the number of
people who live in poverty by Census Tract, bus routes, and non-connected bus stops. The tracts with the
largest populations of people in poverty are located west of West Lafayette, west of the Purdue Campus,
and north of Kalberer Road. Most of the people living in poverty in these tracts are Purdue students.
Figure 66: Non-Connected Bus Stops in Areas of People Living in Poverty

In Lafayette, the tract with the largest population of people living in poverty is in the area around the
Tippecanoe Mall. The Census reported nearly 2,500 people living in poverty in this tract. There are 16 nonconnected stops in that tract, including many along SR 38. Table 39 lists all these bus stops.
Table 39: Bus Stops Located in the Tippecanoe Mall Area
Bus Stops
BUS946
BUS667
BUS462
BUS141
BUS671
BUS672
BUS673
BUS373
BUS437W
BUS719
BUS711S
BUS992

BUS948
BUS676

BUS677
BUS437E

The other tracts with a large population of people living in poverty are in the northern downtown Lafayette
area (1,475 people), the Elston and Old Romney area (1,177 people), the Wabash Avenue area (898 people)
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and the Ferry Street area (817 people). The busiest bus stops in these areas that are not connected to
either sidewalks or trails are along Elston Road, Beck Lane, Old US 231/South 4th Street, and Earl Avenue.
Near West Lafayette, west of the Wabash River and outside of the Purdue area, the tract north of Kalberer
Road has the largest concentration of people in poverty (2,500 people). Identified stops are on Soldiers
Home Road, Morehouse Road, Paramount Drive, and Sagamore Parkway. Over 1,100 people lived in the
tract just south of Sagamore Parkway. Busy non-connected stops in this area are on River Road, Happy
Hollow, Lindberg Road, and Carlisle Road.
Another way to analyze the data is by the percentage of people living in poverty in a tract. This method
takes the number of people living in the tract into account. Figure 67 shows bus routes, the non-connected
bus stops, and poverty percentage rate by Census tract.
Figure 67: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Percentage of People Living in Poverty

The tracts with the largest percentage of people living in poverty are located on and next to the Purdue
University campus, where four tracts have greater than 70% of the population living in poverty. There are
two other tracts with greater than 30% of the population living in poverty: one is in the Tippecanoe Mall
area and one is just north of downtown Lafayette. Table 40 lists the non-connected bus stops just north of
downtown Lafayette.
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Table 40: Bus Stops Located just North of Downtown Lafayette
Bus Stops
BUS143
BUS519W
Five tracts had between 20% and 30% of the population living in poverty and they were the tracts located
on Ferry Street, Wabash Avenue, the Elston/Old Romney, just west of West Lafayette, and north of Kalberer
Road.
Households with No Vehicles
Households that do not have a personal vehicle available typically rely on transit service to get to work, for
shopping, and for medical appointments. Another metric that can be used to identify where sidewalks and
trails need to be built to connect to bus stops is to look for concentrations of households that do not have
a vehicle available.
Figure 68 compares non-connected bus stops to the number of households without a vehicle. Tract 4,
located just north of downtown Lafayette has 627 households without a vehicle. There are only two bus
stops, BUS143 and BUS519W, in this Tract that are not connected to the sidewalk and trail system.
Figure 68: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Households with No Vehicle
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There were five tracts that had more than 300 households without a vehicle. The largest of these five tracts
had 406 households without a vehicle. This tract is in the Wabash Avenue area (tract 111). A few bus stops
along US 52 and South 4th Street (BUS665, BUS261and BUS653NE) are the only ones in this tract that are
not connected. There are three tracts with a large concentration of households without a vehicle near the
Purdue campus. The main roads with non-connected bus stops in these tracts include Klondike Road,
McCormick Road, Lindberg Road, and US 52/Sagamore Parkway. The last tract with over 300 households
without a vehicle was in the Elston/Old Romney Road area. The bus stops that need to be connected are
along Elston Road, Old Romney Road and Beck Lane.
Analyzing the percentage of households that do not have a vehicle, the tracts with the highest percentages
are in areas where Purdue students live. The number one, two, four and five tracts are in and near the
Purdue campus. The number three tract was identified previously. The number six tract is in the Wabash
Avenue area. Figure 69 compares the identified bus stops to the percentage of households without a
vehicle.
Figure 69: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to the Percentage of Households with No Vehicle
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Boarding and Deboardings
Frequency of use is another measure that can be used to identify bus stops where sidewalks and trails need
to be constructed. This analysis looks at the number of boardings, deboardings and a combination of both.
Ridership data was provided by CityBus for October of 2021. Table 41 lists the bus stops that have the
most frequent boardings and deboardings. Table 42 shows bus stops that only have significant boardings.
Table 43 shows bus stops that only have significant deboardings.
Table 41: Bus Stops with Significant Number of Boardings and Deboardings
Bus Stop
Boardings
Deboardings
Total
Location
BUS894
BUS553
BUS373
BUS554E
BUS554W
BUS146
BUS503
BUS519W
BUS893
BUS257
BUS127

4,139
3,179
2,529
57
2,939
2,976
1,295
1,356
937
817
854

1,906
2,154
2,053
3,948
33
2,294
1,268
653
1,025
637
579

6,045
5,333
4,579
4,005
2,972
2,976
2,563
2,009
1,962
1,454
1,433

Paramount Drive
David Ross Road
Tippecanoe Mall
Purdue Airport
David Ross Road
David Ross Road
Walmart (South Street)
Fannon Drive
Walmart (VMP)
Meijer (Lafayette)
Community Corrections

Table 42: Bus Stops with Significant Number of Boardings Only
Bus Stop
Boardings
Location
BUS304
BUS100W
BUS144

2,079
2,108
1,416

Blackbird Farm Apartments
Beau Jardin Apartments
University Crossing Apartments

Table 43: Bus Stops with Significant Number of Deboardings Only
Bus Stop
Deboardings
Location
BUS602E
BUS393
BUS100E
BUS065

1,896
1,868
1,659
1,373

Launch Apartments
Blackbird Farms Apartments
Beau Jardin Apartments
Launch Apartments

There are eleven stops that have a significant number of both boardings and deboardings. The bus stop
that had the most is BUS894 which is located on Paramount Drive. The stops with the second, fifth, and
sixth most boardings and deboardings are all located on David Ross Road. It should be noted that BUS554E
and BUS554W are located across from each other. Combining those boarding and deboarding numbers
gives a total of nearly 7,000 passengers, which would elevate the stops in this area to the top rank.
Examining boardings and deboardings separately, the bus stops that had the most are all located in West
Lafayette and either at or near apartment complexes that have large numbers of student residents. The
stops at the Blackbird Farms and Beau Jardin apartments are listed in both tables. Figure 70 shows the
non-connected bus stops by boardings, and Figure 71 shows the non-connected bus stops by deboardings.
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Figure 70: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Boardings
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Figure 71: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Deboardings

Employment
It is also important to analyze the relationship between non-connected bus stops and jobs. Figure 72
compares the location of non-connected stops to employment in special areas called traffic zones. 2019
employment data was used in this analysis. This data was purchased from InfoGroup, a private vendor.
Purdue University is the largest employer in Tippecanoe County. Over the years the university has
developed an extensive network of sidewalks, trails, bike lanes and sharrows. Figure 72 shows a small
number of bus stops in and around the Purdue University campus that are not connected. The few nonconnected bus stops are located on David Ross Road, McCormick Road, Airport Road, Arnold Drive, on
Stadium Avenue just west of Steven Beering Drive, and at the Purdue Airport. Table 44 lists all the nonconnected bus stops.
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Figure 72: Non-Connected Bus Stops Compared to Employment

Table 44: Bus Stops Located on the Purdue Campus
Bus Stops
BUS553
BUS554W
BUS554E
BUS251W
BUS755
BUS417W

BUS456
BUS415

BUS249
BUS146

BUS501
BUS413

Tippecanoe County’s second largest employer, SIA, is only served by one bus stop, which is located on the
north side of the plant on Haggerty Lane. Currently there are no sidewalks that connect to this bus stop.
The bus stop number is BUS984.
Figure 72 further shows the locations of the other major employers and corridors where there are
significant concentrations of employment. Some of them (Dana, Rea Magnet, Unity, St Elizabeth Hospital,
Market Square, Downtown Lafayette, and the Levee) only have a few stops that are not connected.
One corridor with both significant employment and many non-connected stops is the South Street corridor
between Sagamore Parkway and Veterans Memorial East. The corridor stretches over eleven traffic zones,
and within that area there are 9,773 jobs. Four of those traffic zones contain over 1,000 jobs each. The
corridor has 20 bus stops that are not connected to any pedestrian or bicycle facility. Most of the non-
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connected stops are located on South Street, although there are some stops on 36th Street, Farrington,
next to Walmart and on Meijer Drive. Table 45 lists all these bus stops.
Table 45: Non-connected Bus Stops on South Street
Bus Stops
BUS128

BUS459SE

BUS507E

BUS196E

BUS552SW

BUS813E

BUS813W

BUS405

BUS475

BUS302

BUS384

BUS831

BUS192

BUS377

BUS816

BUS806

BUS406

BUS969

BUS503

BUS299

BUS372

BUS257

BUS811

BUS970

The next corridor with both significant employment and many non-connected stops is the SR 38/Main
Street corridor from McCarty Lane to Creasy Lane. Over 6,200 jobs are located along this corridor. The
Tippecanoe Mall traffic zone alone accounts for nearly 30% of the employment. Along this corridor there
are 17 non-connected bus stops, most of them along SR 38. Table 46 lists these bus stops.
Table 46: Non-connected Bus Stops on SR 38/Main Street
Bus Stops
BUS525

BUS506

BUS678

BUS946

BUS462

BUS141

BUS948

BUS667

BUS671

BUS672

BUS673

BUS373

BUS676

BUS437

BUS677

BUS437E

BUS719

In West Lafayette, the US 52/Sagamore Parkway corridor is a significant employment area. There are over
3,800 jobs in this corridor. The bus stops that are not connected are mainly located along US 52 or
Sagamore Parkway. Table 47 lists these bus stops.
Table 47: Non-connected Bus Stops on US 52/Sagamore Parkway and Vicinity
Bus Stops
BUS342

BUS170

BUS283

BUS178

BUS395

BUS390

BUS252

BUS250

BUS174

BUS894

BUS115S BUS115N BUS944N SUB944S BUS114W BUS114E
Another corridor with both significant employment and many non-connected stops is the Elston Road and
South 4th Street area. There are over 1,000 jobs located in this area with 13 non-connected stops along
Elston Road and on South 4th Street just north of Teal Road. Table 48 lists the bus stops.
Table 48: Non-connected Bus Stops on Elston Road and South 4th Street
Bus Stops
BUS665

BUS910

BUS261

BUS655

BUS974

BUS214

BUS653NE BUS653SW BUS258

BUS254

BUS976

BUS270

BUS975

There are other areas in the community that can be considered to have a concentration of jobs with nonconnected stops. Areas in Lafayette are the North Earl Avenue area (BUS196E, BUS570E, BUS459S and
BUS128), Veterans Memorial South (BUS875E, BUS881, and BUS880), Beck Lane (BUS336 and BUS700) and
Veterans Memorial East (BUS980, BUS981, BUS983 and BUS 984).
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Recommendations
Based on the analysis in this section of the Plan, several road corridors have been identified as needing
sidewalks or trails. The needs for these corridors have been prioritized in the list below.
High Priority
SR 38/Main Street (INDOT & Lafayette),
Elston Road / South 4th Street (Lafayette),
McCormick Road (West Lafayette),
South Street (Lafayette),
Earl Avenue (Lafayette),
Fannon Drive (Lafayette), and
Sagamore Parkway West / US 52 (INDOT)
Medium Priority
David Ross Road (West Lafayette),
Airport Road (West Lafayette),
Beck Lane (Lafayette),
Earl Avenue (Lafayette),
Harper Drive (Lafayette),
Klondike Road (Tippecanoe County),
Morehouse Road (Tippecanoe County),
North River Road (West Lafayette),
Paramount Drive (Tippecanoe County), and
Soldiers Home Road (West Lafayette),
Low Priority
18th Street (Lafayette),
24th Street (Lafayette),
36th Street (Lafayette),
Catherwood Drive (West Lafayette),
Carlisle Road (West Lafayette),
Haggerty Lane (Lafayette),
Happy Hollow (West Lafayette),
Julia Lane (Lafayette),
Lindberg Road (Tippecanoe County),
McCarty Lane (Lafayette),
Sickle Court (Lafayette),
Soldiers Home Road (West Lafayette),
State Street (Lafayette),
Veterans Memorial Parkway South (Lafayette), and
Yeager Road (West Lafayette)

Rural Tippecanoe County Transportation

There is one organization that provides transit service to rural Tippecanoe County and that agency is the
Area IV Agency on Aging and Community Action. The agency provides demand response service and is
available to anyone who lives outside of the County’s urban area. Advanced reservations are required and
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generally pick up and drop off is at the curb. Door-to-door service is also available for those needing
reasonable assistance beyond the curb. This service is a contribution-based program.

InterCity Transit

Our community is served by two intercity transit providers and three shuttle services. The intercity transit
companies are Greyhound and Hoosier Ride. Their boarding location is in downtown Lafayette on 3rd
Street, just north of the CityBus Transfer Center. The only amenities for users are benches; there is no
shelter. Greyhound serves the community with daily buses to and from Chicago, Ft. Wayne, Indianapolis,
Evansville, South Bend, Terre Haute and Bloomington. The Hoosier Ride Service is provided by Miller
Transportation in collaboration with the Indiana Department of Transportation and Greyhound Lines.
Miller Transportation received funding from the Federal Transit Administration and the Indiana
Department of Transportation to link rural Indiana communities to Greyhound and the national intercity
bus network. Miller Transportation has scheduled bus service in Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, and
Tennessee. In Lafayette, they provide daily buses to Indianapolis and Merrillville/Chicago.
There are three shuttle services that transport riders to airports in Chicago and Indianapolis: Express Air
Coach, Lafayette Limo and Reindeer Shuttle. Each one has pick up locations throughout the community.

Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan

The first Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan (CHSTP) was adopted in 2008. In 2021, an
updated CHSTP Plan was adopted. This Plan address transportation issues experienced by the disabled,
elderly and those with low incomes. The goal of the Plan is to create a more coordinated system of
transportation services for these groups by first identifying the issues, barriers, and the service gaps. After
these have been identified, the CHSTP seeks to develop solutions to address the needs of these people with
transportation challenges, remove obstacles to their mobility and eliminate redundancy in transportation
services. The CHSTP is available on the APC website or by request at the APC office.
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Section 12: Air Travel
According to Purdue University, the Purdue University Airport opened in November 1930 as the first
university-owned airport in the country. It encompasses 537 acres, including two runways, a system of
parallel taxiways, an apron area, two passenger terminal buildings, "T" hangars, automobile parking, and
the connecting road network. The airport also includes several academic buildings serving the Aviation
Technology program.
The
most
recent
information
about
the
airport
facilities
is
available
at
https://www.purdue.edu/airport/about/index.html. At the time of this plan’s writing, the following
facilities are in operation:

Buildings
•
•
•
•

One passenger terminal building
Five hangars and two small buildings used for academic activities
Two hangars used for commercial activities
Seven "T" hangars used for private and corporate aircraft storage (58 units)

Activity
•
•

97,000 aircraft operations annually
Second-busiest airport in Indiana

Runways
•
•

10/28 — 6600 x 150
5/23 — 4220 x 100

Lighting
•
•
•

10/28 — High intensity with approach aids, REIL 28, VASI 28, PAPI 10
5/23 — Medium intensity with approach aids, REIL 5/23, VASI 23, PAPI 5
10/28 — Medium approach lighting system (MALSR)

Instrument Approaches
•
•
•
•
•

ILS
VOR
NDB
RNAV
GPS

The Purdue Airport plans to relocate the passenger terminal to the east side of the airport, adjacent to US
231. The current passenger terminal would become an AET Front Load Hangar. More details about this
renovation are available in the Purdue Airport Master Plan, which was last updated in 2014. It should be
noted that there is no definite timeline for this renovation.
The Purdue Airport Master Plan also includes a 20-year Capital Improvement Plan. This plan includes capital
projects that the Purdue Airport plans to complete in different time frames: short-term (0-5 years),
intermediate-term (6-10 years), and long-term (11-20 years). These projects will be completed as funding
allows. The funding for these projects comes from federal and state grants, private financing, customer
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facility charges, bonds, and local funding sources. More details about anticipated funding amounts from
these sources is available in the Purdue Airport Master Plan.
The renovations to the airport could potentially allow for commercial air service to return to the airport.
This would increase vehicular traffic to the airport, especially along US 231. The 2050 MTP recommends a
northern corridor connection (see Section 7), which will connect US 52/US 231 with Interstate 65. This will
allow southbound interstate traffic to have direct access to the airport, further increasing its viability as a
commercial airport.
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Section 13: Rail Service
One of the goals of this plan is to Improve and Expand Transit Service, with an objective to add passenger
rail service to major cities (Chicago, Indianapolis, Cincinnati). To accomplish this objective, a multijurisdictional effort will be required. It will take cooperation between local agencies, INDOT, and FTA.
Railroads have been an integral part of this community since shortly after its founding. The community has
a long history of working to improve railroad operations. Lafayette eliminated 42 at-grade crossings in the
downtown with the Railroad Relocation Project. More recently, they have completed projects to develop
quiet crossings in the southern part of Lafayette.
Amtrak's Cardinal service provides roundtrip passenger rail service between Indianapolis and Chicago,
which includes intermediate stops in Crawfordsville, Lafayette, Rensselaer and Dyer. The service provides
an additional alternative mode of travel to Indianapolis and Chicago and the greater Lafayette community
has greatly benefited from the service. INDOT recognized this importance by designating the Riehle Plaza
intermodal depot as an intermodal facility of statewide significance in its 2030 Long Range Transportation
Plan. Prior to June of 2019, a companion service, the Hoosier State line, also provided rail service along the
same route. This service was discontinued due to funding issues.
The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act was passed in November of 2021. This bill set aside $66 billion
for rail projects and freight rail safety improvements. The largest passenger rail operator in the United
States, Amtrak, created the “Amtrak Connects Us” plan, which includes information about new passenger
rail routes and improvements to existing routes. This plan has a route from Indianapolis to Chicago, which
includes a branch to Cincinnati. More information about this plan is available online at
https://media.amtrak.com/amtrak-connects-us/.
There are two additional regional efforts to enhance passenger rail service that affect this community: The
High Speed Rail Alliance and the Midwest Regional Rail Initiative. The High Speed Rail Alliance seeks to
expand transit networks, and get high-speed trains running regular routes along the expanded networks.
The Midwest Regional Rail Initiative is a multi-agency effort involving several states and the Federal Rail
Administration that seeks to develop a passenger rail system that can reduce travel times, create
connections between urban centers, and increase train frequency in the Midwest. Both efforts will benefit
the community, so local support for these efforts should continue.
Three railroad companies operate in Tippecanoe County: two Class I rail carriers and one short-line railroad
(Figure 73). The Kankakee, Beaverville, and Southern is a well-established short haul operator, Norfolk
Southern operates two main line routes, and CSX operates one core line. According to the Federal Railroad
Administration there are currently 61 public crossings and 38 private crossings in Tippecanoe County (Table
49 and 50), which is three more crossings than in 2017.
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Figure 73: Rail Lines in Indiana
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Table 49: Public At-Grade Railroad Crossings by Local Jurisdiction
City
Total PRINCIPAL WARNING DEVICE

Battle Ground - In
Battle Ground – Near
Dayton – In
Dayton – Near
Delphi – Near
Lafayette – In
Lafayette – Near
Linden – Near
Montmorenci - In
Montmorenci- Near
Mulberry — Near
Odell-Near
Romney – Near
West Lafayette - Near
West Point - Near
Total

Cross
bucks
.
.
.
.
6
.
.
.
.
.
.
6

2
3
1
4
5
20
7
1
1
2
1
3
5
5
1
61

Stop signs Flashing
lights
.
1
.
.
.
3
1
1
1
8
1
2
1
.
.
2
.
1
1
2
1
2
1
.
15
14

Gates
1
3
1
.
4
4
4
.
1
.
2
2
2
1
25

Four Quad Quiet Zone
Gates
.
.
.
.
1
3
.
2
.
.
.
.
.
.
1
5

Table 50: Public At-Grade Railroad Crossings by Railroad
Railroad
Total PRINCIPAL WARNING DEVICE

CSX Transportation [CSX ]
Kankakee, Beaverville &
Southern
Norfolk Southern Railway
Company
Total

18
8

Cross
bucks
2
.

Stop
signs
4
4

Flashing
lights
5
1

Gates Four Quad Quiet
Gates
Zone
7
.
3
.
-

35

4

7

8

15

1

5

61

6

15

14

25

1

5
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Section 14: Freight
Tippecanoe County does not do its own freight planning. Most of the freight planning for routes that run
through Tippecanoe County is conducted by INDOT. INDOT has created a state multimodal freight plan,
which was most recently updated in 2018.
One way that freight moves in Indiana is through the state rail system. Figure 74 shows the state rail system,
which contains Class I, Class II, and Class III Railroads. Tippecanoe County has KB&S, Norfolk Southern, and
CSX rail lines on the state rail system.
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Figure 74: State Rail System

Source: 2018 Indiana State Freight Plan
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Figure 75 shows multimodal freight facilities and major freight generators along rail lines in Indiana. In
Tippecanoe County, the map shows SIA as a major automotive facility and a major grain elevator in the
county.
Figure 75: Multimodal Facilities in Indiana

Source: 2018 Indiana State Freight Plan
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Figure 76 shows projected freight volumes on major highways in Indiana in 2035. In Tippecanoe County,
Interstate 65 is projected to be in the largest category of freight volume (between 13,000.01 and 44,000.00
trucks/day). SR 26 and US 52 are in a lower category (between 800.01 and 3,000.00 trucks/day). SR 43 is in
the lowest category (between 0.00 and 800.00 trucks/day). US 231 is labeled on the map, but it is not
clearly indicated what the projected volumes will be.
Figure 76: Projected Freight Volumes on Major Highways (2035)

Source: 2018 Indiana State Freight Plan
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Section 15: Autonomous Vehicles
Autonomous vehicles are an exciting new technology with the potential to revolutionize transportation.
These vehicles can operate themselves, eliminating the need for a human operator to control them. This
technology brings the potential to greatly reduce the number of crashes, reduce the amount of impervious
surface, and lower harmful emissions.
There are many different groups of people that can potentially benefit from the efficient use of
autonomous vehicles. People with visual impairments or other barriers to operating a vehicle will have a
new transportation option. Programs can be implemented where autonomous vehicles are shared
between multiple users or rented on an as-needed basis. These programs can benefit people who do not
want the financial burden of owning a personal vehicle.
However, there are still many unknowns surrounding how autonomous vehicles will impact transportation.
Traffic control signage and highway infrastructure may need to be changed to accommodate autonomous
vehicles. Road surface maintenance may be much different.
Another challenge is with laws and regulations for autonomous vehicles. Although laws for humanoperated vehicles have existed for many years, there are still very few regulations for autonomous vehicles.
Once a regulatory structure is in place, more extensive transportation planning can occur.
For a transportation system with autonomous vehicles to function most efficiently, coordination between
many different entities is required. States, counties, and cities will need to work together on policies and
infrastructure.
It is likely that by 2050, most vehicles on the highway will be autonomous. This change will not happen
instantly, it will be gradual. This creates an additional challenge of planning for a transportation system with
both autonomous and human-operated vehicles co-existing. With the costs of installing new infrastructure
and the time required for major construction projects, a gradual shift from current infrastructure to
infrastructure that accommodates autonomous vehicles is the best strategy.
With all the uncertainty surrounding autonomous vehicles, this plan does not contain specific
recommendations. As autonomous vehicles continue to integrate into the transportation system, more
planning, policy, and infrastructure decisions will be required. Future plans will address these issues in more
detail.
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Section 16: Micromobility
Shared micromobility (often referred to simply as “micromobility”) is an emerging method of travel that is
quickly gaining popularity. The National Association of City Transportation Officials states: “Shared
micromobility encompasses all shared-use fleets of small, fully or partially human-powered vehicles such
as bikes, e-bikes, and e-scooters.”
Micromobility has the potential to help accomplish several of the goals in this plan. If micromobility can be
safely and equitably integrated into the transportation network, it will help Enhance Transportation Options
and Accessibility for All Users. If users choose to take trips with micromobility devices instead of trips in
motorized vehicles, harmful emissions from motorized vehicles can be reduced, which will help Improve
the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability and Reduce Traffic Congestion on Roads.
In the fall of 2018, e-scooters were deployed on the Purdue University campus, and they quickly became a
polarizing transportation issue. There are positive and negative aspects of having e-scooters and other
micromobility options. Positives include convenience, ease of use, and reduced travel times. Negatives
include devices being parked in a way that blocks the pedestrian walkway, vandalism, and unsafe user
behavior.
To help alleviate some of the negative aspects of micromobility devices, there are several options that local
government engineers can utilize. One of these options is to mark designated parking spots and use
pavement markings to denote the proper travel path for e-scooters. The city of West Lafayette has
implemented designated e-scooter parking areas and markings on sidewalks to remind people that
sidewalks are for pedestrian use only. (See Figure 77 and 78)
Figure 77: Example of Designated E-Scooter Parking Area
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Figure 78: Example of Sidewalk Markings
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Although it is hard to predict what new technologies and methods of travel will emerge in the field of
micromobility, it is important for local government units to remain flexible when new technologies do
emerge. Local government units in Tippecanoe County should work together to establish policies that are
as uniform as possible, so that users can understand how to legally and safely operate micromobility
devices in any part of the county where they are permitted.
In 2020, a statewide E-Scooter Operations and ADA Committee was formed. This committee meets
quarterly. The MPO has been a member of this committee since its inception. The mission of this committee
is as follows: “Our mission is to assist stakeholders in the state of Indiana in developing equitable policies
for micromobility devices that ensure the rights of people with disabilities are respected, so that users of all
abilities can safely rely on the transportation system. This mission will be accomplished through outreach,
education, and inter-organizational coordination, while improving the accuracy and availability of data for
studying the use and impacts of micromobility devices”. This committee can be a resource for sharing best
practices about micromobility operation policies both from around the state and around the country. As
the micromobility industry continues to develop, information from this committee can be utilized to keep
local policies updated.
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Section 17: Conclusion
Summary
The goals, objectives, and performance measures were revamped from previous plans. This plan includes
nine goals, 38 objectives, and 40 performance measures. The goals, objectives, and performance measures
were developed using public surveys and stakeholder meetings.
This plan projects that approximately $233,000,000 in federal funding will be spent in Tippecanoe County
by 2050. This funding will help to improve the transportation network in Tippecanoe County, including
improvements to nonmotorized infrastructure.
CityBus is the primary transit service provider in Tippecanoe County. They are preparing to expand their
facilities to increase the service that they provide to the community. CityBus is also transitioning to a
greener and more fuel-efficient fleet by purchasing CNG buses.
This plan seeks to promote environmental sustainability and resilience in Tippecanoe County. Several
efforts are already in progress to collect data and develop solutions for the community. These efforts
include the Hoosier Resilience Index Readiness Assessment, the Greater Lafayette Climate Action Plan, the
IU ERI Resilience Cohort, and the Tree Canopy Study.
Promoting safety for all users of the transportation system is very important to this community. Crashes
are events that are particularly devastating to users of the transportation system, especially vulnerable
users like bicyclists and pedestrians. The Area Plan Commission will continue to partner with other
government agencies to identify high-crash corridors, and fund projects that will mitigate crashes.
Autonomous vehicles are an exciting new technology that can potentially benefit many different groups of
people. Because autonomous vehicles are an emerging technology, it is unclear how they will impact
transportation infrastructure needs. As this technology continues to develop, communication and
coordination between government entities and the private sector will be paramount. The Area Plan
Commission of Tippecanoe County will continue to monitor progress in this technology, and future plans
will address these issues in more detail.
Shared micromobility (often referred to simply as “micromobility”) is an emerging method of travel that is
a polarizing transportation issue in Tippecanoe County. Since e-scooters were first deployed in Tippecanoe
County in 2018, new ordinances have been enacted to regulate their operation. The Area Plan Commission
of Tippecanoe County will continue to monitor this emerging technology, and work with other government
entities to ensure that micromobility devices are properly regulated and do not infringe on the rights of
other users of the transportation network.
This plan strives to improve the network of non-motorized facilities throughout our community. This plan
focuses on accessing key destinations and connecting gaps between existing facilities. This will be
accomplished by continuing to reserve at least 10% of this community’s Federal Surface Transportation
Program funds for non-motorized projects and following the MPO’s Complete Streets Policy and other
plans.
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Future Work

To continue the approach of performance-based planning, the Area Plan Commission will work with other
local government agencies to collect, catalog, and analyze data. Data items related to environmental
sustainability and resilience will be important for this community. Traffic count data and crash data will also
continue to be collected and analyzed.
The Area Plan Commission will also continue to closely monitor funding opportunities, including
applications for grant funding. Work will continue with the local government engineers to evaluate this
community’s ever-changing transportation needs, and choose appropriate projects to finance.
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Appendix 1: INDOT Safety Performance Measures
When the FAST act was passed, it required state DOTs to develop safety performance measures and targets
every year. MPOs are required to either agree with those targets or to set their own targets.
The MPO participates in the development of INDOT’s safety performance measures through the MPO
Council. The MPO Council has a committee that works with INDOT on setting safety performance measure
targets. MPOs around the state have all decided to agree with INDOT’s safety targets.
The letters below are examples of letters sent by the Area Plan Commission that concur with INDOT’s
performance measures. Similar letters are drafted and taken to the MPO Policy Board for approval each
time the performance measures are updated by INDOT.
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Appendix 2: Assumptions for 2050 Socioeconomic Forecasts
To develop a metropolitan transportation plan, one of the first steps is to perform socioeconomic analysis
to project population, housing, and employment in Tippecanoe County in 2050. 2018 was used as the base
year for demographic data in this plan. At the time that the socioeconomic analysis for this plan was being
completed, the 2018 ACS data was the most recent dataset available, 2020 Census data was not yet
available. Analysis was completed for dwelling units, vacancy rate, persons per household, persons living in
group quarters, and total employment. The assumptions used in the analysis of each item are detailed in
this appendix.
In 2018, there were 77,827 dwelling units in Tippecanoe County. Using building permit data, that number
was updated to 81,021 units in 2020. Building permit data also showed that from 2010 to 2019, there were
993 new units per year on average. Historically, growth has been a little lower in Tippecanoe County. In the
2045 MTP, an increase of 750 units per year was used. Because this number is closer to the historical growth
patterns that have been seen in Tippecanoe County, an increase of 800 dwelling units per year was used
for this plan.
In 2018, the vacancy rate was 8.38%. This is higher than the average historical vacancy rate. The analysis in
this plan assumes the vacancy rate will gradually decrease and then level out. The vacancy rate is assumed
to be 8% from 2020 to 2025, 7.8% from 2026 to 2030, and 7.5% from 2031 to 2050.
In 2018, there were 2.4 persons per household. Trend projection indicates that this number is likely to
continue to slightly decrease. The plan assumes that there were 2.4 persons per household in 2020, 2.39
persons per household from 2021 to 2030, and 2.38 persons per household from 2031 to 2050.
For group quarters housing, ACS data was not available for 2018, but it was available for 2017. In 2017,
there were 15,984 people in group quarters housing (according to ACS table B26001). In 2020, the plan
assumes that this number has grown to 17,484 (primarily due to an increase in student housing provided
by Purdue University). After this increase, the plan assumes that there will be slow growth for group
quarters population, with slightly more growth near the end of this plan’s life cycle. The plan assumes that
group quarter population will increase by 31 people per year from 2021 to 2030, and then increase by 86
people per year from 2031 to 2050.
In 2018, there were 114,371 jobs in Tippecanoe County. This information was primarily taken from
InfoGroup. However, InfoGroup does not have very reliable farm employment data. The farm employment
data in this plan was projected using Bureau of Economic Analysis data. To project future employment
growth, this plan uses the number of households and the rate of jobs per household. This plan uses a
constant rate of 1.44 jobs per household for the life of the plan.
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Appendix 3: Project Descriptions
Lafayette:
Park East Boulevard is a north/south Major Collector that will eventually connect South Street to SR

38. Only one segment remains to be constructed and it is between McCarty Lane and Haggerty
Lane. The new road will consist of four travel lanes to match the existing segments. A trail will be
constructed on one side and a sidewalk on the other. This project is currently in the TIP.

South 9th Street is a Minor Arterial north of Veterans Memorial Par kway and a Major

Collector south of VM P. Four sections are identified for improvements. North of Beck Lane to
Owen Street, the improvements consist of increasing the road capacity and complete street
improvements. This section has been divided into two projects, with the first between Owen Street and
Teal Road and the second between Teal Road and Beck Lane. South of Twyckenham Boulevard, the
proposed improvements are different and involve reconstructing the road and including pedestrian and
bicycle amenities. Like the northern section, this section is divided into two projects with the first from
Twyckenham Boulevard to Veterans Memorial Parkway and the second from Veterans Memorial Parkway
to CR 430S.

36th Street north of South Street is a Major Collector. It is a corridor of heavy commercial and light

industrial uses with deteriorating pavement that needs reconstruction. The City reconstructed a section
of the road from 1,300 feet north of South Street to Union Street. The proposed improvements involve
reconstructing the remaining portion to South Street.

Poland Hill Road from Teal Road (US 52) to Beck Lane is a Major Collector that is a narrow two-lane road
with no curbs, shoulders, or sidewalks. It also has several engineering challenges. It will be reconstructed
to an urban cross-section with sidewalks.
Beck Lane from Old US 231 to Poland Hill Road is a Major Collector and needs to be upgraded from a

rural design to urban cross-section. A trail will be constructed on one side with a sidewalk on the other.
Transit and bus stop improvements will be included.

South 18th Street is a Minor Arterial and the section from Teal Road (US 52) to Brady Lane needs to be

reconstructed. The project includes capacity improvements and a complete street design with a sidewalk
and new trail.

Veterans Memorial Parkway is a Principal Arterial from US 231 to SR 38, and a Minor Arterial from SR 38
to SR 26. Three sections of the road need to be widened to four travel lanes to match the existing four
lane sections. Widening is needed from US 52 to SR 38, Haggerty to SR 26, and from US 231 to 9th Street.
All sections need to be upgraded to an urban cross section with a sidewalk and trail.
South Street, I-65 to Sagamore Parkway South Street is a principal arterial from I-65 to Sagamore Parkway
and a gateway into our community. Because of its importance, the corridor has been improved several
times. In 2012, INDOT transferred jurisdiction of South Street from the Wabash River to I-65 to Lafayette.
South Street between Sagamore Parkway and I-65 experiences significant congestion, crashes, and delay.
It is targeted for widening to six travel lanes and needs sidewalks on both sides of the road.
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South Street, Market Place Drive to Park East Boulevard This section of South Street often experiences
congestion due to a large number of traffic signals and closely spaced access drives. Widening to six lanes
is recommended.
South Street, Main Street to Earl Avenue The section from Main Street to Earl Avenue is a Minor Arterial
and will be reconstructed to improve congestion and capacity. Left turn lanes could be incorporated at
key intersections with sidewalks on both sides.
Hamman Drive is a dead-end street that is located between Sagamore Parkway and Farabee Drive. Two
improvements are recommended. The first involves reconstructing the existing street and the second
involves extending the street with a new connection to Kossuth Street. The new road will be two travel
lanes and constructed to an urban cross-section with pedestrian, bicycle and transit amenities.
Main Street from 18th Street to McCarty Lane is a Minor Arterial and a principal arterial east of Earl.
Congestion, capacity, and complete streets improvements are needed, particularly east of 22nd Street.
Concord Road from Teal Road to Maple Point Drive is a minor arterial that needs to be improved to an
urban cross-section with complete street provisions for pedestrians and bicyclists.
Old US 231 is a Minor Arterial that needs to be improved to an urban cross-section with sidewalks from US
52 to Beck Lane.
South Beck Lane is a Major Collector with two sections needing improvements. The section between the

CSX Railroad tracks and Old Romney Road has deteriorating pavement that needs to be reconstructed. The
section between US 52 and Old US 231 needs to be improved to an urban cross-section.

Ortman Lane i s a M a j o r C o l l e c t o r t h a t will be upgraded to an urban cross section with a trail on
one side and sidewalk on the other.

South Beck Lane is a Major Collector with two sections needing improvements. Between the CSX railroad

tracks and Old Romney Road, the section needs to be reconstructed because of the deteriorated concrete
pavement. The section between US 52 and Old US 231 needs widening and reconstruction to an urban
cross-section. Both projects will have trail and sidewalk.

Kossuth Street will be extended to Fortune Drive. This will improve traffic circulation of other roads in that

area by providing a new connection. It will reduce congestion on those roads by moving traffic to Kossuth
Street.

Traffic Signal upgrade is needed for all signals that have not already been upgraded and become part of

the Advanced Traffic Management System. Equipment and software upgrades need to be made on a
routine basis.

West Lafayette
Soldiers Home Road is a Minor Arterial that needs improvement in three sections. From Sagamore

Parkway to Kalberer Road, the road will be reconstructed to an urban cross-section. The section from
Kalberer Road to Broadview Road will not only be reconstructed but the two curves will be realigned.
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From Broadview Road to the city limits, the road improvements involve changing the road from a rural
cross section to an urban cross section. All three projects will be designed as complete streets and include
bike lanes, a trail and a sidewalk.

Lindberg Road between Northwestern Avenue and Salisbury Street is programmed in the TIP and

currently in the engineering design phase. The road is a Major Collector and needs to be improved to a
complete street design to better accommodate pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

Sagamore Parkway Trail will connect the trail on Happy Hollow Road with the trail on the eastbound
bridge over the Wabash River. It is in the TIP, and will be let in the summer of 2022. When Lafayette
completes its trail, it will connect West Lafayette’s trail system to the Wabash Heritage Trail along the
Wabash River in Lafayette.

Cherry Lane from just west of McCormick to Northwestern Avenue is a Major Collector. The project
involves reconstructing the road to a complete streets urban cross-section and will include a trail.

Yeager Road between Sagamore Parkway and Cumberland is a Minor Arterial. This segment will be
reconstructed with a complete streets design that will include a trail and sidewalks.

Northwestern Avenue between Lindberg and Cherry is a Minor Arterial. The road will be reconstructed to
a complete streets design that will include a trail and sidewalks.

CR 75E from Soldiers Home Road to CR 500N is a Major Collector. The project will improve this section
to an urban cross-section with a trail and sidewalk.

CR 425N is a Major Collector and a new road that will serve a growing residential area. It will connect
Soldiers Home Road to Salisbury Road and ultimately to Yeager Road.

Cumberland Ave. Phase 4 is from Blue Ivy Lane to Sagamore Parkway. It is a Minor Arterial. It will be

widened to four lanes to match the recently constructed Cumberland Avenue to the west. The project
will include improvements to the intersection of Sagamore Parkway and be designed as a complete street.

North River Road from Robinson Street to North of Happy Hollow is a Minor Arterial that needs to be
widened. Turning lanes will also be needed to accommodate the high number of turning vehicles.

Stadium Avenue at Grant Street is a Minor Arterial and the intersection is a bottleneck. The current doglegged intersection needs to be redesigned so that Stadium Avenue is aligned on both sides of Grant Street.

Salisbury Street from Kalberer Road to the City Limits is a Minor Arterial that needs to be reconstructed to
a complete streets urban cross-section.

South River Road from US 52/US 231 to the City Limits is a rural design Minor Arterial that needs to be
reconstructed with a complete streets design and an urban cross-section.

Newman Road is a Local Road from Allison Road to South River Road that needs to be reconstructed with
a complete streets design and an urban cross-section.

Westmoreland Drive is a Minor Arterial that needs to be extended into an area experiencing growing
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residential development.

Traffic Signal Coordination is a high priority and will interconnect as many traffic signals as possible. West

Lafayette has assumed ownership and maintenance responsibility for many signals as a part of the
relinquishment agreement with INDOT. Equipment and software upgrades will need to be made on a
routine basis.

Tippecanoe County
Yeager Road is a Major Collector that needs to be realigned and reconstructed with a complete streets

design and an urban cross-section (including a sidewalk and trail). The realignment includes removal of
some 90-degree turns. This project is in the TIP.

Morehouse Road is a Major Collector that needs to be realigned and reconstructed with a complete
streets design and an urban cross-section (including a trail). This project is in the TIP.

Klondike Road is a Major Collector from Lindberg to SR 26 that needs to be reconstructed to an urban
cross-section (including a sidewalk and trail).
Lindberg Road is a Minor Arterial between Klondike Road and SR 26 that needs to be reconstructed to an
urban cross-section (including a trail and sidewalk).

South 9th Street, South 18th Street and Concord Road are all classified as Minor Arterials and are all being
improved by the City of Lafayette to improve north-south traffic circulation. Concord Road north of
Veterans Memorial Parkway has been improved and the engineering work on South 18th Street from
Veterans Memorial to Wea Ridge Middle School is currently underway. The county will continue these
improvements to the south. South 9th and South 18th Street will get improvements to CR 510S. On
Concord Road, the improvements continue to the south to CR 600S.
The roads will be widened to four travel lanes with an urban design standard. Improvements to Concord
Road will be built in at least two phases. The first phase is from Veterans Memorial Parkway to CR 450S
and the second phase from CR 450S to CR 600S.

CR 450S & CR 430S are in an industrial growth area which is just south of the City of Lafayette. The area
between US 52 and New Castle Road will be improved, and the improvements will provide better freight
movement and access to adjacent land uses.

CR 400S is also located in the industrial growth area where the portions of CR 450S and CR 430 have been
reconstructed. The section targeted for reconstruction is from US 52 to New Castle Road.

CR 500S is a Minor Arterial between Old US 231 and US 231 needs to be widened to four travel lanes with
urban design standards (including a sidewalk and trail).

CR 375S & CR 400S are local roads that need improvements target east-west traffic circulation between

Newcastle Road and Dayton Road. A new road will be built connecting this corridor to CR 350S. The
existing road to the east will then be reconstructed with wider shoulders. The road is classified as a local
road.
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CR 150W is a Major Collector from 500 N to 600 N that needs to be reconstructed with a complete

streets design and an urban cross-section (including a sidewalk and trail) to match the newly
reconstructed Yeager Road section.

Safety Improvements in the following areas are in the TIP and are currently being designed. They are
programed to use federal safety funds
• Pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements in the area of McCutcheon High School and
Mayflower Elementary School
• CR 400E at Clegg Gardens (curve correction and crossing improvements)
• CR 50W at 600N (intersection improvement, both a signal and roundabout are being considered)
North 9th Street Trail The Wabash Heritage Multi-Use Trail is currently the longest trail in Tippecanoe

County. Bicycling along the trail is prohibited between Sagamore Parkway and the Battlefield Historic
Landmark. This project is a new multi-use trail that would parallel North 9th Street that will begin at the
trail just south of Sagamore Parkway and continue northward to Swisher Road. Another trail project along
Swisher Road would connect the North 9th Street trail to the trail system at Prophetstown State Park.

Rural to Urban Conversion Projects. There are 18 projects designated as rural to urban conversions. These
county roads currently have a rural design with no paved shoulders and ditches for drainage. They are
located on the edge of the built-up urban area. An urban design standard is recommended to reflect the
existing and anticipated land uses. This design will include curb and enclosed drainage. Depending on the
location, provision for pedestrian and bicyclists will be included. The sections of county roads proposed
for urban conversions are as follows:
County Road
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
CR 350N
CR 500N
CR 500N
CR 600N
CR 50W
CR 500E
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 430S (trail)
CR 430S (trail)
CR 450S (trail)
CR 500S
CR 600S
Soldiers Home Road
Jackson Highway

Location
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
Morehouse Road to City Limits
North River Road to CR 50W
CR 50W to Relocated US 231
Morehouse Road to CR 75E
WL City Limits to north of CR 600N
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
South 18th Street to Concord Road
South 18th Street to South 9th Street
Concord Road to US 52
Old US 231 to CR 150E
Wea School Road to US 52
City Limits to North River Road
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary

Rural Improvement Projects. Tippecanoe County has an extensive network of rural roads. Care and
maintenance of these roads are handled through its annual pavement program.
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Recommended

improvements range from significant resurfacing to reconstruction. Improvements include widening
shoulders, better accommodation for bicyclists, drainage improvements, and other upgrades. The
sections of county roads proposed for rural improvements are as follows:
County Road
CR 700W
CR 925W
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 975E
Division Road
East County Line Road
Jackson Highway
Morehouse Road
CR 800 S
CR 800 S

Location
SR 25 to Division Road
SR 26 to CR 350N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
US 52 to CR 1300S
CR 700W to County Line Road
SR 25 to SR 26
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
CR 600N to County Line
SR 26 to US 231
US 231 to US 52

Battle Ground
Main Street from SR 225 to High School Avenue has deteriorated pavement and sidewalks and severe
drainage problems that need to be corrected.
CR 600N from SR 43 to Prophets Rock Road currently has deteriorated pavement. There are no shoulders,

sidewalks, or trails. Adding these elements will create better connectivity for non-motorized
transportation in Battle Ground.

Prophets Rock Road from CR 600N to Railroad Street currently has deteriorated pavement. There are no
shoulders, sidewalks, or trails. Adding these elements will create better connectivity for non-motorized
transportation in Battle Ground.

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown State Park has its main entrance on Swisher Road. Swisher Road currently ends at North 9th

Street, meaning that access to the park is very circuitous for traffic from Interstate 65, North 9th Street,
and North River Road. The Prophetstown State Park Master Plan recommends a new road connecting
North River Road (SR 43) to North 9th Street at the intersection of Swisher Road. This would give more
direct access to traffic coming from Interstate 65, North 9th Street, and North River Road. The new road
would be constructed as a local road and have a trail on one side.

Recommended Projects (Unfunded)
There are many projects that this plan recommends that do not have a sponsoring jurisdiction or a
committed funding source identified. These projects are still important to improve transportation in this
community, so they are included if new funding sources become available. Most projects on the list
involve preservation or increasing capacity either by widening intersection approaches, adding
lanes/turn lanes or new construction.
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SR 38 in Dayton was reconstructed in 2011. For several reasons, the project’s eastern terminus was

moved and a portion of the road was not rebuilt. This project completes the improvements through
the town and the road will be reconstructed with an urban cross-section.

US 52 from US 231 to 26th Street in Lafayette will be reconstructed with an urban cross-section, but it

will not be a complete streets project. There are several sections without sidewalks.

Northern Corridor Connection was a part of the first transportation plan in 1978. This proposed connection
runs north from the intersection of US 231 and Sagamore Parkway to a new interchange on I-65 and then
continues to a new interchange at SR 43. These improvements will be split into two projects. In 2019,
INDOT partnered with APC to start evaluating this connection to a new interchange on I-65. This current
phase of this study, the Greater Lafayette Northern Connectivity Study, utilizes the Planning and
Environmental Linkage process. According to INDOT’s website, “Planning-Environment Linkage (PEL) is
an approach to performing planning studies that allows decisions made in planning to be carried forward
into the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process. Without PEL, these decisions usually need to
be revisited in order to be valid in NEPA. This results in a repetition of efforts which translates into
additional project development time and expense. PEL generally requires that decisions made during
planning receive public involvement and resource agency coordination in order to be brought into
NEPA.”
Road widening As traffic increases, there is a need to add new lanes to roads to allow traffic to continue

to move in an efficient manner. Additional lanes can also allow additional space for vehicles to continue
to travel when a crash disrupts traffic on part of the road.
Road
Interstate 65
Interstate 65
Interstate 65
Interstate 65
US 231
SR 43
SR 26

Location
East County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New Interchange
New Interchange to North County Line
CR 500 S to South County Line
CR 725 N to North County Line
CR 900 E to East County Line

Interstate 65 is the most significant road in the county carrying more vehicles than any other road and
has significant truck volumes. To facilitate the movement of traffic, existing interchanges must be
improved, and new interchanges need to be added.
Three interchange projects are recommended. The interchange at SR 43 has safety issues. This plan
recommends a traffic signal at the northbound ramps. Traffic forecasts show that the interchange with SR
25 will experience capacity issues by 2045, so an improved interchange is recommended. The last
recommendation is for a new interchange to accommodate the new Northern Corridor Connection.
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US 52 (Special US 52) is a principal arterial in West Lafayette and is currently being reconstructed. INDOT
currently owns this road, but there are ongoing talks to relinquish o w n e r s h i p o f t h e r o a d
to West Lafayette.
This plan remaining recommends the following improvements to Special US 52:
-Klondike Road to Morehouse Road should be reconstructed to an urban cross-section
(including curbs, sidewalks, and enclosed drainage.) Raised landscaped medians were
recommended.
-Morehouse Road to Yeager Road experiences some of the heaviest congestion in the Special US
52 corridor, so additional lanes are recommended. Reconstruction to an urban cross-section is
also recommended.
-Yeager Road to Nighthawk Drive has several bottlenecks where traffic queues up. Median Uturns (also called Michigan Left Turns) or other similar measures are recommended to address
safety and capacity issues at several intersections. This strategy is anticipated to alleviate the
bottlenecks and eliminate the need for widening Special US 52. Drainage issues also need to
be addressed in this section.
-The Northwestern Avenue bridge over SP 52 is nearing the end of its life expectancy. An
alternative to rebuilding the bridge is to construct a new intersection, which could be either a
signalized intersection or a roundabout.

US 52/Teal Rd is a corridor that needs several improvements. Intersection improvements are
recommended at the intersection with Sagamore Parkway. These improvements would increase the
capacity of the intersection and make it safer for all users. There are also several sections where complete
streets improvements are recommended to make the road safer for all users. These sections are listed in
the following table:
Road
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Location
4th Street to Elston Rd
9th Street to 4th Street
26th Street to US 52

SR 38 (New Road) Traffic studies have indicated that a new road between US 52 and SR 38 would improve
traffic flow in the community. This road would be an extension of the existing SR 38.

SR 26 f r o m C R 9 0 0 E t o t h e C o u n t y L i n e needs rural improvements. These improvements

include widening shoulders, better accommodation for bicyclists, drainage improvements, and other
upgrades.

US 52 at CR 400 S and CR 450 S are intersections with medians. To improve safety and capacity, including
left turn lanes in the median is recommended.
SR 25 a t C R 1 0 0 W a n d C R 3 7 5 W a r e i n t e r s e c t i o n s t h a t c a n b e b o t t l e n e c k s .
The recommended improvements to these intersections would improve traffic flow in the community.

Private Development:
Some road improvements in this plan will be constructed by private developers. These improvements are
in future growth areas. No specific construction schedule is available because they are dependent on when
those growth areas develop. All will be constructed as new roads.
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Five projects are planned for Lafayette’s east side and will form a grid road system. The area is bounded by
South Street, I-65, SR 38 and Creasy Lane. All these new roads will be classified as Collectors. These projects
include:
-An East-West road from the end of St. Francis Drive east to Park East Boulevard
-An East-West road from Park East Boulevard to Commerce Drive
-An East-West road from Commerce Drive to Veterans Memorial Parkway
-Commerce Drive from its current terminus to McCarty Lane
-Commerce Drive from McCarty Lane to the new East-West Road
Further to the east, near Wyandotte Elementary School two new projects are planned. These projects will
create a new commercial node at Stable Drive and McCarty Lane. Stable Drive northwest of McCarty Lane
is classified as a Collector, and to the southeast it is classified as a Local Road. The two projects are:
-Stable Drive from CR 550E to McCarty Lane
-Stable Drive from McCarty Lane to CR 650E
To the south of Lafayette, a new East-West road will be built connecting US 231 to US 52. There will also
be several new roads constructed between US 231 and CR 100E to better serve forecasted development
in that area. One other new road will be constructed that will extend CR 500S to Wea School Road. All of
these projects will be classified as Local Roads (except CR 600S which will be classified as a Collector).
The projects include:
-CR 500S from Wea School Road to Concord Road
-CR 550S from US 231 to CR 100E
-N-S Collector (Wea) from CR 550S to CR 600S
-CR 600S from US 231 to CR 250E
West Lafayette’s north side is a growing area and two new collector roads are recommended to create a
grid system to service the area. The projects include a North-South collector from where Westmoreland
ends to CR 500N, and an East-West collector from Soldiers Home Road to ultimately Yeager Road. West
Lafayette has decided to include some of these improvements in the 2045MTP.
The final development-oriented road project is in a growth area, but it is a stand-alone project. It will be
classified as collector road. This project is Yost Drive from SR 38 to CR 375S.
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Appendix 4: Methodology for Project Selection
Selecting and prioritizing transportation projects is a process that requires coordination with both planning
partners and the public. This process results in several project lists, sorted by the jurisdiction that is
sponsoring the project. (See Section 7).
To accomplish this coordination, several methods were used. To reach out to members of the public, APC
used public surveys, public meetings, and stakeholder meetings. To reach out to planning partners, APC
consulted with local government engineers and planning partners. More detail about each element of this
coordination is given in the remainder of this appendix.

Public Survey (Distributed on Social Media)
Staff created and distributed a survey that received 243 responses. The survey had 9 total questions.
Respondents were asked about locations for new road projects, new trails, new sidewalks, new bike lanes,
and locations where maintenance is needed on the existing transportation network.

Public Meetings (CPC)
APC consulted with the Citizens Participation Committee about potential transportation projects. This
included some members of the CPC volunteering to be part of the stakeholder meetings.

Stakeholder meetings
To get input on locations where bicycle and pedestrian projects might be beneficial to the community, APC
held two separate stakeholder meetings. Stakeholders were asked about areas of the community that
would benefit from bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure. Comments from stakeholders were recorded.

Consultation with local government engineers
The local government engineers reviewed the project list from the 2045 MTP. Based on this review, projects
were added and removed, and cost estimates were updated. This process created an updated project list.
Projects from this updated list were then evaluated and prioritized as part of the process of creating the
lists of funded projects. (See Section 7 and Appendix 6 for more detail about project prioritization.)

Consultation with Planning Partners
APC staff held a coordination meeting with INDOT, FHWA, and FTA on January 28, 2022. One of the topics
discussed at this meeting was the INDOT project list. (See Section 7). At this meeting, INDOT staff requested
that only committed projects would be included in the INDOT project list. INDOT staff sent this list of
committed projects on March 23, 2022.
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Appendix 5: Methodology for Calculating Project Costs
A multistep process was used to estimate individual road project costs.
1) Cost estimates for new projects that were not included in the 2045 MTP were obtained from the FY
2022-2026 Transportation Improvement Program, or from the sponsoring jurisdiction engineer if they were
not included in the Transportation Improvement Program.
2) Costs for Projects that were included in the 2045 MTP were updated for inflation after consulting with
the sponsoring jurisdiction engineer.
Once project costs were determined, APC created an estimate of available funding. When the FY 20222026 TIP was created, it estimated a total of $4,895,578 in federal funding per fiscal year in FY 2023, 2024,
2025 and 2026. ($4,077,538 in STBG funds, $587,045 in HSIP funds, and $230,995 in TA funds.) When the
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) was passed, it increased the amount of federal funding
available to states, which increased the amount of federal funding that MPOs can allocate. In FY 2022,
Tippecanoe County received an additional $1,020,799 from the IIJA. Adding this same amount in IIJA
funding in FY 2023 gives Tippecanoe County a total of $5,916,377 in federal funding for FY 2023.
Figure 79 shows the total amount of federal-aid highway funding from 2016 to 2026. These funding
amounts are taken from the FAST Act, the continuing resolution passed for the FAST Act, and the IIJA.
Figure 79: Federal-Aid Highway Program Funding
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Using this data, the percentage difference can be calculated. To calculate percentage difference, the
following formula was used:
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Percentage difference= [(a-b)/((a+b)/2)]*100.
In this case, “a” is the federal funding available in FY 2026, and “b” is the federal funding available in 2016.
This gives a percentage difference of approximately 35.4%. For the 11 years considered, this gives an
average annual percentage difference of about 3.22%.
To estimate the total federal funding available over the life of this plan, the estimate of $5,916,377 in
federal funding was used for FY 2023 to 2026. For every year after that, an increase of 3% per year was
applied. Table 51 shows the federal funding that will be available for each fiscal year when this method is
used. This method shows that Tippecanoe County will receive approximately $233,450,000 in Federal-aid
highway funds over the life of the 2050 MTP.
Table 51: Federal Funding by Fiscal Year
Fiscal Year
Estimated Federal Funding
2023
$
5,916,377
2024
$
5,916,377
2025
$
5,916,377
2026
$
5,916,377
2027
$
6,093,868
2028
$
6,276,684
2029
$
6,464,985
2030
$
6,658,934
2031
$
6,858,702
2032
$
7,064,464
2033
$
7,276,397
2034
$
7,494,689
2035
$
7,719,530
2036
$
7,951,116
2037
$
8,189,649
2038
$
8,435,339
2039
$
8,688,399
2040
$
8,949,051
2041
$
9,217,523
2042
$
9,494,048
2043
$
9,778,870
2044
$
10,072,236
2045
$
10,374,403
2046
$
10,685,635
2047
$
11,006,204
2048
$
11,336,390
2049
$
11,676,482
2050
$
12,026,776
Total
$
233,455,884

Cumulative Federal Funding Available
$
5,916,377
$
11,832,754
$
17,749,131
$
23,665,508
$
29,759,376
$
36,036,061
$
42,501,046
$
49,159,980
$
56,018,682
$
63,083,146
$
70,359,543
$
77,854,233
$
85,573,763
$
93,524,879
$
101,714,528
$
110,149,867
$
118,838,266
$
127,787,317
$
137,004,840
$
146,498,888
$
156,277,758
$
166,349,994
$
176,724,397
$
187,410,032
$
198,416,236
$
209,752,626
$
221,429,108
$
233,455,884
---
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Appendix 6: Project Scoring
To evaluate how projects in this plan compare to the goals in this plan, a scoring matrix was employed.
Each project was evaluated with this scoring matrix. The scoring matrix contains the objectives for each
goal, and if a project meets that objective, it receives a point. The total number of points for all objectives
is added up for a project, giving the project an overall score. Due to space constraints, the objectives are
given a letter code, which allows for easier display in this appendix. Tables 52 through 60 show the letter
codes for each objective.
Table 52: Objective Letter Codes (1)
Goal: Improve Safety for All Users
Objectives
Identify and rebuild high crash intersections
Construct more trails and sidewalks
Add bus stops and bus pull-offs to give people a safe
place to wait for the bus
Add signage or signals (where appropriate) to improve
traffic and pedestrian safety
Work with law enforcement to develop strategies to
reduce speeding problems and crashes

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C
D
E

Table 53: Objective Letter Codes (2)
Goal: Enhance Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users
Objectives
Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
Add sidewalk ramps where they are missing to make A
sidewalks accessible for all users
Repair and maintain sidewalks to eliminate trip hazards B
Add pedestrian crossing signals or similar regulatory C
measures to ensure safe road crossings for all users
Make bus stops accessible for all users
D
Table 54: Objective Letter Codes (3)
Goal: Improve, Expand, and Connect Sidewalks, Trails and Bike Lanes
Objectives
Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
Construct sidewalks along major roads and near A
popular destinations to allow for longer trips on the
sidewalk network
Connect existing trails to each other to allow for longer B
trips on the trail network
Construct sidewalks in neighborhoods where they are C
missing to allow for travel within the neighborhood
Add bicycle lanes on existing streets to allow for longer D
trips on public roadways
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Table 55: Objective Letter Codes (4)
Goal: Improve Infrastructure Resilience
Objectives
Emphasize maintenance of existing roads over new
construction
Install green infrastructure to improve drainage and
reduce flooding impacts to roads and bridges
Strategically construct and reconstruct roads to avoid
disruptions to transportation in the event of a natural
or man-made disaster
Table 56: Objective Letter Codes (5)
Goal: Improve and Expand Transit Service
Objectives
Make bus stops accessible to all users
Add more bus routes
Increase the number of bus shelters
Increase the hours when bus service is available
Add passenger rail service to major cities (Chicago,
Indianapolis, Cincinnati)

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C
D
E

Table 57: Objective Letter Codes (6)
Goal: Improve the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability
Objectives
Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
Improve storm drainage along streets
A
Plant more street trees and other non-invasive B
vegetation to improve the urban environment
Install refueling stations for electric or other hybrid C
vehicles
Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles
D
Table 58: Objective Letter Codes (7)
Goal: Reduce Traffic Congestion on Roads
Objectives
Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow
within the community
Construct new connections between major roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate regional
traffic
Increase alternative transportation options
Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles

181

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C
D
E

Table 59: Objective Letter Codes (8)
Goal: Improve Regional Infrastructure
Objectives
Widen Interstate 65 to 6 lanes from Indianapolis to
Chicago
Construct new connections between major roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Construct roads that reduce travel times for through
trips
Table 60: Objective Letter Codes (9)
Goal: Improve Delivery of Freight and Goods
Objectives
Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow
within the community
Construct new connections between major roads
(examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland, Park East between South St and SR 38)
Solve truck delivery issues to reduce disruption to
traffic and improve safety
Create pull-offs or zones for ride sharing and
food/package delivery
Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate freight
traffic

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C

Letter Code in Scoring Matrix
A
B
C
D
E

The total score for each project is in Table 61. The scoring matrices, broken down by goal, are in Tables 62
through 70.
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Table 61: Total Score
Project

Location

Type of Improvement

Score

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

12
17
9
5
15
11
14
5
12
18
17
14
8
16
8
10
11
9
9
12
14
17
10
6
8

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban

11
13
4
12
13
14
5
5
13
11
7
7
4
11

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits

West Lafayette
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Project
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Location
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

Score
12
12
2
11

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.

13
12
6
7
13
11
7
4
5
5
13
13
12
5
11
12
11
3
3
4
11
3
3
3
11
11
11
11
6
11
11
3
3
3
11
12
6

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
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Project
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

Score
11
11
11
11
11
3
3
3

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

9
10
10

New Road

4

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

13
18
5
7
7
7
7
5
11
3
19
19
19
6
6
12
5
6
12
6
6
6
15
12
12
11

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned

Private Development
185

Project
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 62: Safety
Project

Location
CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

Score
4
4
4
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

A
New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

Improve Safety for All Users
B
C
D
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
186

E

1
1

1

Project

Location

Improve Safety for All Users

Type of Improvement

West Lafayette
Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

187

1
1

Project
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Improve Safety for All Users

Type of Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd

1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban

1

1
1
1
188

1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1

1
1

Project
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Location
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Type of Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1

Improve Safety for All Users
1
1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1

1
1
1
1

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 63: Accessibility
Project

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

Enhance Transp. Options/Accessibility
A
B
C
D

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane

1

1

1

1

1
1
1

1
1
189

1
1

Project
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

Location
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd

Enhance Transp. Options/Accessibility
1
1

Type of Improvement
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1

1

1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1

1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail

1
1

1
1

West Lafayette

Tippecanoe County

1
1

190

1
1
1

1
1

Project
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Enhance Transp. Options/Accessibility

Type of Improvement
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1

Town of Battle Ground
1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
191

1
1
1

1
1
1

Project
Prophetstown Park

Location
N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Enhance Transp. Options/Accessibility

Type of Improvement
New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

192

1
1

1

1

1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1

1

1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1

1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1

Table 64: Sidewalks
Project

Location

Improve, Expand & Connect Sidewalks
A
B
C
D
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1

1

1

1
1

1
1
1

West Lafayette
1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban

1
1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
193

1
1

1
1

1

Project
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Location
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd

Improve, Expand & Connect Sidewalks
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1

1

Tippecanoe County
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.

1
1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1

1

1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1

194

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1
1
1

1

1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1

Project

Location

CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Improve, Expand & Connect Sidewalks
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

Town of Battle Ground
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1

1

1

1
1
1
1

Private Development
195

Project
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 65: Resilience
Project

Location
CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

Improve, Expand & Connect Sidewalks

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

Improve Resilience
A
B
C
1

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1
1
1

1

1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1

West Lafayette
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Project
Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Location
Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N

Improve Resilience

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1

1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Tippecanoe County
1

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement

1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
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Project

Location

CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

Improve Resilience

Type of Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Town of Battle Ground
1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

1
1
1

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
New Road

1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr

1

1
1
1
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Project
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Location
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Improve Resilience

Type of Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 66: Transit
Project

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement

A

Improve/Expand Transit Service
B
C
D

1

1

1

1

1

1

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
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E

Project
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

Location
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Improve/Expand Transit Service

Type of Improvement
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1

West Lafayette
Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail

200

1

Project
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Improve/Expand Transit Service

Type of Improvement
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

New Road
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Project

Location

Improve/Expand Transit Service

Type of Improvement

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

Private Development
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

202

1
1

Table 67: Climate Sustainability
Project

Location

Promote Climate Sustainability
A
B
C
D
1
1

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

1

1
1
1
1

West Lafayette
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
203

1

Project
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Location
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Promote Climate Sustainability

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1
1
1

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd

1
1

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
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Project
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Promote Climate Sustainability

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1
1
1
1

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1

1

1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1

1

1
1
1
1

Private Development
205

1
1
1

Project
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 68: Reduce Congestion
Project

Location
CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

Promote Climate Sustainability

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

A
New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

206

Reduce Traffic Congestion
B
C
D
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

E

Project

Location

Reduce Traffic Congestion

Type of Improvement

West Lafayette
Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement

1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

1

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
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1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

Project
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Type of Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Reduce Traffic Congestion
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

1
1

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd

1

New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban

1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
208

1
1

1
1

Project
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Location
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Type of Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Reduce Traffic Congestion
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Table 69: Regional Infrastructure
Project

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Location

New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement

Regional Infrastructure
A
B
C
1

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26

New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane

1
1
209

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

Project
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

Location
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Regional Infrastructure
1

Type of Improvement
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1

West Lafayette
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1
1

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail

210

1

Project
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Regional Infrastructure

Type of Improvement
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1

1

1
1

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
211

1

Project
Prophetstown Park

Location
N River Rd to North 9th

Regional Infrastructure
1

Type of Improvement
New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1

Private Development
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road

212

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Table 70: Freight and Goods
Project

Location

Type of Improvement

Lafayette
Park East Blvd
South St
South 9th St
36th St
Beck Ln
Poland Hill Rd
Beck Ln
McCarty Ln
South 18th St
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
South St
South 9th St
Main St
Hamman St
South St
Concord Rd
South 9th St
South 9th St
Old US 231
South Beck Ln
Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Ortman Ln
Kossuth St
Hamman St

McCarty Ln to Haggerty Ln
I-65 to Sagamore Pkwy
Twyckenham Blvd to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Union St to South St
CSX RR to Old Romney Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
Old US 231 to Poland Hill Rd
At Main St
Teal Rd to Brady Ln
US 52 to SR 38
Haggerty Ln to SR 26
Marketplace Dr to Park East Blvd
Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 430S
18th St to McCarty Ln
Hamman St to Kossuth St
Main St to Earl Ave
Teal Rd to Maple Point Dr
Owen St to Teal Rd
Teal Rd to Beck Ln
US 52 to Beck Ln
US 52 to Old US 231
US 231 to South 9th St
Old Romney Rd to Old US 231
Kossuth St to Fortune Dr
South St to Hamman St

Soldiers Home Rd
Lindberg Rd
Sagamore Pkwy Trail
Soldiers Home Rd
Cherry Ln
Yeager Rd
CR425N
CR425N
Northwestern Ave
CR 75E
Cumberland Ave
North River Rd
Stadium Ave
Salisbury St

Sagamore Pkwy To Kalberer Rd
Northwestern Ave to Salisbury St
Happy Hollow Rd to Wabash River Bridge
Kalberer Rd to Broadview Rd
McCormick Rd to Northwestern Ave
US 52 to Cumberland Ave
CR 75 at Soldiers Home Rd to Salisbury St
Salisbury St to Yeager Rd
Lindberg Rd to Cherry Ln
Soldiers Home Rd to CR 500N
Blue Ivy Ln to Sagamore Pkwy
Robinson St to DeHart St
At Grant St
Kalberer Rd to City Limits

A
New Road
Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Intersection Improvement
Reconstruction
Four Lane
Four Lane
Six Lane
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Reconstruction
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Four Lane
Rural to Urban
New Connector
Reconstruction

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Improve Delivery of Freight & Goods
B
C
D
1

E
1
1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1

1

1

1

West Lafayette
1
1

Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail Construction
Curve Correction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
New Road
New Road
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Intersection Improvement
Rural to Urban

1
1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
213

1
1

Project
South River Rd
Newman Rd
Westmoreland Dr
Soldiers Home Rd

Location
US 52/231 to City Limits
Allison Rd to South River Rd
Future CR 425 N to CR 500N
Broadview Rd to City Limits

Improve Delivery of Freight & Goods

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
New Road
Rural to Urban

1
1

1
1

1

Tippecanoe County
North Yeager Rd
Morehouse Rd
McCutcheon Ped Safety
CR 50W
CR 150W
CR 600N
CR 450S/430S
North 9th St
South 18th St
South 9th St
CR 450S
CR 430S
CR 430S
Concord Rd
CR 50W
Klondike Rd
Lindberg Rd
Division Rd
CR 700W
Concord Rd
CR 500E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 900E
CR 500N
CR 500N
Soldiers Home Rd
CR 350N
CR 400S
CR 500S
Jackson Highway
Jackson Highway
CR 925W
CR 975E
CR 600S
CR 500S
CR 375S & 400S

WL City Limits to CR 500N
Sagamore Pkwy/SP52 to CR 600N
McCutcheon HS & Mayflower ES
At CR 600N
CR 500 N to CR 600 N
Morehouse Rd to CR 75E
US 52 to New Castle Rd
Sagamore Pkwy to Swisher Rd
CR 430S to CR 510S
CR 430S to CR 510S
Concord Rd to US 52
South 18th to Concord Rd
South 18th to South 9th
S of Veterans Memorial Pkwy to CR 450S
WL City Limits to N of CR 600N
Lindberg Rd to SR 26
Klondike Rd to SR 26
CR 700W to County Line Rd
SR 25 to Division Rd
CR 450S to CR 600S
CR 200N to CR 300N
SR 26 to SR 38
SR 26 to CR 300N
CR 300N to CR 800N
North River Rd to CR 50W
CR 50W to Northern Corridor Connection
City Limits to North River Rd
Morehouse Rd to City Limits
US 52 to New Castle
Old US 231 to CR 150E
SR 26 to Urban Area Boundary
Urban Area Boundary to CR 650W
SR 26 to CR 350N
US 52 to CR 1300S
Wea School Rd to US 52
New US 231 to Old 231
Newcastle Rd to Dayton Rd

1
1

Reconstruction
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Safety Improvements
Safety Improvements
Complete Streets
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Four Lane w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban w/ Trail
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Rural to Urban
Four Lane w/ Trail
New Road / Rural Imp.

1
1
1
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1
1
1
214

Project
CR 550E
CR 600E
CR 200N
CR 300N
CR 300N
East County Line Rd
Morehouse Rd
CR 400E

Location
SR 26 to CR 100N
CR 200N to CR 300N
CR 400E to CR 500E
Old SR 25 to CR 750E
CR 750E to CR 900E
SR 25 to SR 26
CR 600 N to County Line
At Clegg Gardens

Improve Delivery of Freight & Goods

Type of Improvement
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Rural Improvement
Rural Improvement
Safety Improvements

1
1
1
1
1

Town of Battle Ground
Main St
CR 600N
Prophets Rock Rd

SR 225 to High School Ave
SR 43 to Prophets Rock Rd
CR 600N to Railroad St

1
1
1

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Prophetstown Park

N River Rd to North 9th

SR 38
US 52 (Teal Rd)
Northern Corridor Connection
I-65
I-65
I-65
I-65
Northern Corridor Connection
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
Special US 52
US 231
SR 43
Special US 52
I-65
I-65
SR 26
SR 25
SR 26
I-65
SR 38
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd
US 52/Teal Rd

Phase II, east part of Dayton
East of US 231 to East of 26th
US 231/52 to I-65
E County Line to SR 38
North of SR 25 to SR 43
SR 43 to New US 231
New US 231 to North County Line
Interstate 65 to SR 43
At Sagamore Pkwy
At CR 400S & at CR 450S
Klondike Rd to Morehouse Rd
Morehouse Rd to Yeager Rd
Yeager Rd to Nighthawk Dr
CR 500S to South County Line
CR 725N to County Line
At Northwestern Ave
At Northern Corridor Connection
At SR 25
CR 550E to CR 900E
CR 100W and CR 375W
CR 900E to County Line
At SR 43
US 52/Teal Rd to SR 38
4th St to South of Elston Rd
9th St to 4th St
26th St to US 52

1

New Road

Unfunded, No Sponsoring Jurisdiction Assigned
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
New Road
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
Six Lane Widening
New Road Construction
Intersection Improvement
Left Turn Lanes in Median
Rural to Urban
Rural to Urban
Reconstruction
Four Lane Improvement
Four Lane Improvement
Intersection/Bridge Improvement
New Interchange
Interchange Improvement
Four Lane & Super Two
Intersection Improvement
Rural Improvements
Interchange Improvement
New Road
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets
Capacity & Complete Streets

1
1

1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1

Private Development
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Project
Stable Dr
Stable Dr
Yost Dr
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
E-W Collector (Lafayette)
Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr
CR 500S
CR 550S
CR 600S
N-S Collector (County)

Location
CR 50S to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to CR 650E
SR 38 to CR 375S
St. Francis Way to Park East Blvd
Park East to Commerce Dr
Commerce Dr to Veterans Memorial Pkwy
Existing to McCarty Ln
McCarty Ln to E-W Collector
Wea School Rd to CR 250E
US 231 to CR 50E
US 231 to CR 250E
CR 550S to CR 600S

Improve Delivery of Freight & Goods
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Type of Improvement
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
New Road
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Appendix 7: Selection of Projects to Fund
After available funding was determined and projects were scored, APC recommended projects to fund.
The recommended projects are generally the ones with the highest scores, although project cost was also
accounted for. It should be noted that new factors may change the recommendations. Additionally, this
plan only evaluates the overall needs for the community, it does not account for the urgency of certain
transportation needs or how those needs change. Therefore, the projects that are constructed may differ
from what this plan recommends. The Transportation Improvement Program has the most current
information about projects that will be constructed for the next five years. This document is available
online at the Area Plan Commission website. A physical copy can also be obtained by request.
Each jurisdiction got some of the available funding. Tippecanoe County got the largest share of funding
because they have the most road mileage under their jurisdiction. Lafayette got the second largest share,
followed by West Lafayette. APC asked the towns under its jurisdiction (Dayton, Battle Ground, and Clarks
Hill) if they had any projects that would be eligible for federal funding. Battle Ground was the only town
that expressed interest in using federal funding for projects, so this plan recommends some funding for
them as well. Table 71 shows how much funding is allocated to projects in each jurisdiction, including the
percentage of total funding for each jurisdiction.
Table 71: Funding by Jurisdiction
Jurisdiction
Total Funding
Tippecanoe County $ 88,200,000
Lafayette
$ 77,500,000
West Lafayette
$ 64,300,000
Battle Ground
$ 3,000,000
Total
$ 233,000,000

Percentage
37.85%
33.26%
27.60%
1.29%
100.00%

Section 7 shows the full list of all projects considered, the projects this plan recommends funding, and the
projects without funding currently available.
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Appendix 8: Evaluation of Performance Measures in 2045 MTP
Goals and objectives for the Comprehensive Plan for Tippecanoe County were generated through an
extensive effort by the Citizen Participation Committee in 1976. That effort reached hundreds of citizens
and culminated in the adoption of the following goals and objectives that guided the original 1978
Transportation Plan, the 1981 Comprehensive Plan for Tippecanoe County and all subsequent APC plans.
The Citizen Participation Committee updated the following transportation vision and objectives in 2006 and
2011. These objectives were officially adopted in the 2045 MTP as the objectives for that plan.
There are five different possible evaluations for each objective. They are listed below.
Evaluation:
++ Accomplished or significant progress made
+ Progress made
- Minimal progress made
-- No Progress made
? Insufficient data to assess performance

Objectives:
1. Improve Livability, Sustainability, and Active Transportation Options
Install bus stop pads and adjacent sidewalks or trails

Increase the miles of bicycle and pedestrian facilities or
increase population percentage within ½ mile of bike or
pedestrian facility
Adopt policies and procedures that encourage non-motorized
transportation

Increase the number of ADA compliant curb ramps

Increase density of dwelling units or population near: Purdue
campus, CityBus downtown transfer station, and in
developing areas
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CityBus has worked to improve their
amenities at bus stops. APC has coordinated
with them on this effort, including taking a
bus stop inventory.
All jurisdictions in the county have continued
to invest in new trails and create new bicycle
lanes.
A new Thoroughfare Plan with policies that
encourage non-motorized transportation is
being developed. There are also some
changes to the Subdivision Ordinance in the
works that will help with this effort.
Although curb ramp data is available, it is not
currently available from year to year, so it is
hard to track progress on this performance
measure.
There has been an increase in mixed-use
developments
with
high
density.
Conversations with city staffs indicate that
more of this type of high-density
development is on the way.

+
++
+

?

++

Objectives:
2. Preserve Roadway Capacity and Minimize Traffic Congestion
Improve the condition of on and off system bridges

The Tippecanoe County Highway Department +
is the only local jurisdiction that owns any
bridges. They have a bridge maintenance
program.
Improve roadway pavement conditions
All local jurisdictions have pavement asset +
management programs.
Reduce per-capita Million Vehicle Miles Traveled, or measures With a lack of consistent system-wide traffic ?
of reliability, or number of vehicles or people moving counts, this is very hard to analyze.
through/around the community)
Minimize delay and ensure funds are available when needed
Although it is hard to measure delay, anecdotal evidence indicates that it has not
improved since the implementation of the
previous plan.
3. Improve the Safety and Security of all Road Users
Reduce the number of fatalities

From 2012 to 2016, there were 76 fatalites,
and from 2017 to 2021 there were 77
fatalities.
Reduce the fatality rate (per Million Vehicle Miles Traveled, With a lack of consistent system-wide traffic
MVMT)
counts, this is very hard to analyze.
Reduce the number of serious injuries
Because the state of Indiana changed how
serious injuries are reported in 2015, it is very
hard to compare this data from year to year
Reduce the serious injury rate (per MVMT)
With a lack of consistent system-wide traffic
counts, this is very hard to analyze.
Reduce the number of non-motorized serious injuries and Because the state of Indiana changed how
fatalities
serious injuries are reported in 2015, it is very
hard to compare this data from year to year
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?
?
?
?

Objectives:
4. Enhance Mobility and Accessibility
Increase percentage of population within a half mile of a All jurisdictions in the county have continued
bicycle or pedestrian facility
to invest in new trails and create new bicycle
lanes.
Increase percentage of population within a quarter mile of a There has been an increase in mixed-use
transit route
developments with high density, most of
these have been in the downtown areas,
where transit operates.
Increase geographic area served, hours of operation and CityBus has worked to expand popular routes
accessibility
and improve amenities at existing bus stops.
Increase density of dwelling units or population near: Purdue There has been an increase in mixed-use
campus, CityBus downtown transfer station, and in developments
with
high
density.
developing areas
Conversations with city staffs indicate that
more of this type of high-density
development is on the way.
5. Reduce the Effects of Climate Change

++

Implement ongoing and proposed mitigation projects

+

Increase percentage of population within a half mile of a
bicycle or pedestrian facility

Install bus stop pads and a sidewalk or trail connection to all
bus stops

Increase percentage of population within a quarter mile of a
transit route

Increase density of dwelling units or population near: Purdue
campus, CityBus downtown transfer station, and in
developing areas
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Continued to work toward Multi-Hazard
Mitigation Plan implementation. Staff is also
in the process of updating this plan.
There has been an increase in mixed-use
developments with high density. Additionally,
more bicycle and pedestrian facilities have
been constructed (particularly trails). These
factors have combined so that a greater
percentage of the population is within a half
mile of a bicycle or pedestrian facility.
APC has worked with CityBus on a bus stop
inventory project. Part of this was identifying
stops that needed improved amenities.
Funding has been earmarked to work on
some of these stops.
There has been an increase in mixed-use
developments
with
high
density.
Conversations with city staffs indicate that
more of this type of high-density
development is on the way. This mixed-use
development is usually very close to transit
routes.
There has been an increase in mixed-use
developments
with
high
density.
Conversations with city staffs indicate that
more of this type of high-density
development is on the way.

+

+
++

++

+

+

++

Appendix 9: Goals survey responses
The first survey that was created was about overall goals for the 2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan.
The survey listed nine different potential goals and created a rating system to compare the importance of
these goals. The survey had an English and a Spanish version, and there were 591 respondents between
both versions of the survey.
The nine goals are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Enhancing Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users
Improving Safety for All Users
Improving, Expanding, and Connecting Sidewalks, Trails, and Bike Lanes
Improving the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability
Reducing Traffic Congestion on Roads
Improving and Expanding Transit Service
Improving Delivery of Freight and Goods
Improving Infrastructure Resilience
Improving Regional Infrastructure
This survey asked respondents to rate the importance of nine different goals as either very important,
important, less important, not important, or undecided. Each response was assigned a point value. Two
points were given for an answer of “very important,” one point was given for an answer of “important,”
one point was subtracted for an answer of “less important,” two points were subtracted for answer of “not
important,” and zero points were given for an answer of “undecided.” The point values were then added
for each of the nine goals. After adding the point values for each goal, the goals were ranked in the following
order (goal 1 had the highest score, while goal 9 had the lowest score):

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Improving Safety for All Users (943 points)
Enhancing Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users (883 points)
Improving, Expanding, and Connecting Sidewalks, Trails, and Bike Lanes (758 points)
Improving Infrastructure Resilience (627 points)
Improving and Expanding Transit Service (546 points)
Improving the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability (535 points)
Reducing Traffic Congestion on Roads (529 points)
Improving Regional Infrastructure (474 points)
Improving Delivery of Freight and Goods (186 points)
This survey allowed for public comment. All comments received have been divided into four different
categories: Walking/Bicycling, Environmental Sustainability, Public Transportation, and Road
Improvements/Maintenance/Safety. Comments marked with ** applied to more than one category, and
so duplicate comments appear in some categories.

Comments related to Bicycling and Walking
1.

Pedestrian friendly projects are essential for strong neighborhoods and a stronger Tippecanoe
County.
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2.

Expanding the bicycle lanes/trails as much as possible, even out into the county where the
roads have gotten busier and busier due to suburban sprawl.

3.

More bike lanes!!! Please continue to connect growing outlying neighborhoods (we would love
to see a bike lane along Taft Road).

4.

Safer intersections for cyclists and pedestrians.

5.

PLEASE IMPROVE Soldiers home Road, between Overlook Drive and Kalberer Road by adding
widening and adding bike path or at least a side walk on one side.
I've seen bike cyclists and joggers almost get hit. The volume of traffic on Soldiers Home Road
has significantly increased in the past three years.
Having additional development north of Kalberer Road is going to get worse and more
dangerous. Please address in the next five years.
Thank you for allowing the input. The home owners in Ravinamy subdivision value and respect
all you do for us, Thank You.

6.

Walkways or a pedestrian bridge over SR 26 near iHOP. There are many hotels and apartments
on the north side of the road with no safe way to cross when walking to the south side.

7.

Bike trails to schools would be amazing. If kids could get to Harrison on a trail that runs along
600 that would be incredible and provide a lot of freedom to kids who would rather not use the
bus but don’t have other transpiration.

8.

Connecting West Lafayette’s trails to the northern part of Tippecanoe County would be
awesome. Ride your bike from Battlefield to Prophetstown to West Lafayette or Purdue via bike
trail would be incredible.
We feel trapped in our neighborhoods on 600 with no safe place to ride a bike which is a shame
when the Battlefield and Prophetstown are within biking distance but roads to get there are too
dangerous for bikes.

9.

I would like to see bike paths and sidewalks improved. Some specific areas include
sidewalks on US 52 between US 231 and Old US 231 and sidewalks on SR 38 between Sagamore
Pkwy and Creasy Ln.
These areas are dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists. Thanks for asking.

10.

We need better bicycle lanes and laws to help cyclists get around without fear of being hit by
motorists.

11.

A bike lane/trail beside North 9th Street, between Lafayette and Battle Ground. There is heavy
bike traffic, but not room in the lane for vehicles to avoid them.
Also, when lighting is poor (dawn is especially an issue) or traffic is heavy, bikes are often not
seen quickly enough to comfortably avoid them.

222

12.

Constructing a sidewalk or asphalt walking path along south Ninth Street from Veteran
Memorial Parkway to 430S or farther!!!

13.

For an area to grow it needs to have accessibility. We need more sidewalks.

14. ** Having travelled abroad, we value the ease and access to public transport and the focus on
pedestrian (walking and bicycling) as a first thought rather than an afterthought. Anything that
continues to get us closer to those I support.
15.

A continuous and safe network of bike lanes at and around Purdue (and in Lafayette, too, if
possible) is my top wish, along with public education about proper bike etiquette for riders and
drivers.

16. ** Put housing and jobs and schools in the central city so one can walk where ever he needs to go
and not need a car.
17.

The trail with the sign "Helen's Way" that extends from Soldier's Home Road to Salisbury parallel
to Kalberer is extremely bumpy in places. There are 9 of the taller trees with darker green leaves
that apparently have shallow growing roots that have heaved the pavement up in those 9 areas.
Some of these places may have bumps 8"+ in height, and the bumps extend from one side to the
other, but they are particularly bad on the Kalberer side. This makes the trail unsafe for bikers,
walkers, stroller pushers, skaters, etc. There are several other places where the pavement has
separated 3-4" all the way across the path, which also creates a bumpy ride. We moved here in
June 2018, and the trail was like that then; I called the Parks Dept to report it, but nothing changed.
This year, 2020, I also posted on the web site what I have mentioned above. I do hope something
can be done soon to improve the smoothness of this often-used trail. Thank you so much.

18.

Sidewalks are extremely important. If you want people to exercise and walk-bike places safely
this is extremely important.

19. ** Plan for infrastructure for electric vehicles. Alternative electric vehicles, ebikes, scooters, etc. are
the future of transportation in dense areas.
Very important to keep speeds slow in areas with heavy pedestrian traffic. Too many people
endanger others by driving too fast.
20.

Specific lanes for bicycles. It’s so dangerous to be a cyclist here.

21.

Stop spending money on trails and sidewalks until people can stop running and walking ON
roads. I see this every day. They should be ticketed

22.

Improve bike lanes on rural roads that have no shoulders for bikers or pedestrians.

23.

Accessibility is very important!!

24.

Separate bike lanes.

26.

Maybe not what this box is for, but please add multipurpose trails along 52.
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27.

Connect neighborhoods to parks and places with trail networks. Especially important in getting
people outside safely post COVID.

28.

Safety for cyclists; safety for pedestrians when sidewalks mysteriously stop and they have to walk
on the road to get to the bus stop.

29.

Better painted lines/signage, desperately need trails, walking and bike paths.

30.

More bike trails expanded in west Lafayette.

31.

Bike lanes have their place no doubt, but not at the expense of parking for businesses like
Richmond, Indiana did. Businesses were clearly not considered important.
Also, the bike lanes there are so big that elderly accidently turn onto them thinking they are
ROADS! My mother did it!

32.

Continue to expand bike and walking trails/lanes.

33. ** Improve public transportation and bicycle options. Bike and bus commuting should be as safe
and convenient as private cars.
34.

Pedestrian areas without cars and parking, Main St from 4th to 10th, for example. City wide
end to end contiguous protected bike lanes.

35. ** This all goes hand-in-hand with improving bike infrastructure too. Let's look to cities like
Madison, Wisconsin where so many people ride bikes and busses to work every day. Their public
transportation infrastructure is marvelous.
36. ** Prevent sprawl development.
Less cars. More bicycles. More buses.
37.

Keep making more trails and better connections for them.

38.

I also feel that the downtown areas of housing to dense working environments such as Arconic,
Wabash, and the many businesses in and surrounding the mall area are disconnected for
pedestrians and bikes. Expanding wide sidewalks and paths along Main would be so nice and easy.
Street parking is not necessary and the road is already wide, so no space would need be annexed
from homeowners and the road would be significantly safer if parking was removed and the
physical driving space was narrowed.
Also, not transportation per se, but buy the dumb parking lot from the Frontier folks and just
make Main from 11th down pedestrian only. It would add so much to downtown and make it a
true destination year-round.

39.

Expanding safe bike and running trails should be a high priority.

40.

Of all of these, bike lanes through the city for commuting is the most glaring issue.
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41.

Additional pedestrian bridges across the Wabash; Aerial gondola system crossing the river
valley; streetcars.

42.

Stop wasting money on bike trails as few people really use them.

43.

Another goal would be to improve the sidewalk infrastructure in Lafayette. There are several
sidewalks in the Columbian Park neighborhood that are hazardous (or nonexistent) for
pedestrians.
Over the 14 years I've lived here, I've often seen pedestrians use the streets rather than risk
tripping or slipping on uneven sidewalks.
Thank you!

44.

Improving connections between areas that have bike lanes/paths. Removing bikes from roads
with a speed limit over 30 mph. Fine bikers for running lights and stop signs.

45.

I prefer to walk and bike places but in some places this isn't possible because there aren't
sidewalks or bike lanes so it feels unsafe.

46.

One of the biggest goals I would like to see considered is the lack of sidewalks and viable safe
walking routes in some areas of Lafayette.
In some of these areas the demographics skew to lower income residents that rely on walking
and public transit a great deal.
Instead of providing proper, safe sidewalks, in some areas we have installed plastic delineator
posts at the edge of the road.
Cars, and especially heavy trucks/semis, would be able to run through those into the space
where folks walk.

47. ** I think the county needs more options for people to safely get around. Buses don't come
frequently enough and many places are not safe to ride a bicycle.
48.

Ensuring that pedestrians have the highest priority in terms of transportation (adding
more/better sidewalks instead of extra auto lanes).

49.

Walking around my neighborhood (Orchard Heights) is dangerous. We have no sidewalks, we
are right by many major intersections, and the ramps to get onto the sidewalks
(ex: Creasy and Lodi and Creasy and Rome) are very dangerous because we basically need to step
into incoming traffic on Creasy to get the stroller onto the sidewalk.
I would like to feel safe walking with my dogs and my family in my neighborhood.

50.

More pedestrian and bike options in lower income neighborhoods.

51.

Pedestrian safety is fundamental and should be prioritized over vehicular traffic congestion. Within
the communities of Tippecanoe County, safe and accessible routes are critical for children and
disabled citizens to access the schools, parks, libraries, and other public buildings and areas.

52.

We need to start looking at the pockets of housing around Harrison to start putting in sidewalks
or trails along 600 and County Farm roads.
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The foot traffic is getting heavier with more housing getting built. Please don’t let this area turn
into another Klondike Road. I’m guessing it would be cheaper to get it in now verses later.
53.

Removing "rubble" from county roads, so bike riders have smoother pavement and less
wayward gravel & debris to avoid.

54.

Add dedicated bicycle lanes to every street.

55.

A walking trail connecting Klondike Library west to the entrance to Lindberg Village Subdivision.
Thanks so much for the Klondike Road project and eventual Lindberg Road improvement between
the library and US 231.
Many families would benefit from walking/biking trail going west of the library even if only on
northside of Lindberg Rd. Thanks

56.

I walk a lot and noticed these stepped sidewalks at intersections in Lafayette. I have tripped
many times on these steps. Why are they built this way? It's very dangerous. Please bring back
smooth corners at every sidewalk.

57.

Regional trails are desperately needed.

58.

I understand from speaking with an ADA advocate that 'best of' wheel chairs are capable of
negotiating terrain that is not usable by many wheelchairs. It is more cost effective to provide
'best of' wheel chairs to folks who need them than to retrofit old infrastructure.
I have seen such waste in construction putting in and tearing out for minuscule changes to
satisfy the letter of ADA while the spirit of supporting a full life experience regardless of
disability status gets lost in the weeds.

59. ** In fact nowhere I’ve lived in Greater Lafayette was connected to any sidewalks or bike lanes
(and biking or walking on or next to the road was not safe).
I’d love to be able to get around without always having to drive, and I live within walking or
biking distance of grocery stores, pharmacies, restaurants, and parks among many other
locations but there is no infrastructure to make walking or biking safely possible.
Expanding this kind of infrastructure would be a great way to stimulate the economy by
providing jobs with very low risk of COVID-19 transmission and would enhance economic growth
for years to come, in addition to helping protect the environment and make the community a
safer place for everyone.
60.

Increasing walkability and bike-ability by increasing development density and building associated
infrastructure.

61.

Wabash Township needs more sidewalks and streetlighting for safety.
With new homes and apartments going up and Purdue significantly decreasing housing for
graduate students and families, more and more people cross busy roadways or ride bicycles and
scooters.
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Drive around the bypass or between the bypass and County Road 400 at dusk or in the early
morning. I'm nervous for pedestrians and non-motorized vehicles transportation in this area.
People have been hurt and injured and it seems very dangerous. There's got to be grants
available for lighting and trail extension.
Also, Along McCormick Road, there should be a pedestrian/bike trail extension to campus.
Graduate students and families are being encouraged to live in Blackbird Farms.
Yes, there is a bus stop, but many people walk or use other alternative modes of transportation.
We need to put more safety measures and increase the walkability for those areas in my
opinion. Thank you for your consideration.
62. ** As someone with a visual impairment, public transit and a comprehensive bike/trail/sidewalk
plan is extremely important to me as walking is my primary mode of transportation (I can't drive
because of my disability).
I do not feel comfortable riding a bike by myself on a road with traffic, so dedicated bike paths
are SUPER important.
This is especially important when some people live close enough to bike/walk somewhere but
there aren't adequate or safe ways to get to those places without having to drive a car.
63. ** Consider lighting on some of the trails for night time safety.
64. ** Design more roads w / islands for pedestrian safety.

Comments related to Environmental Sustainability
1.

Use more sustainable materials, and look to incorporate sustainability into all transportation
renovations - prepare for the impacts cited in the Indiana Climate Change Impacts Assessment.

2.

Coordinating traffic control devices to reduce pollution. Creasy and IN-26 are good examples of
problem areas.

3.

Your questions were way too generic. Some of this is very important...depending on the area
you are looking at, while being either not important or a disaster in other areas.
I do believe that any more build-up in rural areas would be a mistake. One of your questions was
about climate sustainability.
The absolute worst thing you can do for our climate is eliminating any more rural areas!

4. **

Put housing and jobs and schools in the central city so one can walk where ever he needs to go
and not need a car.

5. **

Plan for infrastructure for electric vehicles. Alternative electric vehicles, e-bikes, scooters, etc. are
the future of transportation in dense areas.

6.

Plant trees beside I65- the newly constructed areas (probably due to the type of cement used)
leak so much noise into our neighborhoods now! A bigger wall will only push the sound farther
up and out. Trees are best for environment & noise absorption.

7.

Smart streets and sewers.
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8.

Climate change is here, and more is on the way. We must start adapting our infrastructure.
More roundabouts, better concrete, and fixes for the road flooding.

9.

Woodlands and forest preserves for wildlife and CO2 reduction.

10.

Given the coming recession, I expect traffic to decrease so climate change and more inclusive
mobility options should be Tippecanoe County's major goals.

11.

More personalized, individualized options, reduce the number of roads (not more), and use plants
to optimize wastewater /runoff and keep streams healthier.

12.

Accessibility & sustainability should be the top concerns when reviewing any and all
transportation improvements.

13.

Continued low impact development practices and green infrastructures to make Tippecanoe
County resilient to larger storms, drought, and other climate impacts.

14.

Projects should be done in a sustainable way, both during the construction and
implementation, but also all over their lifespan.

15.

Adding more green space to transportation ways to increase the visual appeal of the county
and to help the environment.

16.

Stop urban and suburban sprawl. Focus on the city

17.

Trim or remove trees near signage. Don't require trees in front of businesses, require more of
them in the residential developments.

18.

We need a commitment to green transportation, which should include infrastructure and an
expansion of services.

19.

It would also be great to get rid of some parking and make more parks and green spaces.

20. ** Public transportation not just in the city but between cities. The Hoosier Heartland is amazing
but imagine if it was an electric train that could cut the drive time in half? That would be a
timesaver, increase economic diversity between towns and cities, AND have positive impacts
on the environment.
21.

The first priority should be accessibility and sustainability. Make Lafayette livable for all!

22.

Prohibit all vehicles except zero-emissions vehicles.

23. ** The local plan should include improvement of inter-city passenger rail as a specific in the
"improving the transportation network to promote climate sustainability" category.
24. ** In fact nowhere I’ve lived in Greater Lafayette was connected to any sidewalks or bike lanes
(and biking or walking on or next to the road was not safe).
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I’d love to be able to get around without always having to drive, and I live within walking or
biking distance of grocery stores, pharmacies, restaurants, and parks among many other
locations but there is no infrastructure to make walking or biking safely possible.
Expanding this kind of infrastructure would be a great way to stimulate the economy by
providing jobs with very low risk of COVID-19 transmission and would enhance economic growth
for years to come, in addition to helping protect the environment and make the community a
safer place for everyone.
25.

With respect to infrastructure for vehicles, it has been the focus of transportation planners for
75 years and has promoted an unhealthy reliance on internal combustion engines, promoted
greenhouse gas emissions and undermined community health. Stop making it the central
organizing principal of planning. Start making quality of community the focus.

Comments related to Public Transportation
1.

Personal safety on public transportation is very important.

2.

Bus routes should connect the community with all essential services (hospitals, groceries,
police, etc.).

3.

I would like to see a reduction in times when riding the bus from West Lafayette to Lafayette.

4.

Light rail systems, train connections, viable airport.

5.

Please consider bus transportation until bars close on Friday and Saturday nights to discourage
drunk driving, particularly on Purdue campus.

6.

I believe a good transportation system reduces personal vehicles and makes group
transportation modes (e.g. bus) more accessible.
Most of the north side of West Lafayette does not have accessible bus transportation. I live in
Arbor Chase and would have to travel a considerable distance to ride the bus...which I would do
several times a week if we had service. As it is, I would have to drive, park and ride adding no
benefit.

7.

I realize I said ""very important"" for everything which isn't very helpful in the end. Public
transportation in the States is very poor comparatively to Europe and I would like to see both
improvements in the system in general as well as additional usage of the services.

8.

24-hour public transportation.

9. **

Having travelled abroad, we value the ease and access to public transport and the focus on
pedestrian (walking and bicycling) as a first thought rather than an afterthought. Anything that
continues to get us closer to those I support.

10.

Adequate and coordinated mass transit.
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11.

Making transportation with service and non-service animals accessible too, provided they are
in-carrier or on-leash and muzzled. Some people can't take pets to vets because transporting is
arbitrary at best.

12.

Having travelled through Europe on their public transit, ours is sadly lacking.

13.

Bus routes should connect the community with all essential services (hospitals, groceries,
police, etc.).

14.

Bring back the trains!

15.

Expand transportation options in outer suburbs.

16.

Public service to high schools in Tipp CO.

17.

Public transportation to "outlying areas" is important for a growing community & businesses.

18.

Expand low cost, accessible(wheelchair) transportation to county residents!!!!!

19.

Provide more transportation options for those without personal vehicles.

20.

The city bus system needs more shelters. I hardly ever see them anymore. But I do see lots of
freezing people.

21.

Public trans is not worth it if I’m not safe using it!

22. ** Given the coming recession, I expect traffic to decrease so climate change and more inclusive
mobility options should be Tippecanoe County's major goals.
23.

Public transportation, extended hours and routes.

24.

Free public transportation.

25.

RESTORE TRAIN SERVICE BETWEEN LAFAYETTE AND CHICAGO.

26.

Public transportation needs to be available early in the morning so that a person can get to
factory work on time. I cannot get to 9th and Union from South 4th St. on the earliest bus in
time to make a 7:15 meeting.
Most factory and hospital health workers need to be able to be at work much earlier than 7:15.

27.

Bus service to areas outside if city limits.
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28.

Focus on resilience and improved public transportation for shorter trips.

29.

Bus stops should all have proper concrete base curb access not grass.

30.

Public transportation for area residents and for visiting students is high priority. People need to
be able to get to work to maintain employment.

31. ** Improve public transportation and bicycle options. Bike and bus commuting should be as safe
and convenient as private cars.
32.

Public transit needs to be far more reliable so that it can be a genuine option for people. A bus
being half an hour or more off schedule is unacceptable in my opinion.

33. ** Access to free or affordable public transportation is extremely important for folks to be able to
have a reliable way to get to work and to get things they need.
Ideally, I would really like for the area to try to seek out a way to make CityBus a free service
for residents as it is a VITAL service for many.
If bus routes, reliability, and accessibility improve even more, it could literally save the cities
money because less people would need to drive places.
This all goes hand-in-hand with improving bike infrastructure too. Let's look to cities like
Madison, Wisconsin where so many people ride bikes and busses to work every day. Their public
transportation infrastructure is marvelous.
34. ** Prevent sprawl development.
Less cars. More bicycles. More buses.
35.

Light rail to Indianapolis

36.

I would like to see mass transportation planning, including bringing back commuter flights to
the Purdue Airport and supporting passenger rail service.

37. **

Aerial gondola system crossing the river valley; streetcars.

38. ** Main goal is not ignoring rural residents. We need paved roads instead of gravel, snow clearing
so we don’t have to do it ourselves and transportation options that are affordable. You need to
remember that rural folks pay taxes and need to get around.
39.

Public transportation outside of the downtown area is a waste of taxpayer money, IMO, as
relatively few people use it and it probably makes no profit or even breaks even for operating
costs.

40.

Safe, secure, reliable public transportation.

41. ** We need a commitment to green transportation, which should include infrastructure and an
expansion of services.
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42.

Multiple daily train service to both Indy and Chicago.

43. ** Public transportation not just in the city but between cities. The Hoosier Heartland is amazing
but imagine if it was an electric train that could cut the drive time in half?
That would be a timesaver, increase economic diversity between towns and cities, AND have
positive impacts on the environment.
44. ** I think the county needs more options for people to safely get around. Buses don't come
frequently enough and in many places it is not safe to ride a bicycle.
45.

Transit services need to be reliable and affordable.

46.

Low-cost mass transit between the different business sectors of our city allowing the low-income
communities to get higher paying jobs.

47.

I'm not sure if this is a goal, per se, but I think a PSA campaign encouraging people to use public
transit (post-COVID crisis) might be just as important as any infrastructure change.
Midwesterners aren't as used to using it as folks in larger cities, so you have to help it seem
like a normal thing to do to encourage usage.

48.

Public transit within and between cities. We’re too reliant on cars, which are prohibitively
expensive and bad for the environment. Our current public transit isn’t terrible, but it takes a
very long time to get across town or even from downtown to the outskirts of town.

49.

In a city known for an identity that centers around trains, doesn't it seem weird that we don't
have a light rail connecting the downtown of Lafayette & West Lafayette?

50.

Eliminate the face mask requirement for CityBus.

51. ** The local plan should include improvement of inter-city passenger rail as a specific in the
"improving the transportation network to promote climate sustainability" category."
52.

Service from Lebanon to Lafayette and vise-versa

53.

I want very much to see the return of daily rail service to Greater Lafayette, and I feel it
definitely should be featured in the transportation plan.

54.

I recently moved back to Indiana from Missoula, Montana, where they have a free and
extensive bus system, funded largely by local businesses. I’d highly recommend you look into
something like this.
I’ve never used the bus system in Greater Lafayette despite having lived here for a total of
nearly 20 years in four different parts of town, solely because none of the places I lived were in
walking distance of a bus stop despite being relatively centrally located and densely populated.

55.

Restore and improve rail transportation with Chicago.
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56. ** As someone with a visual impairment, public transit and a comprehensive bike/trail/sidewalk
plan is extremely important to me as walking is my primary mode of transportation (I can't drive
because of my disability).
57.

I would LOVE to see Lafayette model aspects of its Metro Transportation Plan off of cities like
Madison, Wisconsin. Madison is a good comparison since they are also a college town and they
have a plethora of weather, which is important for resilience.

58.

Train access.

59.

We need more shelters and places to sit at the public transportation stops.

60.

Establish a ubiquitous, reliable, and free public transport system.

Comments related to Road Improvements, Maintenance, and Safety
1.

NO more roundabouts! They are too confusing for some which makes them hazardous to others.
Sometimes you could wait at a stop light for less time than it takes to get through a roundabout.

2.

Road safety in neighborhoods.

3.

Potholes taken care of quickly, reduce congestion/more lanes at busy intersections, cut tree
limbs in front of road signs, better planning for business entrances along busy/congested roads
such at SR 26.

4.

At dark intersections when only 2 of the 4 intersections have stop signs, reflectors - lighted or
otherwise would be helpful at night - OR - use a close-by pole to put up a light.
Too many near misses at some intersections out in the county.

5.

I think making sure the roads are kept up is as important as anything. Drivers can't move freely if
the road is full of pot holes.

6.

Improve timing of traffic lights to avoid long waits with no cross traffic. Improve traffic flow to
the greatest degree possible.

7.

Make ALL Traffic Cameras LIVE WiFi Video locations available to ALL licensed drivers by app. per
City & State roads. This allows drivers to choose the safest route during all events.
Some might include College Sports, Major Weather, Road Detour due Crash, etc. Stream video
from Drone.

8.

Reduce accident risk at rail crossings and high accidents intersections.

9.

Better lighting on residential streets, better street signage.
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10.

Forward thinking..,. adequate shoulders on existing county roads, increased community input
on new subdivision access points

11.

Those in charge of major highway construction barriers, warning signs, sign usage itself need to
do a MUCH BETTER job as far as alerting traffic ahead of time and allowing for many not going
the speed limit to yield, prepare for lane changes, yield into one less lane, etc.
The FIRST yield construction entrance that was placed when entering north onto I65 from St Rd
26 was an excellent example before it was finally corrected.
A very short yield entrance with basically a WALL of concrete at the end. If the person behind
you was not paying attention, it would have been deadly.
Hope someone pays attention to this comment. There have been many other very poorly
thought out changes in signage placements of warning, etc. over the last 8-10 years.
Very noticeable to experienced drivers. Many! Perhaps the business who does this has changed
with contracts by the state or laws have changed but it has not been good.
My miles logged in I65 are many. North and south. Big family, many road miles. Just trying to
help with a problem that has been discussed by many of our friends and family and this looked
like a good place to do so.
Don’t know exactly where one would go to list suggestions and be HEARD so whoever is at least
reading this. Thank you!
We currently have an issue on our county road that would be quite helpful to the community
and drivers.

12.

Congestion is a significant issue on the east side of Lafayette and an increasing issue on the
south side (Veterans Pkwy). Excessive traffic... and a very serious problem with vehicles running
through red lights - most likely a contribution of the congestion. Thank you!

13.

The state has turned Teal Road in Lafayette into a highway and a truck stop. We need a bypass
to reduce speeding truck traffic through our neighborhood. Truck traffic needs to be diverted to
231 and the outskirts of the city. People won't walk on sidewalks 6 feet away from speeding
semis.

14.

Well-timed traffic lights especially in regards to left turn lanes; educating drivers how to
approach and drive through roundabouts.

15. ** Consider lighting on some of the trails for night time safety
16.

More road repair on rough roads. Plan further out for development, more frontage roads off of
main roads.

17.

We need 900 East from the Heartland to 800 South to be expanded to 4 lanes like the 231
bypass and also do the same thing with 800 South from 900 East to 231.
With all of the industry coming to our county we can’t afford to not expand our infrastructure
before it’s too late.

18.

Traffic lights at subdivision entrances.
Getting out of Stones Crossing subdivision is next to impossible at times.

19. ** Design more roads w / islands for pedestrian safety.
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20.

1. Transportation planners are responsive to current events in transportation and respond in an
appropriate and timely manner. Signage, signals, etc.
2. Transportation planners realize there is a limit to how much the transportation system can be
changed at the same time. No deadlocks.
3. Transportation planners will periodically review statistics on the use of traffic circles and
make appropriate recommendations. Consider land use. Safety, etc. Accident rates. Land use circles use more space.
4. Making 2-lane Teal Road a major crossing highway - really?
5. Helping road maintenance crews understand how to make smooth roads - including manhole
covers, etc.
6. Due consideration to traffic flow and maintaining lanes for drivers. Specifically at SR 26 East/
South Street - lanes jog, lanes disappear with little warning producing dangerous situations when
drivers suddenly react to lane changes and jerk cars into adjacent lanes creating dangerous
situations.

21.

More yellow arrows at lights, better sync with traffic patterns.

22.

More roundabouts.

23.

More roundabouts, better designed, with enough room for proper execution.

24. ** Plant trees beside i65- the newly constructed areas (probably due to the type of cement used)
leak so much noise into our neighborhoods now! A bigger wall will only push the sound farther
up and out. Trees are best for environment & noise absorption.
25. ** Climate change is here, and more is on the way. We must start adapting our infrastructure.
More roundabouts, better concrete, and fixes for the road flooding.
26.

SR26 has been a nightmare since it was updated. It’s seriously so bad. Aside from the dread of
all the constant traffic jams, it’s scary to drive. Car wrecks constantly.
Take out a stoplight or two and extend entrances for business to the next light between Creasy
and 65. Also the left turn lanes from 26 onto Creasy. So bad. That entire intersection.

27.

Pot holes and cracks. We should be able to do better. So many messed up wheels from the
potholes. And our streets are all ugly with tons of dark random lines from filling cracks.

28.

It's worth looking at things that would affect transportation within the city. Things like the
timing of certain lights, where turns-on-red are allowed, and accessibility of parking, to name a
few.
Privacy concerns are also a matter considering the use of plate-reading cameras on "parking
patrol" vehicles.

29.

Improving and expanding infrastructure while maintaining the integrity and aesthetic of the
natural landscape.

235

30.

Lafayette’s road system is the poorest planned community that I have lived in. I live on the
south side. Who puts in a four lane on Concord and leaves a heavily used railroad when the users
of that railroad system could have paid for a bridge.
What planner puts in a four lane like 350 and then decreases it to a two lane when a major 4
lane like 231 is planned.
There is absolutely no quick way to get anywhere in this town. This shouldn’t be blamed on lack
of money but poor planning.

31.

Better neighborhood engagement on suggested traffic control measures and speed limits.

32.

Whatever options are selected the long-term cost of maintaining the infrastructure should be
understood.
Mortgaging the county’s future in the name of growth and/or new projects is not a good policy
long term. We need to ensure that our existing infrastructure is maximized.

33.

And how do we stop people from running stop signs? Maybe more roundabouts will help with
this issue. It is also hard to see over plants in the middle of Sagamore Parkway.

34.

Reduce the number of roundabouts. People continue to struggle navigating them. Four-way
stops (or 2-way stops) have worked for years, and they continue to do so.

35.

Roads are monitored more for reckless drivers.

36.

Working 24 hours a day on construction projects to reduce total days down in an area.

37.

Roundabouts are absurd wastes of money.

38.

Extend new 231 to I65 north of West Lafayette.

39.

Better control over drivers not following laws such as running red lights and speeding, ect.

40.

I-65 needs to be 3 lanes minimum through the entire state.

41.

4 lanes for US 231 to Crawfordsville.

42.

Make stop lights smarter! Especially along Sagamore Parkway. It's the main thoroughfare through
town and the lights do not sync up at all.

43.

Better lighting for school bus designated zones. Really needed on winter mornings. For example,
at the Vinton Highlands pick up area, the church off Shenandoah parking lot. Why can there not
be a designated area with a light.

44.

Two items: first 4 lane US 231 south to 800 S, and at US 231 S and 800 S build a roundabout and
not a stop light.

45.

Widen Concord Road please.

46.

Less traffic lights!
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47. ** Main goal is not ignoring rural residents. We need paved roads instead of gravel, snow clearing
so we don’t have to do it ourselves, and transportation options that are affordable. You need to
remember that rural folks pay taxes and need to get around.
48.

I believe that it is most important to create travel corridors through the area that allow for
free movement across town from east to west and north to south with few, if any stops.
Many times, I personally do not go to the other side of town for business because it is a pain to
take 30 minutes to go 10 miles because I have to stop every 500 yards.

49.

Stop putting grassy medians between lanes (Like Sagamore Parkway for example) and place turn
lanes instead. This allows for safe left turns into businesses and would make snow plowing
easier and roads easier to maintain.
Also, it improves a drivers' line of sight for better safety. And, because the medians are raised
above the roadway, they cannot "absorb' runoff. "
Besides, they are filled with packed mulch that catches fire occasionally, and due to heavy traffic
(which has to slow down or be diverted), it poses a danger to those who maintain the areas
during normal business hours.

50.

Do more to synchronize stoplights to ease the drag races between lights.

51.

Build better roads that last. For example, the new South River Road in W.L. is terrible and
whoever designed it should be fired.
The manholes (drains/tiles) should have been engineered to be in the center of the lanes so that
you don't have to run them over with your tires.
The road is rough, uneven and very bumpy and it feels like I am riding on a tractor trail along a
cornfield.

52.

IMPROVE current infrastructure; Do NOT build new

53.

Install automatic changing stop lights if no cross traffic is near an intersection.
Develop express ways (North/South & East/West) through town with minimal traffic devices and
exits.
Move away from roundabouts.

54.

Not a suggestion, but I would like to offer my gratitude. The traffic signal installed at S.R. 26
East and C.R. 900 East is a major improvement to safety. Thank you!

55.

Don't over engineer roundabouts, way too many curves entering and exiting and WAY too
many signs.

56.

Tippecanoe County is fast approaching 400,000 residents, so in my opinion NOW IS THE TIME
to plan for, set up funding means, purchase right of ways, and begin building a true interstate
loop system for the Lafayette/West Lafayette Metropolitan Area before too many area
developments make it too difficult to find reasonable corridors!
Related to above goal, with current growth projections and the expanded growth such an
interstate loop would surely bring, WE SHOULD REVISIT and IMPLEMENT PLANS to BUILD a LARGE
DAM on the WILDCAT CREEK for use as a Water Reservoir and Recreational Use!
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These two forward thinking ideas would move our great community to the 2nd LARGEST METRO
AREA in INDIANA within 3 or 4 Decades and bring the Accompanied State House Weight and TAX
DOLLARS!
57.

Removal of all roundabouts and the prevention of the installation of these and other
alternatives to traffic lights at 4-way stop intersection; prevent the pacification of streets by
narrowing lanes and thus impeding the safe flow of traffic; not all vehicles are sub-compact cars.

58.

Traffic circles, Michigan turns, and diamond intersections should be removed. These are an
impediment to traffic safety, they are confusing, poorly lit and their signage is confusing.
Visitors to the area stop in traffic to attempt to decipher these disorientating designs while
others speed through them.
The existing installations such as these should be removed or at least the signage should be
increased, the scrubby trees in front of the existing signs should be removed, and any two-lane
roundabout should be converted to one lane with a maximum speed limit out 15 mph.

59.

Sensors on traffic lights at Nighthawk and Sagamore Pkwy.

60.

Convert all intersections to roundabouts.

61.

The transportation system is adequate and works well. No need to fix what isn't broke.

62.

Secure parking for those outside the metro area.

63.

Assure that drivers know the rules of the road. Maybe occasional written tests should be
administered!

64.

Survey of State Roads leading into Tippecanoe County. Primarily SR 25 – it is very dangerous and
unsafe to pass other vehicles.
Also, the intersection of 510 S and SR 25 in West Point is VERY dangerous. Perhaps there should
be caution lights and signs to warn motorists of slow moving traffic entering highway from the
county road?

65.

ROADS! Please fix the roads before remodeling or building anymore parks stadiums etc.

66.

When the time comes to resurface the area of US 231 that crosses Wea Creek (between
CR 500 S and SR 25 S/US 52) please try to use asphalt rather than concrete for this. The noise
level of the traffic on the concrete surface going up and down the hill there is extremely
annoying to the people living in the area. I think having a more porous asphalt surface would
help to reduce the noise level tremendously.
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Appendix 10: Objectives survey responses
The second survey that was created was about priorities for the 2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan.
For each of the nine different potential goals from the first survey, respondents were asked to rank three
to five different objectives from most important to least important. The survey had an English and a Spanish
version, and there were 223 respondents between both versions of the survey.
For each ranking of 1, an objective scored 5 points, for each ranking of 2, an objective scored 4 points, and
so on. The scores were then added up for each objective to give a final ranking for each objective. It is
important to remember that scores cannot be compared between categories because different goals have
different numbers of categories that were ranked. For each goal, the tables in this appendix show the scores
for different objectives.
Improve Safety for All Users

Score

Identify and rebuild high crash intersections

714

Construct more trails and sidewalks

707

Add bus stops and bus pull-offs to give people a safe place to wait for the bus

677

Add signage or signals (where appropriate) to improve traffic and pedestrian safety

643

Work with law enforcement to develop strategies to reduce speeding problems and crashes

604

Enhance Transportation Options and Accessibility for All Users

Score

Add sidewalk ramps where they are missing to make sidewalks accessible for all users

811

Repair and maintain sidewalks to eliminate trip hazards

810

Add pedestrian crossing signals or similar regulatory measures to ensure safe road crossings for all users

751

Make bus stops accessible for all users

750

Improve, Expand, and Connect Sidewalks, Trails, and Bike Lanes

Score

Construct sidewalks along major roads and near popular destinations to allow for longer trips on the
sidewalk network
Connect existing trails to each other to allow for longer trips on the trail network

849

Construct sidewalks in neighborhoods where they are missing to allow for travel within the neighborhood

750

Add bicycle lanes on existing streets to allow for longer trips on public roadways

744

Improve Infrastructure Resilience

Score

Emphasize maintenance of existing roads over new construction

934

Install green infrastructure to improve drainage and reduce flooding impacts to roads and bridges

875

Strategically construct and reconstruct roads to avoid disruptions to transportation in the event of a
natural or man-made disaster

867
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Improve and Expand Transit Service

Score

Make bus stops accessible to all users

696

Add more bus routes

681

Increase the number of bus shelters

663

Increase the hours when bus service is available

656

Add passenger rail service to major cities (Chicago, Indianapolis, Cincinnati)

649

Improve the Transportation Network to Promote Climate Sustainability

Score

Improve storm drainage along streets

853

Plant more street trees and other non-invasive vegetation to improve the urban environment

850

Install refueling stations for electric or other hybrid vehicles

771

Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles

648

Reduce Traffic Congestion on Roads

Score

Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow within the community

804

Construct new connections between major roads (examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland)
Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate regional traffic

700

Increase alternative transportation options

655

Prepare for autonomous (self-driving) vehicles

500

Improve Regional Infrastructure

Score

Widen Interstate 65 to 6 lanes from Indianapolis to Chicago

909

Construct new connections between major roads (examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland)
Construct roads that reduce travel times for through trips

907

Improve Delivery of Freight and Goods

Score

Reconstruct existing roads to improve traffic flow within the community

739

Construct new connections between major roads (examples: US 231 to Interstate 65, US 231 to Hoosier
Heartland)
Solve truck delivery issues to reduce disruption to traffic and improve safety

698

Create pull-offs or zones for ride sharing and food/package delivery

642

Reconstruct existing roads to accommodate freight traffic

606
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Appendix 11: Project Survey Responses
The Area Plan Commission created a nine-question survey to obtain public feedback about different types
of transportation projects. Respondents were asked about roads with issues, locations for new roads, roads
or intersections they get stuck at while driving, locations for new bus shelters, trails with issues, locations
for new trails, locations of new bike lanes/sharrows, sidewalks with issues, and locations of new sidewalks.
243 responses were received for this survey. The answers that were received are documented in this
appendix, sorted into nine different categories.

Roads with Issues

- My only complaint is when construction projects are unknown to google maps, so I get sent along a road
that is unpassable and I need to improvise an alternate route.
- More speed patrols. Everyone needs to slow down.
- Every road near a cornfield is a turning Hazard.
- In general Tippecanoe County has some of the best roads when compared to other Indiana counties.
Since nothing is coming to mind immediately, keep up the good work.
- There are multiple intersections that the "No Turn On Red" doesn't make sense...in both ways. Some say
you can't turn and there is clear view in both directions, while some, like a couple in downtown Lafayette,
suggest you can turn on red, and you can't see down the road at all. Going east on Union at Creasy, there's
a sign, but at night you can't see it. I go that way a lot and people continuously turn right, sometimes with
oncoming traffic, but the sign is not visible after dark.
- Several corners of neighborhood intersections need the yellow repainted so cars don’t park there and
block motorists’ view.
- Planting median shrubs that grow too high by mid summer to be able to safely cross; such as Sagamore
Parkway in WL by Subway or Windsor drive and Northwestern, especially south bound on NW.
- When you consider plantings on roads and roundabouts, look at them from the point of view of small cars
(and remember, the drivers sitting down will be lower than someone standing and looking at the plantings)
rather than pick-ups or SUVs or whatnot.
- I can't think of the specific intersection, but recently I was somewhere where the plantings in the center
of the road prevented me (as the driver of a small car) from seeing the small cars that were coming along
that road. I was trying to turn left, and the smaller cars were just not visible because the plantings were
some sort of grass with some tall fronds that obscured everything low to the ground. This same problem
sometimes occurs at roundabouts as well.
- All roads in Tippecanoe County need better reflective paint or stand up reflectors. It is especially difficult
to see the lines at night during rain on many older roads like Brady Lane at the 52 crossing.
- Roundabouts are somewhat of a problem. They seem to be in the wrong places.
- Routine maintenance should be 'routine' and traffic usage assessed regularly. Routes that are used
frequently require more upkeep, so just a one-time poll is not going to replace that which must be
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continually funded. Notwithstanding, I think that the intersection of 52 Sagamore Parkway and Salisbury
will continue to be awkward, the 'cut-through' from lower Happy Hollow to River Road across from the park
needs a bit more redesign with expectation that its usage will increase, and that the two-way streets that
have the pedestrian curbs jutting into the roadway without adequate signage will be a problem. (I lost a
tire rim and axle alignment when I had to veer sharply to avoid the street sign and high sidewalk curb on
campus headed south on the way to Mass at St Thomas' one Christmas Eve because it suddenly loomed
into the roadway in the evening light.)
- I dont know about roads but many sidewalks in the northside need repair. 9th st - hartford and others.
Makes it difficult to walk
- Need more sidewalks
- Need more roundabouts instead of stoplights.
- all the roads are in pretty good shape i think. one thing that needs more attention is when roads are
repaved, it tends to leave big 'pot holes' where the man-hole covers are. if those could be tapered out it
would be much nicer.
- Tree limbs blocking signs and stop lights. Bad sidewalks.
- There are a lot of potholes in Lafayette. This is an issue for biking, because last thing you want is to not
see it and then flip off your bike and get injured (by the road or a car). I'm pretty sure there used to be
potholes along greenbush right before the 9th street intersection. In general, there are lots of potholes
around downtown and on side streets off of union and salem.
- county roads tend to be more dangerous, and in disrepair
- Roads thru out the county with no shoulders. Pothole repair.
- Every road/street in the County. Worse than any of the 7 States in which I just completed a 3,500 mile
trip.
- Almost everywhere
- Everywhere
- The entire downtown! It seemed like everything between the pedestrian bridge and Kossuth was closed
simultaneously last spring. I get that the construction is necessary, but did Mosey have to shut down the
few routes remaining?
- The speed limit on the fowler/ union st bridge should be reduced. There's no need for it to be 35 (and
thus people drive 40) when it connects to roads that are 30, and should definitely be no faster than 30,
especially in the case of fowler where there's the nearby horrible intersection at fowler and n chauncey ave
where it's impossible for folks to see before they turn. Going any faster than 25 or 30 through there is very
dangerous.
- On Salem at the corner where the Dive sits the parking is such that you have to actually get out into traffic
to see if anything is coming. I would think one less parking space there would solve the issue.
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- Residential and primary city roads around Lafayette need repairs really bad. Tecumseh addition needs a
lot of repairs.
- Main street downtown. I know this is brand new paving, but it is in terrible shape. Whoever was hired to
do that job should not be hired again.
- Old US52, Sagamore bypass, TOO many lights along the road. These new fancy lights that change colors
are nice but we have way to many and they confuse people.
- Sagamore eb approaching state.......left turn lane us confusing....site view tells us to move left too soon
- There are no turn lane on 52 near industrial park....i.e cr 400, 500e, 450
- 300 S and old Romney also needs to be 4 way stop.
- Old Romney Road between 400S and Old 231. Also 400S leading to Old Romney Road. There is a lot of
traffic on these roads (cars, busses and pedestrians) with no shoulders/broken shoulders(pavement),
inability to see oncoming traffic where 400S and Old Romney Road connect. People make wide turns there
and it's a wonder there aren't more accidents.
- No continuous sidewalk on S. 24th between Main and Earl so most people walk in the street
- The intersection of state st and s 9th st is very similar -- it's hard to crane your neck to see, plus it's on a
slope.
- State Street between Earl and 18th Street has sometimes become a raceway for cars and motorcycles. It
is a half-mile stretch with no reason to slow down. It could use a speed bump or two to cause traffic to
slow down. Muscle cars love to use it, and motorcycles, especially around 2:00 am. I wish there were some
way to force motorcycles to be quieter. They literally wake us up in the middle of the night. One is bad,
but two or three are incredibly horrible.
- state from Sagamore to 5 points 4 lane
- The trees that block the light going east on south street st when coming up to 26th street. You can’t see
the light.
-4th st all the way down town.
- around the intersection of Kossuth and 4th; 9th st between state and beck ln
-South 16th street between South street and kossuth street.
-9th street is rough
- South 9th street between Teal road and Kossuth street.
-9th street from kossuth st. to owen st.
-9th street from 350 north all the way through town is in terrible shape. Patches on top of patches. Lane
changes every block. Traffic has to creep between endless red lights.
- Intersection at Brady and concord. It's really hard to see, left turns should be arrow only and no right turn
on red.
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- Brady and Concord. When turning north on east bound Concord lane, it is hard to see west bound traffic
when cars are lined up to turn south.
- Meadow Drive & Beck Lane
- Beck Lane/IN-25
- Poland Hill Road
- Poland Hill north of Beck needs to be redesigned and constructed for safety and drainage.
- Polland Hill Road between Polland Hill Ln and Beck Ln. The road isnt very wide for traffic and Train. Should
have sidewalks or path for walking. Trim trees back.
- Park East Blvd needs sidewalks all of the way from McCarty to South St. Pedestrians shouldn’t have to
walk in the busy road. The businesses along the road also do not comply with snow removal rules, again
putting pedestrians in the roadway.
- Northwest corner of Brady and Concord. Bush blocks views from Brady drivers of oncoming Concord
drivers
- widen concord roundabout to teal
- Teal Road. Concord road needs lights off teal Rd. to round about.
- Teal Rd between 18th St and Sagamore Parkway is an absolutely HORRIBLE road to drive on.
- when will Teal widening happen?
- All of teal road.
- Teal and earl ave. Needs a turn arrow!!!
- Kassouth Nd 4th st. You cannot see cars coming from the south when turning from kassouth onto 4th.
- Main and 25th - poor visibility around foliage,
-main st from 16th to Columbian park - uneven/bumpy
- The intersection of mccarty ln and main st is very scary. I'm not sure what the solution is, since it probably
doesn't warrant or need a signal. Maybe a lower speed limit? Maybe a change to the geometry? It's hard
to crane your neck so far even as an able-bodied person.
- Pulling out of 19th street onto Greenbush from the North is hard to see around foliage & parked cars,
- The segment of sherman st between south st and jackson st could be closed. There's no access to any of
the homes from that street (even though there's a curb cut), and it would remove an intersection that's in
very close proximity to another intersection.
- TAMIAMI CT
- We have streets that could be repaved in the Brick n Wood subdivision.
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- The rail road crossing at 18th was recently repaved. It is very rough. Worse than before they "fixed" it.
Needs to be repaved or the city needs a refund and someone else fix it correctly. The crossing on Concord
is rough as well. The crossing on Beck Ln is rough but not as bad since you are traveling slow due to leaving
or approaching the stop sign there.
- Fix the railroad crossing on 18th street south. It's worse than it was before it got fixed!
- Also, the railroad crossing and lane shift at the tracks on southbound 18th after Brady Lane is very narrow.
It feels dangerous when cars traverse it side by side.
- South Street.
- The curb cuts for the marathon gas at the NW corner of n earl ave and south st make that intersection a
mess. Maybe they could at least be changed to right-in/ right-outs, so people don't try to foolishly cut across
a million lanes through stopped traffic? Jiffy lube on the SW corner also has more way more curb cut than
it needs on south st. The southern curb cut for mar-jean village plaza on the NE corner of the intersection
probably could also be closed, but I don't ever actually see anyone use that one, so maybe it's not as big of
a deal. But it definitely is way, way too close to the intersection.
- South Street. Too many stop lights to move traffic. Need roundabouts Traffic backs up one mile from cat
to I-65 on occasion starting at 3:30 P.M. Speed limit is 45. Jersey barriers for high speed.
- State Road 26, north of the Creasy Rd intersection. The road needs to widen to three lanes between
Creasy and Marketplace Dr. The traffic lights between these two roads also need to be timed to allow more
vehicles through on SR26 during high congestion hours. Yes, I live East of Meijer if you couldn't already tell.
- Also on state road 26, in front of IHOP where a 3rd lane begins, the line marks are worn and could use
repainting. When there are events in town and visitors in the area, that spot can be confusing and drivers
tend to change lanes last minute, cutting in front of people. Repainting lines may be helpful.
- SR 26 is a nightmare. Always. Also, too many roads/streets with black squiggly lines from being filled in you can't even see the road markings anymore on some of them!
-26 from Sagamore to 65 needs 3 lanes
- SR 26 tracks by post office
- Westbound south st between frontage rd and n creasy lane could stand to have more obvious lane
destination markings. Some of the right lanes turn into not-a-lane/ turn-only lanes. It's just not clear what
lane you need to be in for where you want to go. If you drive this road a lot, you memorize it so it's not a
big deal, but this road is directly connected to the interstate, so it should be made abundantly clear which
lanes lead to what for the out-of-town folks. Fewer last-minute/ lane changes will make this a safer road.
- East 50 south and McCarty lane
- Creasy from Greenbush to Eisenhower.
- Creasy Lane
- Most conjested is Creasy Lane
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- North Creasy Lane north of Greenbush
- It seems like greenbush st between n 12th st and erie st could stand to have different pavement markings.
It's very wide for such a slow-speed road, and people are constantly making left turns. Maybe making a
center two-way turn lane would both help folks not block traffic, and keep speeds low. If the intent is not
to let people pass on the right when folks are making left turns, then maybe the road should be narrowed
to entirely prevent it, rather than opening up for the possibility of sideswipes with a slightly-too-narrow
lane for folks to pass.
- Greenbush St by Greenbush Cemetery has poor visibility with the blind curve at the top of the hill. The
intersection at Greenbush 9th St is too narrow with poor visibility by the cemetery corner.
- Not necessarily a road, but the entire parking lot in the shopping center with At Home/Nine Irish on SR 38
is a joke. Those potholes will swallow a smart car completely and it is very dangerous.
- Intersection of veterans and 38. That intersection is so hard to traverse because of the bumps when
coming from veterans
-State road 38 and Veterans Memorial, Veterans Memorial and Old 231
- Make Veteran's memorial 4 lanes, from 9th all the way to new 231S and from US52 to St RD 38
- Veterans memorial hwy. needs to be 4 lanes from Concord to Ind.26
- A right turn lane needs to be added on the north and south bound of Veterans Memorial Pkwy at the
McCarty Ln intersection by the hospital
- Road between 38 and Best Buy
- widen 400s from concord to 18th
- Stacey Hollow Way has a curve and dip about 150 yards north of Stacey Hollow Drive. The west side of
Stacey Hollow Way has overgrown bushes that severely hinders the ability to see walkers and cars. The
bushes need to be removed.
- There's a huge expanse of unnecessary pavement at the intersection of el grande st and catula ave. There
could be tons of greenspace there instead. That's not to mention the strange double stop signs -- one at
catula and el granda, and another one not 100 ft further at el granda and central st. Esplanade st at durango
st also has a whole bunch of extra pavement. Less pavement is less confusing, less money to maintain, and
more greenspace! The area between king st and el prado ave could also be looked at, and the greenspace
at esplanade and el granda could also be increased.
- It's impossible to see on Wiggins and Fowler when the cars are parked along both sides of the roads. The
space between the corner and first parking space should be bigger
- CR 100W/CR 140W from Kalberer to CR 500N. I know there are plans to work on this, but when will it
start?
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W get paved
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- N 100 W and N140 W connecting Hadley Moors neighborhood to Kalberer Road. Paving this road would
eliminate much of the vehicle traffic on Morehouse Road as the Hadley Moors residents would likely take
this road instead of Morehouse if these county roads were paved. The current gravel roads are very hard
on vehicles. Also, Morehouse Road (needs widened with sidewalk or bike path connection from Kimberly
Estates/Hadley Moors neighborhood due to high bike and pedestrian traffic on the narrow shoulder.
- PLEASE pave Yeager going north of Kalberer (CR N 140 W & CR N 100 W). Having a road that is gravel so
close to the city with so much housing construction is unbelievable. Why has it take so long to do this?
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W in West Lafayette
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W
- County Road N100W and N140W West Lafayette. This is behind one of the biggest neighborhoods in West
Lafayette with lots of runners, bikes, and cars. Yet, it is a gravel road with many 90 turns that blind due to
fences, trees, and crops. It is also very narrow with no sidewalk/space for runner and bikers to move. This
road needs sidewalks and paved at the least. Re-routed would be optimal to make it safer.
-Cr 140w and Cr 100w south of cr500n. These roads are on backside of Hadley Moore subdivision. In years
past the county would at minimum put down oil. Seems insane this has to be endured with all of the traffic
on this road
- N 100 W from Kalberer Rd to the Hadley Moors subdivision entrance. This road is gravel. Residents were
promised that this road would be paved 25 years ago. I asked Mike Spencer about this project 3 years ago
and was told they have a proposed solution but were a few years out on funding or something to that
effect. Can we please get this road into the 20th century at least?
- Pave C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W. It is currently gravel. Residents in Hadley Mars would like this paved
so that they don't have to go to Morehouse Road to exit the neighborhood. This would also alleviate travel
on Morehouse Road which is a busy road with pedestrians and bicycles. Thank you.
- Morehouse is very narrow and has high traffic due to the Hadley Moor housing expansion
- Blocked views from stop signs on Garden and Princess,
- Soldier's Home Rd.
- Soldiers home road needs repair and improvements from sagamore parkway north. Needs a traffic light
or roundabout at the exit ramp from sagamore parkway.
- Soldiers Home Road between Sagamore and Cumberland.
- soldiers home road in West Laf is terrible.
- Soldiers Home Rd near Sagamore Pkwy (US 52) got torn up by water contractors and very lazily put back
together.
- Soldiers Home. No shoulder north of Cumberland and holes/torn up South of Cumberland. I think the
water main replacement contractor left in the middle- it’s terrible.
- Soldiers home after the recent work
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- Soldiers Home Road- no safe way to travel via bike or walking - too winding and narrow with many blind
spots around curves - very much used by cyclists
- Soldiers Home road at Happy Hollow, then Northbound
- Soldiers Home Road - needs alignment an widening south of Cumberland Avenue - it's a straight shot with
nothing to slow down speeding drivers and visibility is poor. Suggest traffic calming devices, speed humps,
etc. near University Crossing Apartments. Better bike lanes there too would improve safety.
- Soldiers Home near Montessori.
- Soilders home road and i43
- The intersection of n river rd and soldiers home rd is difficult to see/ prepare for. If it were easier to know
exactly where that turn is, it would require less hard braking and be safer. Same thing for n river rd and e
500 n, but hopefully the upcoming project at that intersection will fix it.
- Yeager Road desperately needs a trail/pedestrian connection between Ace Hardware and the round about
on Cumberland
- Yeager Road, at Richfield Apartments and the roundabout. There is no safe way to turn in to Richfield. If
you try to turn left into it, it's difficult to see oncoming traffic because of the tall plants in the
median/roundabout. If you try to swing around the roundabout then turn right into Richfield, you have to
change lanes so quickly that you could accidentally cut someone off. If the plants could be removed in the
median, that would probably be the most helpful/easiest solution.
- Repair and widen turns at Cumberland (250N) and 400W
- This year many properties have been negligent on trimming trees hanging over bike paths in WL. Also all
that tall vegetation in mediums on Cumberland create too many blind spots for safe crossing The vegetation
next to the crosswalk at Covington is especially bad because people barrel down Cumberland and can’t see
people waiting to cross and the pedestrians and cyclists can’t see cars coming.
- That stretch of trees and vegetation along trail between the two entrances/exits in front of Walmart needs
to be cleared out - VERY difficult to see cars coming out of lot.
- Newman Road is used by a lot of cyclists and runners who have to use the road lanes and is generally
unsafe because of the hills and curves.
- McCormick road remains a great danger. The city engineers had promised during a meeting with Blackbird
Farms residents that a sidewalk/trail would be included when the Cherry lane project was being done. They
lied.
- McCormick Road From Lindberg to Cherry needs sidewalk or some way to make pedestrians (many of
them -400- Purdue students walking to class). It’s dangerous because they have to walk on the road.
- Lindberg road west of Klondike library needs bike/walking path for safety of our communities children
especially with added traffic which improving the road east of the library will bring.
- Lindberg between Salisbury and Northwestern - no sidewalks or bike lanes
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- The segment of northwestern ave between yeager rd and lindberg rd should be 30 mph. There's no point
in going any faster on such a short segment of road. It just encourages wasting gas getting up to the speed
limit then instantly slowing down for a stoplight at lindberg or the roundabout.
-43 and happy hollow. Driving south on happy hollow and needing to creep out, with cars speeding on 43,
seen multiple fender benders and accidents here.
- US 52 at Cumberland needs 2 left turn lanes to Walmart or another solution to the left turn lane backing
up into the left lane. The left lane to Walmart is backing up into the left travel lane and blocking traffic
coming from the bridge from Northwestern, heading west.
- Sagamore parkway in West Lafayette needs to not have cross traffic lanes . Maybe turn lanes but no left
turns from parking lots
- US52 / Sagamore Parkway (West Lafayette) has continual issues with flooding and ice formation due to
poor drainage from Yeager Road to the Wabash River. This also contributes to deterioration of the road
and curbs. It seems like during every major rainfall, vehicles are disabled and damaged with flat tires.
During the winter, ice near Nighthawk & 52 causes accidents. Ice is also an issue near 52 and Salisbury.
- The number of access drives on sagamore pkwy w between yeager rd and soldiers home rd is just too
many for such a high-functional class road, especially with the huge change in grade. It would be great if
frontage rd could be extended, or if a backage rd could be installed (similar to the one off nighthawk dr)
along the entire rest of that sagamore segment. Also about sagamore pkwy w, it's very scary to cross it as
a pedestrian. Maybe some pedestrian refuge islands could be put in, such as at the intersection of salisbury
and sagamore?
- Sagamore bridge over Wabash is pretty bumpy after the bridge work for motorcyclists.
- US 52 from Sagamore to US 231.
- U.S. 231 at State Street (SR 26) in West Lafayette is a dangerous intersection. After complaining to INDOT
about the high number of accidents there, I myself was hit and sent by ambulance to the emergency room.
Also, North and South River Roads in West Lafayette are very dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians.
- Exit out of Payless in West Lafayette is a disaster. Salisbury all the way to Harrison HS needs redone with
traffic circle at 600 N. 600 N needs widened all the way from Moorehouse Road to Battle Ground. It’s like
planners are living in horse and buggy days
- There needs to be more safety measures in for crossing Sagamore Parkway at Salisbury and Sagamore
Parkway and Northwestern for pedestrians and cyclists.
- And this one isn't really roads per se, but the huge clearzone/ median and bridges near the interchange
of sagamore pkwy w and northwestern ave is a missed/ unused opportunity for some public art or
landscaping or something. Bridges and medians are a great way to advertise a community, and surely
something could be done with this area in a way that's both aesthetically pleasing and safe for run-offroad/ distracted driving.
- Kent and Salisbury intersection. Poorly designed with limited signage. People leaving Payless parking lot
get in wrong lane to go straight(go in the lane that is right turn only). During busy times like school times
people heading south on Salisbury stop in the middle of the intersection and people leaving Kent sit through
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a couple lights in order to be able to turn left ontoSalisbury. Throw in an ambulance trying to get through,
there is no place to pull over due to the bottleneck. There really should be a left turn signal coming out
Kent onto Salisbury.
- Drivers ignore 4 way stop at Covington and Kent - no complete stops. They are trying to beat the traffic
at the Salisbury/Sagamore intersection. Many race down Covington to get out onto Salisbury. That is a
family neighborhood- not a frontage road for beating a congested intersection.
- Salisbury in West Lafayette is heavily used and does not seem have to have the "base "it needs to last. It
seems to deteriorate quickly after lengthy resurfacing projects
- State st through campus still has too much traffic
- Brown St (West Lafayette) that leads to Waterfront apartments; the parking lot of currently Homegoods,
pet smart etc.,
- I would like to see North River Road receive more attention during winter weather events.This is a main
artery from the north and deserves more attention than it has received in the past
- I 65 on ramp at 43
- Exit 178 from I65 s on to i43, needs traffic light.
- Traffic signals by speedway on 43
- At night time, the road that connects E 200 S and veterans Memorial parkway, going in front of fire station
9 and beside one of Caterpillar buildings can be hazardous at the curve almost to veterans memorial. I
believe the road is S 500 E. There have been multiple people (according to a police officer) who, when
driving along the curve, are blinded by the headlights of the traffic on veterans memorial, are disoriented
on that curve, and end up in the embankment in front of the caterpillar building. You can see multiple skid
marks and ruts. Either a street light and/or reflectors clearly marking that curve may be helpful in
preventing accidents..
- The bridge that crossed the new 25 ends at a gravel road rather than continuing straight to 300 by East
Tipp. School. Paving the road would really help.
-225 Battleground. Chip and seal bad idea. Many people have cracked windshields since this has been done
.
-225 was just chip/sealed and I think it’s in worse condition than it was to begin with! The prep work before
it was done (patching) was terrible. Please tell me this isn’t all they are doing.
- Concord Rd and 450 S. needs a passing lane on Concord and a right turn lane on 450 S. More and more
building is happening and the road is narrow and backed up often. It needs Something similar to Concord
and 430 S.
- E 430 S is very narrow with little to no shoulder and very bumpy patchwork repairs on the asphalt. Not a
bike friendly roadway.
- Gravel Road north Yeager, the gravel is an obstacle to driving that road
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- 25 transition to teal road through elston area.
- elston road, it needs a side walk for people walking from section 8 housing to the grocery store. someone
will get hit.
- Elston Road
- Elston roads needs sidewalks for new housing complex
- need more lights on Elston Rd by overlook point apartments
- I feel like most of the roads in our area are pretty well maintained. The only issue I have is with US 231
south of town between SR 25 W/US 52 and CR 500 S. The concrete road surface in this area (with the
inclines leading up and down over Wea Creek) causes a lot of annoying noise for the residents of the area.
The tires from the vehicles just SING on the concrete. I feel that paving that section with a more porous
asphalt would absorb a lot of the noise from the road. Can someone please look into this? Also, can
anything be done to slow down the traffic on CR 800 S? People drive out there like it is an interstate.
- A right turn lane on 231 S and 800 S where the new light is would be much safer.
- Also, 52/4th street/Old 231 at Elston is in need of drainage solutions, repaving, and paint.
- From 231 to Elston Rd (Beck Lane)
-231 in the Elston area. That road has been horrible for over 20 years, flooding, horrible patchwork.
Apparently no one from the transportation department in Tippecanoe County ever drives in this area.
- Make Old 231S (from Veteran's memorial and south of there) not accessible to semi truck traffic. Too
many semi trucks fly through there instead of taking new 231S. It's unnecessary especially with
McCutcheon and Mayflower students in the area. It's understandable if they are going through there to
make a delivery or its a moving truck. The majority of trucks are from Venture Logistics which fly through
there.
- The stretch of Old U.S. 231 between Elston Rd. and Hwy 52.
- Old US 231/52 by speedway, Midwest, and self storage.
- 825 West @ SR 26 is a terrible intersection.
- Huston road - lovely how state owned property is growing into the road making a narrow road even more
difficult and pave it....stop patching, most people don't enjoy the washboard effect that is left when the job
is supposedly done. Remember, these are our tax dollars you are spending. As a rural resident of the
county, it would be nice to see some work done outside of the city of Lafayette, not just have a road grader
2 times a WEEK on 1300 south. Is that a good use of tax dollars?
- CR 200N is neglected. Plants obstruct road signs, weeds are not trimmed back on a regular basis so drivers
can safely see wildlife and other obstacles.
-300 N & 400 E. Newer intersection, total design flaw. You cannot see in either direction when you are on
300 N. Traffic on 400 is coming up an incline, it is a T intersection. Bad, bad bad!
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-510 S and SR 25 - very difficult to see oncoming traffic. Cars travel at a high rate of speed and it's very
dangerous entering the highway from the county road.
- Why is the light turning left onto 500S on 231S not a flasher as you can see over a Mile down the road.
There is no reason to have to wait for the light.
- S 550E, from McCarthy Ln. to S 650E, needs paved as it (pavement) abruptly ends a quarter mile from
McCarthy Ln intersection and becomes gravel towards S 650E.
- N 625 E has a bridge that crosses the Hoosier Heartland highway then ends at a gravel road.
It doesn't make it to E 300 N by EAST TIPP MS or Hershey Elementary.
- East 500 south
- 400 S on the west side of 231 needs paved with all the new house past it. It is too narrow.
-4 lane County farm rd
-4 lane 500e from 26 to 231
- The segment of S 500 E between newcastle rd and E old 350 S could be closed. It doesn't go anywhere
and there's no access off it. Additionally, the segments of newcastle rd nearby just north of the railroad
tracks could also be closed. Sell it to subaru or the railroad company if they need it for something, but they
don't need to be public roads.
- The grading of the intersection of newcastle rd and s county line rd e could be improved. Right now you
can definitely get some air going through it too fast.
- I want a stop sign at the intersection of Eisenhower and CR 400 E. It is shocking how busy that whole area
is and I am always worried that someone is not going to stop at their stop sign.
- If more neighborhoods are going to be built, 500 North and 600 North should be widened to 3 or 4 lanes.
- At the intersection of n 250 w and morehouse rd, it's hard to see oncoming traffic, plus the speeds are
very high, and the angle is difficult to crane your neck. Maybe if it were a more 90* intersection it would
be easier to get closer and would be easier to turn your head and see.
-500 north from 43 west to Morehouse
- CR 500 N, near Morehouse Rd-to narrow and steep to the West, Jackson Hwy, East of Montmorenci- trees
too close to the road
-600 north in Wabash township, with all the development going on, this road is increasingly becoming a
racetrack. Thanks a lot for the urban sprawl.
-500 N and 75 E intersection: coming from North to South on 75, there is a fence that blocks the view to
the left, and then corn that makes you pull way out just to be able to see if a car is coming. Then, the SW
corner has a big drop off and it is hard to turn S on 75 if there is a car on it going North. It is highly traveled,
and would be nice if that intersection was a bit bigger. Thank you
- The crossing of 75E and 500N - Hard to see traffic on 500N when stopping in front of the stop sign on 75E.
The corn field is too close to the road and block the drivers' view.
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- Location: Near Montmorenci: The intersection where Jackson Highway terminates at 650 West. Jackson
Hwy comes in from the southeast at about a 50-55 degree angle. The problem (to me) at this odd threeway intersection is that the single stop sign is posted for drivers on 650 West heading north into
Montmorenci. There is no stop sign for the traffic approaching on Jackson Hwy. Because of the angled
approach of Jackson Hwy and the fact it is coming from the southeast, northbound drivers that stop at the
sign on 650 West have to crane their bodies/necks far to the right, much more than the typical 90 degrees
one needs to turn one's head to check left and/or right at a standard intersection. Here you actually have
to turn more like 140-145 degrees (90 plus 50-55). This is often difficult to do for many possible reasons:
stiff neck, stiff back, high-topped passenger seat, passenger side back seat obstructions (because you're
actually looking back through that area to try and see cars approaching on Jackson Hwy), etc. Altogether
this makes for an unnecessary hazardous situation that could be rectified by moving the stop sign from 650
West and having it apply instead to the vehicles coming in from Jackson Hwy. Something to consider,
anyway. I'll add one other, more minor issue caused by the current location of the stop sign at that
intersection. When a northbound driver is stopped at the sign and there is a southbound driver
approaching from Montmorenci, the stopped driver has no idea if the southbound driver is going to veer
left onto Jackson Hwy or continue south past the intersection. This requires the stopped northbound driver
to have to sit and wait until the southbound driver has passed before preceding. If the stop sign faced
Jackson Hwy and northbound traffic on 650 West had no sign, there would be no wait, and southbound
drivers would need to yield to northbound if desiring to turn (veer) left onto Jackson Hwy, which seems
much more like the typical situation at intersections.
- The odd intersection of 400W, Lindbergh Jackson Hwy and 26W. Great place for a roundabout.
- Intersection of State Highway 26 and 400 West and Linburg. This is a five way intersection where everyone
must stop. If going north on 400, it is hard to look back to the right to see anyone coming west on State
Highway 26. If going north on 400, it is hard to see past the home to the right. This is an excellent candidate
for a round about.
- Why not close the segment of taft rd between W 500 N and morehouse rd? That intersection is just a
mess. It would be better if the entire intersection could be reworked to give better 90* angles between the
roads.
- widen 690 n
- widen cr 800 s 231 to 52.
- CR 800 south between US 231 and US 52. Line of sight issues at intersections with corn fields and way too
much semi traffic avoiding Veterans Parkway.
- 900 E & SR 38
- County road 325 N between 900 E and E County Line Road.
- East county line road north from 26 to 200 north.. 35 driveways along this 2 miles and some of them are
blind in woods.. At least 20 % of traffic is breaking the 55mph speed limit .. Want speed limit set to 45mph.
Could also include the next 1/2 mile with 6 more drives and a blind intersection at 250 north.
- The segment of S 1000 W between SR 28 and US 52 could be closed. There is no access to anything on S
1000 W, and it just creates a pointless intersection on 52.
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-1000 South between 700 and 500 E needs work. The ditch along this road floods worse and worse each
year, our road was recently flooded shut for a week and it happens several times every year. The worst is
when we get a lot of snow and it melts and freezes over the road, again closing it for a week or more making
it difficult for residents and school busses to pass. A drainage culvert (or whatever it is called) seems to be
plugged as well as some broken drainage tiles and maybe even some ditch dredging would benefit this
road. It is also only 2 miles of gravel and could really use pavement and not have to put down oil that lasts
only a month or two, last year we didn't get any put down at all. It's really taking a toll on my vehicles too
as I just had to spend over 3k to fix up my family car due to the jarring this road does to it.
- Division Rd between Grandville Bridge and 575 W. where the rubbery material they fill the cracks with is
so reflective. It's blinding in the morning with the sun in your face and bouncing off the road.
- On another topic, I wasn't sure where to put this one. Near the Klondike branch of the library, pedestrians
and bikers often cross from Green Meadows over to the library neighborhood. It can be tricky to make this
crossing as the cars come out of the Lindberg roundabout, see the long straight road, and pick up speed
really quickly. There are also often cars turning out of one or both neighborhood roads. I wonder if this
would be a good place for one of those pedestrian-activated flashing light systems, just to alert the cars
that people are crossing (or wanting to cross).
- nothing popping to mind right now in my daily circuit
- Not in neovhborhood
- Not sure.
- Not sure
- Not aware of any currently.
- no
- There’s to many to list.
- I decided not to answer this. As what is broken gets fixed at some point, no need for me to be an additional
squeaky wheel

Locations for New Roads
- None. We have too many already.
- I don't think we need new roads, how about working on the ones in our older neighborhoods. Lets put
some curbs in where there has never been any. Make it safer for Kids and adults to be able to walk. I have
parents that have lived in the same house for 43 years and they haven't had curbs for 30 years, since they
got paved over. Cars drive through their yard constantly.
- I really don't think we need MORE roads right now (ie -- if you build it, they will come. You just create
MORE traffic, not less traffic problems). Repairing and upgrading existing roadways and making those more
walker/bike friendly makes much more sense fiscally, and for overall quality of life for the community.
- No where!! New roads eat up our farmland and country areas. Leave it alone!!
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- We don’t need new roads
- No new roads. Open up the public transit system to incorporate more public buy-in. As far as I know, only
folks that ride the bus are too poor to afford a car, or have lost their driving privileges and that is an
unbearable stigma to overcome for using public transport.
- I don't really believe there needs to be new roads, but instead an autonomous trolley or street car system
installed to existing roads so that people can get places without cars (which of course wear down roads)
- There are plenty of roads.
- Let’s keep it as it is.
- we should focus on using the infrastructure that is under-used rather than building new roads.
- We can barely maintain the roads and bridges we have. We don't need to burden future generations with
infrastructure they won't be able to afford. Let's stop sprawling.
- only where absolutely needed. I'd rather see us make sure we've got our current system well maintained
AND that the maintenance is funded rather than taking on more future debt for current maintenance.
- We don't need any new roads. What we need are sidewalks on existing roads.
- Six foot tree lawns with trees and underground utilities. Pavers for parking areas. Asphalt only for the
travel part of the road. Round a bouts and no stop and go traffic lights,. Change your codes. They are
extremely outdated.
- I would like to see an effective cycle path system be put into place before new roads. It seems like our
county and community are focused on building a transportation infrastructure for 1950 and not 2050.
- Every road needs a multi-use trail on at least one side.
- Everywhere
- More than new roads, perhaps existing roads with more capacity and pedestrian and bike trails alongside
- Improve existing roads first. Twickingham is prime example. Avoided it like the plague before it was was
rebuilt,now its a pleasure to use. Rebuild railroad crossings everywhere. Even the ones that were just
worked on are still terrible. Just rough speed bumps.
- Since Main street doesn't go anywhere anymore, change it to a walking/bicycling road without cars and
trucks.
- Something to help with traffic around the new YMCA.
- Crosswind Apartment to Walmart on 26
- Extend Park Ave. from McCarty to Veterans Mem. Hwy
- Extend Kossuth to Creasy. Another road into Wabash neighborhood (Smith Street?) Another bridge across
the Wabash (Greenbush to Happy Hollow?)
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- An overpass/bridge system that connects either Union or Greenbush to SR26, using E 50 N. The East side
is booming and SR26 is only going to get busier at the bottlenecks.
- Seqouya at beck in Lafayette needs to continue to concord road or down to Brady directly. More speed
bumps may be a good thing.
- Teal Road
- parallel road to IN 26 Sagamore to I65
- Sagamore Parkway should be widen to six lanes. State Road 26th east of Sagamore Parkway
- We live on south side. All businesses and stores and shopping is on other side of town. I’ve lived in bigger
cities and traffic flow here is much worse. Stoplights are not timed well and need a better route from 231
south area to northeast side of town. Too much traffic on creasy.
- There needs to be an extension of union across 65, or something like that in order to alleviate traffic on
26
- Create access road west of I65 north of St Rd 26 so restaurants and hotels are more accessible. And make
3 lanes on StRd 26, west of I65 to St Rd 52.
-Access of I 65 to union street. Extention of Schuyler Ave to Fannon Dr along tracks.
- I65 should be three lanes in all of Tippecanoe County.
-There should be an access road between Rome DR and South ST from Creasy LN eastward, connecting all
the businesses along there. A lane should also be added to east-bound South ST from Creasy LN to I-65.
-Duncan RD should be connected to N 9th ST on the north side of Sagamore PKWY.
- Should have been an I-65 bypass completely around west side of Lafayette/west Lafayette. What was
done is mostly a tragic waste of time and money. Poor planning.
-1. Soldiers Home Rd should directly connect to Swisher Rd for easier access to Prophetstown Park.
2. 425N should be built between 100W and 75W/Soldiers Home Rd
- Widening Soldiers Home Road from Happy Hollow Road to River Road. Put sidewalk and bike path at least
out to the entrance of the Indiana Veterans Home.
- Definitely Soldiers Home Rd
- Need protected lanes on Sagamore Parkway from Walmart to Meijer. The riders who attempt Sagamore
Parkway don't seem to have the skill to handle traffic volume and speed on that road.
- Salisbury road going north and southbound between west Lafayette and Harrison high school is so busy
especially during school times but even now outside of school times because of increasing population
density in that area.
- Maybe a way to get from W.Lafayette to Lafayette north of where you can now. That would be a very
expensive project but probably worth it.
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- Parallel roads to US52 in West Lafayette and Lafayette are needed, possibly through widening 500 North
(West Lafayette). In certain areas of Lafayette, S. 9th Street and S. 18th Street could be widened to allow
3 or 4 travel lanes. The biggest traffic dilemma in Tippecanoe County is the dependence of so much of the
population on the 4-lane US 52 /Sagamore Parkway, which also serves as a detour during traffic accidents
for I-65! There is a lack of parallel roads along much of the stretch, with the exception of Earl Avenue, for
example. If there is construction, a traffic accident, etc., there are few if any parallel roads. (For example,
heading west on 52 past Cumberland Avenue to Klondike in West Lafayette. Or from the Wabash River to
Union Street in Lafayette.)
- McCormick between Lindbergh Rd. and Cherry Ln. and roundabout at McCormick and Cherry Ln.
- Lighted bike path between Lindberg and Cherry.
- Connect west Lafayette city center with Lafayette city center
- high-speed bypass from east to west sides would be nice. Only options now have a lot of signals. Also trail
connection from the Fort to campus and beyond (there is no bike connector from trail leaving Fort to West
Lafayette - bikes are prohibited on the dirt trail). Extend the 231 trails south to River Road.
- Municipal infrastructure planning needs to be incorporated into the new TSC Klondike school and existing
schools renovation to maximize student safety and handle the additional vehicular traffic associated with
the increase in development at this location.
- Really need to pave Yeager going north of Kalberer (CR N 140 W & CR N 100 W) -- this could reduce
congestion on Morehouse Road which has become very dangerous. Need another major East-West road
north of Kalberer. Kalberer has become too congested at times and is often hard to turn left onto.
- Complete Yeager road north of Kalberer.
-Yeager Road could be extended north from Kalberer Road to 500 North in West Lafayette.
- I would like to see Yeager Road paved north of Kalberer
- Between 38 and McCarty
- Between highway 38 and the road that Kirby Risk is on
- Leaving SIA and turning left onto veterans memorial. Need two turn lanes onto veterans memorial.
Veterans memorial from 38 to 52 needs to be 4-Lane.
- Dayton, They canceled their opportunity, but Dayton road is to narrow and old to handle the community
traffic
- Expanding Haggerty lane close to Dayton might help remove some of the congestion and speeding on SR
38 through Dayton. Something needs to be done to alleviate some of the traffic and high speeds.
- Widen 43 to Brookston to 4 lanes.
- I’d like a wide, safe road that connects highway 26 to Hwy 43.
- A straight shot from 200N to 26. We have to go halfway in the wrong direction to get anywhere.
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-County Road N100W and N140W West Lafayette. While this is an exiting road, it is a gravel road with
several 90 blind turns and is too narrow for all the runners and bikers to use safely. Needs reworked
- I would love to see County road N 140 W / N 100 W get paved or at least chip and sealed.
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W get paved
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W get paved, or at least chip and sealed. Heavily used, hard on vehicles.
- C.R. N 140 W and C.R. N 100 W near hadley moor neighborhood
- the county roads near Hadley Moors, 100W which turns into 140W
- Pave N 100 W to connect to W 500 N to ease traffic on Morehouse and provide another exit/entrance for
Hadley Moor neighborhood
- Gravel road behind Hadley Moore. Needs to be paved. Many cars travel that road. It's terrible.
- S 850 W. Chip and seal it or grade it better so the edges are safer. It currently is a big unsafe crown. My
daughters have both crashed in the gravel out here,
- Yet another "52 bypass" - out near the end of four-lane US231 South bypass. (Just South of McCutcheon
High School area.) The purpose would be to bypass Veterans Memorial with a more direct access to
Southbound US52. (Unlike Veterans Memorial Parkway, this road will be limited access to prevent the
massive growth of businesses that has made Veteran's so congested)
-25 years ago, in an area plan commission meeting on traffic flow, I begged them to consider a non-stop
bypass from the I-65 north side to I-65 south side. This is when 231 and I believe Veterans Memorial Pkwy
was under discussion. They said it would cost too much, but I suggested it wasn't going to get any less
expensive and the necessary land needed would be harder to come by. You see what we are dealing with
now. I also would like to have seen access roads built into Veterans Pkwy and what is now South street
from I-65 to Sagamore.
- East side of the county
- Extend 300 south to connect with new US 231.
- us 231 connection to interstate
- Continue 231 bypass from where it stops at Meijer to I-65.
-South of town from 231 around to 25 north so traffic can bypass Lafayette and make a quicker way for
trucks to get around Lafayette. Maybe like from Shade land to south of McCutcheon to 52 to 38 east of
Dayton to 26 east of IU Hospital to the heartland close to Buckcreek then over to 231 North it would be
much better then 350 is
-231 South
-600 north is Very busy and with increasing population is getting busier from battleground to beyond
battleground middle school.
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-43 south off of I 65 has become very treacherous, especially during the winter for people trying to turn off
of burnetts road either north or south bound and I have personally witnessed several accidents at this
intersection.
- Western side of county is growing quickly. 231 and Klondike Road improvement plus the coming Lindbergh
help but another road direct from 26 WTO 52would be helpful and probably another way south from west.
- How about a state road access directly into Prophetstown State Park?
- Expand SR 28
- SR 28 S to become four lanes and become the southern bypass.
- South sidem
- N/A
- n/a
- NA
- None come to mind
- No suggestion
- I do not know
- I don't know.
- No real opinion on this. I spend most of my time in the county so I expect to have to drive at least a mile
in any direction to get to a road.
- no
- Not sure
- no thoughts on this

Roads or Intersections People Get Stuck at While Driving
- In general, it seems that there's a lack of coordination between signalized intersections.
- We need to do a better job of just programing the Street lights to be smarter. we can sit at several lights
and wait for our turn, with no traffic coming from the green sides. Then when it is our turn to go, the traffic
shows up for the other side and they have to wait while we go. and then the light wont change back to
them until the next round of traffic from our lanes get to the light. The timing for the flow of traffic stinks.
We hurry up and wait from light to light.
- Too numerous throughout Tippecanoe county to isolate on any of "several" intersections. Flow apparently
is not a consideration and/or the magnetic strips aren't functioning properly. I have way too many examples
to list all of the sub-standard intersections with timing issues. I can remember many years ago being told
that the traffic lights in Lafayette would function with a computerized system that would alleviate
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congestion. I kind of hope they never put this into effect, because if this is what that's supposed to look
like..........
- More traffic signals
- It just depends at which hour of the day one is driving, with school bus traffic, folks getting off work or
headed to work, and so on. Some of these issues WOULD or COULD BE remedied with more access to public
transportation.
- Anywhere there is not a traffic circle!
- Many stop lights still don't trigger for bikes. Northbound 16th at Kossuth, northbound Nighthawk at
Sagamore Parkway...
- The traffic lights in the city suck. Why can't we have smart traffic lights? Solve the traffic lights problem
before wasting millions on contact less charging for electric vehicles.
- All major intersections
- Intersection at Old U.S 231, 52/Teal Rd, and Rolland Hill Rd
- 4th st and old 231
- The intersection of 4th street and Kossuth could really use a stop sign or light instead of a caution light. It
takes forever to turn left from Kossuth street.
- 4th street
- Teal and 4th has gotten so much more traffic since relocating 52 on Teal. Long lines up the hill and up 4th
Street towards Elston at evening rush hour especially. Also, the backups at 18th and Teal are terrible during
the school year. Finally, if roundabouts are going to continue to be used, please be consistent with lanes
and better signage. Signs should be placed well before the intersection, especially where there are multiple
lanes or lane changes needed.
- Any on teal road
- Teal and earl
- The Jefferson High School traffic turning left on (eastbound) Teal Road and 22nd Street intersection.
People get impatient while waiting and cut into the right lane of traffic, almost causing wrecks.
- Salem and 9th could use a longer protected left
- Anything downtown in 9th.
- South st. And 18th! Turing from 18th onto South coming from the north is almost impossible! There needs
to be a light with a turn arrow.
-18th street going South, at South Street. No left turn arrow. Sometimes have to wait for two rounds of
lights to get a chance to rush through. I'm surprised a turn signal hasn't been put there already. This has
been going on for yearsl
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- On 18th street and Salem, the lights rarely change for traffic on Salem at night even when no one is
around. It has a preference towards 18th street. Also, the left turn from Union onto 18th street and then
the light on 18th street at the intersection of Salem are linked. When I turn left onto 18th street, sometimes
only one car can make the Salem light since the timing is short. I think that this sometimes leads to a back
up of cars on 18th street between Salem and Union, so perhaps that could be adjusted.
-18th and main. Eri and 18th
-18th and Erie. 18th and Union/Salem.
- Erie & 18th
- 18th and State Street. 18th and Kossuth. Both might be good candidates for roundabouts.
- In front of the new baseball stadium its a mess people trying to turn can't and backing up traffic its really
a mess that shouldn't of happened
- Mind street from park to earl Ave, earl Ave period. Earl Ave yo union street
- Earl and Main
- Main and Earl Ave.
- Main by the new stadium heading east due to people making a left turn
- New signal on main next to stadium - main st commonly backs up
- Main street at Earl backs up so often. It used to be possible to make a right turn onto Main when going
north on Earl. Now there is not a lane only for right turns, which used to be easier for getting to 38 or
McCarty.
- S.R.38 and Creasy Lane .
- The intersection at ST RD 38 and Veteran's memorial and the intersection at US52 and Veteran's memorial
are terrible when Subaru employees are going to or leaving work. We need four lanes on Veteran's
Memorial and double turn lanes or the turn lanes need extended. Traffic going straight is hindered by
traffic waiting to turn. I think this really slows traffic down, turn traffic in the way of straight traffic.
- 38 and Veterans Memorial.
- 38 and veterans! It’s terrible. Most days I have to sit through multiple stop lights because of the 2-lane
road between 38 and 52.
- Veteran's Memorial Parkway between 38 and 52. Please get this widened to 4 lanes. I know it was in the
long range plan but needs to be moved up in priority.
-52/ Veterans Memorial
- Eastbound Veterans Mem. Hwy at US52
- Veterans Memorial Parkway and 52
- 52 and Veterans Memorial
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- Veterans Hwy and 26 the light is quite long to wait to turn left, as well as cars slowly creeping out to turn
right .
- Veterans Memorial from and to US 231
- McCarty and 52. The turn arrow takes forever to change when trying to turn east onto McCarty.
- McCarty and 52, and McCarty and Creasy
- 52/26. Creasy and 52 also needs re-assessed
- SR26 East has become very congested and often gridlocked. SR26 and Creasy is a well timed light. Once
all the red-light runners have passed, you can go on your green. SR26 and Sagamore is not that great and
why we mostly avoid it. That area between Earl Ave and Sagamore on SR26 (South St) is very tight and
congested, Not enough space between the lights.
- sr 26 between creasy and earl, 9th st downtown; kossuth and 18th. these are just busy roads though; i
don't think the wait is unreasonable
- All intersection west of I65 on St Rd 26 all the way to 52 bypass.
- The light at Farabee and 26. I work at Valley Oaks and have to sit at that light a long time. I also see traffic
back up when cars try to turn into the new shopping square with Zip Pizza.
- South st; 4th st and Teal rd
- South st and sagamore parkway, south st and park east blvd
- south street from interstate to down town.
- State road 26, from the Walmart intersection to the I-65 exchange
- South Street, between Sagamore Parkway and I65. All of Creasy Lane, Brady Lane and Sagamore Parkway
in both cities.
- I-65 and South Street.
- Every intersection going East or West bound on SR26, between US52 and I65.
- Everything on 26. Worst is turning left onto 26 from Creasy. Sometimes you can't turn when the light is
green because it is so backed up. 52 heading towards West Lafayette from the mall between 38 and 26.
Turning left out of Hedgewood onto Union.
- South street is still bad, no matter how many times it "gets fixed". It would be nice if there was a road to
the north to parallel it.
- South street/ sr26
- State Road 26
- st.road26
- South street and cross streets
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- South Street from VMP to Earl Ave.
- Westbound turn lane from South Street to Progress Drive seems to stay on for many seconds after traffing
clears slowing eastbound travel. That intersection needs better traffic signal programming as a whole.
- SR 26 on both ends of Laffy & West Laffy.
- Creasy and 26; Creasy and 38; Northwestern and Stadium (southbound NW turning left on Stadium needs
a longer turn lane)
- South St and Creasy Ln. The traffic gets so backed up in the afternoon, especially on Fridays, also SR 38
and Creasy gets pretty backed up.
- Creasy at 26 and also McCarty
- State Road 26 and Creasy.
- State Road 26 and Creasy Lane is a big problem. Timing of signals may need to be changed.
- The intersection of Creasy and SR 26
- Creasey and 26.
- Creasy and 26
- Creasy lane heading north during rush hour around 5pm
- Creasy Lane and SR 26
- IN 26 and Creasy
- Indiana 26 and creasy lane.
- Creasy LN and South ST.
- Creasy from 26 down past menards. Also Teal road is terrible at times. 52 between teal and McCarty
-Creasy lane in front of the hospital. A lack of foresight was used when the hospital was built. Why is there
no turn lane for both entrances? It creates a lot of stop and go issues as I would wager the poorly planned
entrance/exit gets more traffic than the “main” entrance, especially by employees . There should also be
no left turn at that exit, it is an accident waiting to happen. Also, the timing of the lights on Sagamore
Parkway and South St needs fixed to create a smoother flow of traffic.
- Creasy lane is often jammed during rush hours.
- creasy is a mess.
- Creasy Lane
- Creasy Lane. Also 52 South from kossuth to Teal
- Turning left on Creasy Lane from the YMCA
- Open liberty ave in cambridge to creasy lane.
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- Brady Lane
- Turning left on to Brady Lane coming from the south on 52. This does not need to be limited to a brief
green arrow, traffic is pretty light. Light is so long if you miss it, I am always tempted to go straight and
make a u turn.
- at 200 N and Schuyler Ave turning left at certain times of the day
- Sagamore-starting from schulyer
- Schuler and 52
- 52 and 25
- Just 52 during rush hour.
- All roads that intersect 52 from north to south with traffic lights. 52 seems to get highest priority so cross
road traffic backs up endlesly. Its no wonder drivers blow through yellow & red lights. No one wants to sit
through red lights twice.
- The traffic lights on Sagamore Parkway between Kossuth St and Main St are a mess as far as timing. When
Wabash National lets out or even on a busy time of day you get stopped at every light. I’ve waited over 10
minutes to go from Kossuth to Main because I’m stopped at every light and only traveled 2 blocks.
- On Sagamore parkway near most intersections.
- 52 & sagamore (teal) at the mall intersection. There are too many lights in a short row coming south
during peak times.
- concord Rd and 450 E. Due to new development out this way, it takes sometimes 5 minutes for the traffic
to clear so we can turn left onto Concord.
- I get caught at the train on Concord all the time.
- Concord road
- Concord train crossing, 18th S train crossing, 9th S train crossing
- Intersection of Old 231/W Fowler and River Road. Some days traffic backs up all along the exit ramp.
-1. 350N and Morehouse. It's hard to get on Sagamore from 350N, especially during rush hours. A traffic
signal
should
be
added
to
this
intersection
2.Kalberer Rd. The center left turn lane and the bike lanes should be removed and switch the road into 4
lane
road.
3. Soldiers Home Road. The section between Kalberer and Broadview has two 90 degree curves and are
extremely
dangerous
in
winter.
4. North bound Salisbury St needs one extra lane to separate through traffic and vehicles entering CVS.
5. The rightmost lane of North River Rd before Robinson St intersection should not be right-turn only. The
only north bound lane is always congested during rush hours and it's alway hard for traffic from Harrison
Bridge to merge in. There should be two northbound lanes on River Road between Robinson and Happy
Hollow.
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-1) Turning right from 38 onto 52 - no right turn lane. 2) Turning right from Maple Point Dr. onto 52 - no
right turn lane. 3) Turning left from Poplar Ln. onto 38 / Turning left from Maple Point Dr. onto 38 - no
dedicated left-turn signals.
- Stoplight at Morehouse and 52. Needs sensors or for the timing to be fixed. Often times cars will sit on
Morehouse for multiple minutes with 0 cars passing on 52. Kalberer and Morehouse. Both of these roads
are extremely busy yet only Kalberer has a stop sign. There are times when cars will get 10+ deep due to
all of the traffic coming off of 52 making it impossible to turn onto Morehouse
- The lights in front of Subaru will change for 1 car leaving the lot & making a right hand turn headed west
and stop a whole line of traffic 38. I'm not sure why those lights need to set in their favor 24 hours around
the clock.
- The intersection of Grant Street and North Street when classes are in session. Pedestrians tend to come
in long straggling lines with a second group starting to cross just as the first group finishes, so that it
becomes hard for cars to get a chance to go through the intersection. Once there is a break in pedestrians,
it can be difficult to know whose turn it is anymore for the cars because they've been sitting and waiting
for so long. People turning in or out of the Memorial Union Drive also complicate things.
I suggest one of those traffic lights that gives each direction their own turn (with the south-bound Grant
street stopping north of the union driveway so that the driveway has its own turn) and then also have a
scramble phase for pedestrians, at least for times when there is high pedestrian traffic. This would also
allow pedestrians to cross from the north side of North street directly from the bus to Grissom rather than
having to cross to the south side to get to the Grant Street crosswalk.
- Anything near campus.
- Any area near the Purdue campus and areas close to Tippecanoe Mall.
- State St. near campus. The last redesign was terrible. If the main goal was to slow traffic, then we could
have it done for the fraction of the price. Another issue is the quality of the construction on State St. It
already is a bumpy ride with ups and downs.
- State street at Purdue has major issues with traffic in general. Turning left from State Street onto Grant
Street to head north takes a long time because of the lights.
- Northwestern and Stadium. That light is ridiculous!
- around here. not too many long lines. Maybe left turns onto salisbury from sagamore, but ben says he
doesn't want salisbury backing up and spilling onto sagamore ha!
- Salisbury and Sagamore
- 52 and Salisbury
-Left turn light at Salisbury turning onto Sagamore parkway. Only ever get 2-3 cars through before it goes
yellow. I drive this five times a week and usually only get to turn on yellow or the next cycle.
- Minor gripe. The stop light at Salisbury + Kent in West Lafayette takes a very long time to turn green for
cars westbound on Kent or eastbound exiting the Payless parking lot. Even at 7am on Sunday morning when
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there are no moving cars is sight. It is not uncommon to see frustrated drivers cross Salisbury under a red
light.
-Kent

and

Salisbury

-

major

problem

at

certain

times

during

the

day

-There needs to be a left turn signal on Salisbury onto Kalberer Road. That’s been an issue for years even
before the wellness center was built
- US 52 / Sagamore Parkway in West Lafayette and Lafayette are the worst. (Intersections at Cumberland
/ Walmart, Yeager Road, Salisbury St.--West Lafayette). Lafayette--intersections at Greenbush, Union,
South Street, SR 38 are among the worst. Creasy Lane and South Street are also problematic.
- West Lafayette Sagamore parkway
- Sagamore Pkwy in West Lafayette has too many stoplights.
- I am extremely concerned about Sagamore Parkway intersections in W. Lafayette (which are the ones I"m
more familiar with and use.) Many pedestrians, cyclists, disabled people in wheelchairs, walkers, etc. are
crossing, either at the lighted/signed intersections but also elsewhere. It's an extremely dangerous corridor,
even for the cars, with too much going on for drivers to track. Would like to see dedicated pedestrian/bike
signals (i.e. car traffic and car turning stopped in all directions to enable ped/bike crossing in all directions
simultaneously with a painted intersection roadway at Sag. and Salisbury. As well as protected ped signals
at other high-use Sag intersections (e.g Sag and Nighthawk.) This is a low-cost strategy that requires
reprogramming existing traffic light signals and maybe some fresh road paint to highlight the crossing.
- Sagamore and Cumberland, Sagamore and Salisbury, Sagamore and Yeager
- Longer left turn lane at Sagamore Pkwy W to turn onto Cumberland Ave west (at Walmart)
- Sagamore and Cumberland is I safe. Needs to be resignaled. Cars are in a hurry and blind to pedx and bike
traffic.
- Cumberland and Sagamore Pkwy
- Cumberland and US 52 near Walmart seems to regularly encounter split failures (2+ stops)
- 231 and Cumberland (no sensors, long wait).
- Turning from the Sagamore parkway exit onto Soldiers Home Road, by University Crossing Apartments.
- The congestion on Sagamore Parkway can be a major issue it is sometime impossible setting through
multiple lights just to pass an intersection.
- Along river road, the side entries seem to have priority and the stoplights rarely let you go straight
through, you stop and go 100 yards , repeat. This needs to be synchronized: Al side traffic in then all east
west go through. Obviously you build off the state street light as the master.
- Southbound I-65 interchanges with 43 needs a light badly.
- burnetts road and 43
- 231S turning onto 500S.
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- 26 and 550e, Need to sync the lights on 26
- State Road 26 East and county road 900 E. I know this is a state road, but why in the world were there not
turn lanes installed with the new traffic light??? There is traffic backed up here almost every time I drive
through, which is multiple times each week.
- The intersection of CR 900 E and SR 26 should be a roundabout, not a stop light.
- Need a roundabout at intersection of W 600 N and N50 E at Harrison and Battle Ground Middle School
- Turning left from Kalberer onto soldiers home
- Westbound Kalberer Rd trying to turn left (south) on to Morehouse Rd.
- Kalberer & Morehouse Rd. (need a light or redesign or close the side entrance to gas station there). Also
turning left at Salisbury and Kalberer (need a left turn light).
-Morehouse & W 350 N
- Morehouse turning left at the light onto HWY 52. Traffic would be more evenly dispersed if N 140 W and
N 100 W were paved, re-routing some Hadley Moors traffic to Kalberer and Yeager.
- In the mornings, long wait (and very short light) for east bound cars on South River Rd at the light crossing
US231 into Lafayette/West Lafayette
-Coming from Burnetts road onto 43/421/231. It is really hard to turn left off of Burnetts Rd. onto 43.
- Sagamore Parkway. The light at US 52 to turn left toward Montmorenci. I think it should blink yellow when
light is green.
- 52W and 231 N. New traffic light there is great to have, but the lights for turning out of Montmorenci
and into Montmorenci take forever! Yesterday there were cars lined up almost to the stop sign in
Montmorenci waiting for that light! And it only lets around 4-5 cars max though before turning red again.
- Montmorenci-US 52 and US 231- ridiculous wait, day after day at the traffic signal
-400 w & US52
- 225 and 43. The intersection is dangerous when there is no stop light and heavy traffic from 43.You take
your life into your hands every time you try to turn onto 43 especially because the traffic is opening up to
two lanes heading south and then merging to one lane heading north.
- Turning south from IN-225 onto IN-43 is dangerous. There are long wait times, especially during commute
times with condensed and steady traffic. Impatient people drive well above the speed limit in this area in
an effort to get ahead of as many other vehicles as possible before reaching Interstate 65.
- The intersection of CR 400 W , Lindbergh rd. SR 26. And Jackson Highway is dangerous. It would be ideal
for a roundabout.
- 300 S and old 231 is a very dangerous intersection, cars aren’t sure whether to go around or stay put
when people are turning off of 231 both directions.
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- The 5-way intersection in the center of Battle Ground is a pain on a good day, and a dangerous cluster****
on a bad day. This intersection needs a complete overhaul.
- I don't have a car, but the CityBus I ride back and forth to work gets bogged down around Chauncey Hill
Mall. I thought that when State Street was done, the idea was that cars would be routed around campus.
There are no bus stops between Krannert and the Speedway near the Levee; I have severe arthritis and
cannot walk far, which means that there are businesses I cannot shop at because I cannot get a bus closer.
- Eh. Nothing is terrible. There's always some slowdowns as schools get out and Wabash National gets out
(@ 3pm). School zones are always a challenge, safety wise.
- None come to mind
- i've never been stuck in traffic for more than 10 minutes in this area
- Nothing too bad here in Lafayette.
- NA
- I dont drive
- no
- All

Locations for New Bus Shelters
- I'd like to see a shelter everywhere there is a bus stop! It is undignified to stand in the rain along the street.
-Bus shelters are severely lacking everywhere.
- Just more of them all around Lafayette and W.Lafayette.
- Where ever possible and shaded
- Every bus stop should have a shelter
- At any apartment complex
- Everywhere there's a bus stop...
- Whereever buses stop.
- Near schools
- There should be 20X as many shelters on campus as there are now. Downtown WL and Laf need them
too.
- Even providing benches, waste cans, and cigarette butt receptacles would help at most existing spots.
- I would like to see some of the shelters designed with tinted sunshading glass on the upper section of the
window to protect and aid vision of those inside the shelter as a priority, so that folks can actually occupy
them during the daytime while awaiting a bus.
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- at every bus stop, starting with those that are in areas with the highest density of people within walking
distance OR by stops with the highest current ridership. 5-gallon buckets with a bus stop sign stuck in them
are an embarrassment to our community
- Far off the road as to not obstruct traffic flow
- Instead of just shelters, people could really use extended hours of access to the Depot, as well as a shelter
or reuse of Riehle Plaza for Greyhound passengers. Not fun to wait there outside in the weather.
- People who live in Lafayette deserve the same kind of bus shelters as afforded to Purdue students in West
Lafayette. Why should poor people have to wait in the rain or hot sun?
- Can you bring back the stop on greenbush and 14th please
- 4th and Montefiore Streets, near PayLess on Beck Lane, the McDonald's on Old U.S. 231, near Dollar Tree
at Klondike
- Misin street from mainland south to main and earl ave
- Hartford & 9th
- N 9th and Hartford
- overlook point apartments off Elston Rd
- Columbian park
- Downtown Library on South street (partner with library on design/graphics)
- The mall
- In front of Jeff High School by the fair grounds.
- I would like to see the existing ones along Wabash Avenue reused - or bring back service to the South End.
- Subaru of Indiana should be added to the bus route
- All especially one going out to Subaru
- One near Kirby risk service center
- along veterans memorial parkway at hospital
- Every where needs shelters as far as I’m concerned (and I don’t take the bus) The worst I’ve seen is the
West side of Creasy Ln Across from Sam’s. The people literally have to stand on a hill with no sidewalk and
only a curb keeping them from traffic.
-Anywhere on Creasy Ln, McCarty Ln, and State Road 26!!
- Everywhere : ) I mostly notice the lack of bus shelters on Creasy. There are always people out there
freezing or being rained on. I feel so bad for them!
- Creasy stop in front of Chick Fil A. There's a transfer there if you're headed to the mall
- On the Creasey Lane stops
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- On creasy near Sam's club, people are often waiting out in the elements for a bus there.
- I don't use public transportation, but maybe where school children catch the city bus instead of school
bus.
- In Front of Jeff,Tecumseh
- Bus stops should not be right before a lighted intersection. Have more bus pull-ins. Having three different
bus stops on Greenbush in front of Payless is a big traffic back up. Why can’t the buses pull into the two
lots to pick-up and drop off instead of backing traffic up.
- There needs to be one along Seventh Street near the Post Office, near the Target and Goodwill exits, as
well near the intersection of Creasy Lane, and across from Meijers. I would like to see one near the West
Lafayette City Hall, and along Navajo St near the grocery store on the corner, or the fire station.
- Amphitheater
- On SR26 & N 550 E.
- For the Redpoint bus on State Road 26 where it picks up people from the Orchard. This might also be
another good place for a pedestrian flashing light.
- the stops along 26
- outside the marathon on 9th st., outside the public libraries, outside the meijer on 26 and all along 26 for
the #7 bus
- Park East Blvd, near Sam's Club, and near Denny's on South St.
- Bus shelter on 26 next to Starbucks and Cracker Barrel seems a little dangerous about 50-75 feet is the
turning lane for 65 entrance ramp
- State road 26 east
- On South St and Frontage Rd, South St and Park E Blvd/ Brinker St
- The bus stop at the intersection of Teal Road, 4th Street, Poland Hill Road, Old US 231 is very dangerous.
People stand against the guard rail next to traffic while waiting for the bus.
- Shady Creek Drive and 50 north
- elston road
- 231 and veteran memorial; McCutchen high mayflower elementary schools
-The stop on greenbush just past 14th in front of the park needs a shelter
- IN-25/Beck Lane area in front of Romney Meadows
- Lexington farms
- South 18 th street,52 north & south, basically all the bus routes need shelters or at least benches.
- 18th & Greenbush on SW corner and/or NE,
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- SR 38, South St between Sagamore Pkwy and I65, Apartment complexes with heavy use. Any place that
numbers show use is heavy.
- It would be nice to have a seat for waiting at the corner of S 20th and State Street, the corner edge of our
property. I feel bad for the people who end up sitting on the curb to wait for the bus.
- Corner of Soldiers Home Road and Overlook Drive
- In front of apartments on Soldiers Home Rd.
- Yeager Road
- Salisbury Rd
- I see many around town but there are a lot of riders waiting out on Lindberg near Northwestern waiting
out in the elements on someone’s lawn
- Northwestern Avenue near Parking garage (in both directions).
- Klondike road near mobile homes.
- Klondike and Lindberg area
- For the 4B bus at the intersection of Lindberg and Klondike
- Corner of McCormick Road and Lindberg
- Several parking spots on State St between MacArthur and Martin Jischke should be converted to bus
stop/shelter. Right now buses have to stop in the middle of road and always block the traffic. It's also unsafe
for busriders.
- Should be more on Sagamore Parkway.
- The apartments/neighborhoods on Morehouse road could benefit from bus shelters
- not a bus rider, not a good respondent for this question
- I haven't ridden the buses since the 1970s so I have no opinion.
-We love to far out in count to use bus.
- No comment, not applicable to me.
- Not sure.
- no answer
- Na
- NA
- NA
- N/A
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- n/a
- N/a
-N/A
-Na
- n/a
- n/a
- None
- nothing to comment on
- Not sure
- no
- I don’t take the bus often enough to comment
- I never ride a bus so no opinion.
- Don’t use
-Doesn’t Apply

Trails with Issues
- You guys do a fantastic job with the trails. The effort to clear snow from Happy Hollow in the winter is
appreciated!
- A number of trails are very narrow or on busy streets. Dedicated/protected trails on main thoroughfares
would be helpful, especially those that maximize connectivity between trails. In non-urban areas, additional
signage (share the road, safe passing distance, etc.) would be great.
- trails seem to be well-kept; I'd like ore of them, though!
- Missing links, definately. Also maintenance should be more consistant. Some trails have had broken
surface for a long time from tree roots etc.
- love our growing trail system! Especially when it's wide enough to accomodate bikes too!
- they are getting better and better as the years go by
- Compared to many cities our size, we have no significant trail system.
- Need better markings and safer than what they are.
- All trails with no landscaping. They are boring. Make them interesting.
- Trail north of downtown needs better pavement and cleaning of mud.
- Southside if Lafayette needs trails.
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- Rail trail from 18th to Armstrong - lots of heaves from tree roots (somewhat better this year thanks to
some work done)
- Happy hollow is dangerous, with shared space between bikes and pedestrians, that should not be allowed
- most of Happy Hallow park off road. I thin all off road needs to closed until we have an erosion plan in
place using all the money we collected for storm drainage as taxes.
- The trail in Happy Hollow at the intersection of Grant and Salisbury is always a muddy mess.
POINT(-86.910902, 40.441945)
- The end of the Happy Hollow trail has a really steep incline when it hits Indian Trail Drive. It is a challenge
on a bike.
- Happy Hollow trails aren't well lit or heavily trafficked
- Bicycle trail on the north side of Lindberg between McCormick and the celery bog is rough
- The much used trail along Lindberg going to the Celery Bog has gotten really rough due to tree roots in
places Also the trees hang too low around the golf course.
-The Trails along new 231 between Cumberland and Sagamore or 52. They simply end. If you are on a bike
you can't use these trails since you can't access a road with out difficulty. Although I lead about 80-90
bicycle rides a year for WRCC(for slower riders) I have not ridden the trails north of Cumberland along 231
for at least two years.
- Eastside of 231 trail runs into apartments with no exit. Trail next to south river road ends with no bike
lane.
- The trail down by the airport just stops into dirt and gravel on airport road. When taking it south from
26/231 it is hazardous if you are on a street bike with thin tires.
- Under the bridge(Harrison Bridge) between Brown St. and the apartments to the North East(Launch?) on
North River road
- The trail on Kalberer from Oldiers Home Rd to Salisbury has improved with the repair of roots under the
trail. Some of the repaired areas, though are raised enough to trip a person.
-I would like to see the trail going south from Sagamore by the Meijer extended slightly so that I can access
it from the side of Sagamore without having to walk through a private driveway.
- The trails are often not designed for transportation but for recreation. For example, the trails along 231
going north are literally fenced in to prevent someone from getting to the Meijer grocery store.
- The bike/walking trail that crosses Morehouse (just before the Tipp. Memorial Gardens) has low visibility
due to being down hill and lots of overgrown trees blocking sight lines. I have almost witnessed several
accidents at this crossing.
- I don't know, but this I do know. Riding a bike along the trailways doesn't seem entirely safe with some of
the routes. They need to be clear enough for bikers to see ahead and in bushes especially near Tapawingo
Park, and there does need to be evidence of security cameras in the vicinity of areas that aren't well-lit.
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-Off hand, the only trails I can think of, are the ones that line 231 on the West side of campus. Some, like
the one that intersects with State St. do not have a good connection to the other side.
- Yeager Road
- Trails need to be repaved when they are no longer safe to pedestrians. This often becomes an issue when
tree roots are breaking through the blacktop, such as from Cumberland Park to Cumberland Ave (near the
Friendship House).
- Lindberg to Cherry needs lights and re-fenced.
- ENTRANCE TO CLEGG GARDENS FROM PARKING LOT. I won't take my kids.
- There are hardly any trails in Lafayette except Clegg gardens. More trails would be great for walking and
biking in the county.
- Most trails are in good shape. The Wea Creek area can attract kids that make trouble for others, which is
frustrating. I am ALL for kids getting outside and away from screens, but perhaps a little monitoring in
popular spots might be nice during the busiest parts of the season.
- Northern portions of Wabash Heritage 52 bridge and north rough with overgrowth in places.
- From the pavement ends on the Heritage Trail all the way to Battle Ground needs paved to become user
friendly.
- The Wabash Heritage Trail needs to be permitted for bike traffic. There is no functional reason that bikes
should not be allowed on this trail. Making bike traffic legal on this trail would normalize a longstanding
nonconforming use. More users on the trail makes the trail better, not worse.
- Heritage trail from Battle Ground to Fort Ouiatenon should be all blacktop.
- Wabash heritage trail needs some revamping from battleground south to west lafayette
- Battleground to Lafayette needs paved.
- The trail along the Wabash needs to be established all the way to Battleground.
- Extend the wabash heritage trail
- wabash heritage trail between the pedestrian bridge and the golf course - constantly floods and gets
covered in mud. users never really know whether its passable.
-Wabash Heritage Trail between downtown and Sagamore Parkway bridge is scenic but may become very
muddy and fairly unusable, could use higher pavement or other drainage improvements.
-Connect WL, Lafayette, and Prophets Town trails.
-Prophetstown State Park
-Find another trail
- no county road paved
- I do not use the trail systems
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- I live in the country , I have my own trails.
- I don't use them.
- I dont know
- I don't know
- Have not used trails for awhile.
- No where
- None come to mind
- No thoughts on this.
- None that I can think of.
- Not sure
- Not sure
- n/a
- NA
- N/A
- N/a

Locations for New Trails
- maybe pave with packed earth instead of asphalt?
- Sidewalk and trail system is generally good for pedestrians.
- Let us connect with other counties.
- Find and build the Big Four Macon next the systems together.
- All schools should have trails extending out to nearby transportation or amenities like parks and libraries.
- along the Wabash River, on a grand scale
- Wherever there aren’t any.
- Whereever it makes sense
- a trail to all major employers, i.e. subaru, industrial districts, the mall... or whatever the mall site becomes
- I'd like to see more 'trails' through woods, greenways or natural corridors - or to downtown, not as asphalt
sidewalks along busy highways, but that's better than nothing. How about acquiring and connecting parks
and points of interest as a priority instead of just adding trails as an afterthought for inclusion in new sewer
projects.
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- Trails that connect from the main residential areas in Lafayette without major competition from the main
auto routes. Maybe using some of the lesser traveled side streets as bike paths?
- Maybe one trail going west to east somewhere.
- Murdock park
- Murdock
- along poland hill and concord road south of Veterans Memorial
- Polland Hill Road between Polland Hill Ln and Beck Ln. Maybe along railroad track and connect to existing
Trail by Armstrong Park.
- On Old Romney Road from Twykeham to the neighborhoods to the south.
-more pedestrian/bike access to cross the river between Lafayette and West Lafayette; paving more of the
Heritage trail so it goes from Ross Camp to Prophetstown and/or Battleground; better/more trails from
Lafayette's suburbs and outskirts in to downtown
- Connecting the two cities on Sagamore
- There are many places I can't travel to in Lafayette because it is too dangerous to ride my bike. From my
house it is just six miles to IU Arnett Hospital-a simple ride on an bike-but it is far too dangerous. A system
to allow cyclists to travel in each direction through the city would reduce congestion and reduce the need
for road and street repair.
- Main street as a walking/bicycling road would be perfect.
- More connections to Raineybrook area
- The north east side of town.
- North side of town
- I would like to see the bicycle lane pavement extended north of Sagamore Parkway on the east side of the
Wabash. Also, currently, bicycle and pedestrian traffic is prohibited going south on south river road across
231/52. Could this be remedied?
- Something on the East Side. More info informing citizens of current trails would be good too.
- On the far East side of town, of course.
- More on East side of Lafayette
- East side of town
- Connecting south side neighborhoods to existing trails parks and 4th and 9rh streets to downtown
- Southern part of Lafayette
- Connecting some of our outer suburbs to the trail network (on the South side of :Lafayette) would be
awesome!
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- South side of Lafayette in Wea / downtown Lafayette cultural trail w/markers
- Something on the South side
- More on the southside
- There should be new parks in the area between Old US 231 and Old Romney Road and just north of 300
south near the intersection of new US 231.
- Make a trail that goes along old 231S from McCutcheon to Beck Lane.
- Connection from east Lafayette to downtown.
- A trail connecting the east side of town to the downtown/campus area.
- Through downtown. There shouldn't be so much car traffic. Close a street to make it purely pedestrian.
- Need more bike trials to connect Downtown with the out areas.
- A short cut through from South St to Rome Drive to the neighborhood with the apple tree street names
would be great! By Foxes Den storage or the Residence Inn. That would be a good cut through to miss a lot
of the mess on Creasy Lane.
- I would like for the city engineers that design bike trails to actually ride bikes along main routes that folks
might take to go to Ivy Tech or to go from Purdue to business places in Lafayette. I would also like these
engineers to design trails that take folks from areas where folks may or might have to use bikes to get to
low-wage work such as employers of larger popular restaurants, factory jobs, etc from low-income housing.
I'm thinking of Third or Fourth St in Lafayette to downtown. My son broke his arm in a bicycle crash because
for a ways he had to ride near a ditch from South Lafayette to his low-paying job near Twin City Automotive
not far from the manufacturer of trailers.
- From South 18th to Concord road connecting the current one that is west of 18th street.
- Erie Street,
- Extend the bike trail on veteran's memorial to cover the full length of veteran's memorial.
- Extend the happy hollow bike lane to the Ampitheater.
- between the wabash ave area. it's such an isolated part of the city that i literally forget exists. it could use
a road that goes east/west too, possibly kossuth?
- connecting Harrison high school to the West Lafayette community.
- Paved bike trail or sidewalk along N 140 W and along N 100 W to connect to trail that runs along Kalberer.
- I think the a connection through the old train tracks bridge to connect Tapawingo and downtown needs
to be completed and promoted
- Close the gaps in the WL trail system: (1) Soldiers Home Road from Sagamore to Kalberer; (2) Sagamore
Parkway, from Soldiers Home Road across the Wabash bridge to the Wabash Heritage Trail; (3) from Hadley
Lake to US231 and Sagamore intersection; (4) Northwestern from Lindberg to Stadium; (5) US231 and
Airport Road to River Road.
277

- I would love to see some trails in West Lafayette, since there are some nice open areas out there
- Not sure if it’s possible, but the celery bog loops are nice and wooded for a portion and then the parts
along northwestern, 231 and Cumberland in front of Walmart are not appealing. Better loops or
improvements to these areas could go a long way.
- More trails in Klondike area, west of 231 bypass.
- Klondike south of the Lindberg roundabout down to State Road 26
- A trail extending from Klondike and Lindberg on Lindberg to at least Huntington Farms
- Lindberg west of the Klondike roundabout
- Lindberg road all the way to Klondike Rd.
- From the Tippecanoe Library (Klondike branch) to Purdue campus.
- The largest improvement in trail safety and access for connecting West Lafayette trails would be a
pedestrian overpass somewhere along Sagamore Parkway, perhaps near Nighthawk Drive. Expensive but
many people already try to cross at that stoplight.
- some kind of solution near Sagamore and Salisbury to connect the trail systems. a little difficult getting
through that area on a bicycle
- We need the connection between the Heritage Trail and West Lafayette in the area of Sagamore Pkwy.
-We need a bike/pedestrian bridge over Sagamore parkway. Sagamore bridge over Wabash has bike lane
and it needs a trail.
- I think we could use some trails near/along Sagamore between the Alight apartments area and the areas
south and west of there e.g Village West and westward towards Payless. A lot of new development is going
up around there but it's not walkable without taking extremely circuitous routes and cutting through
private parking lots, walking on the shoulder, etc.
- Along Cherry Lane all the way to Northwestern
- Anywhere. I think the trails on Cherry Ln are a little wonky because the trail ends and people are running
and biking in the road to get to the next section of trail near the intersection of McCormick.
- A bike trail is needed along McCormick from Lindberg Rd to Cherry Lane
- Along Soldiers Home Road
- North of Kalberer on Salisbury and on Soldier's Home Road to connect to all the housing being built.
- New trail along Soldiers Home Rd, particularly south of the area from where Soldiers Home Rd turns East,
with the trail proceeding to Kalberer. The area from Westport through the “S” curve is particularly
dangerous. With the large increase in new homes north of this area, traffic will be increasing significantly
along with danger to bicyclists.
- Along State Road 26 from the subdivisions out near Lindberg (Huntington Farms?) all the way in to campus.
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- County Road N100W and N140W in West Lafayette
- Soldiers Home Road - or at least a wider road with bike lane. Finish the one on Cherry Lane! Cherry Lane
to Lindbergh on McCormick. Yeager.
- Soldier's Home Road to connect Kalberer down to Nighthawk Trail
- Soldiers Home Road and extended out to CR 500N
- Bike path along Soldiers Home road Happy Hollow Road to Indiana Veterans Home
- Desperately need pedestrian/bike path on Soldier's Home Road!
- On soliders home road to connect with kalberier rd trails and bike paths
- I would love to see at least a sidewalk, though a paved trail would be great, on Soldiers Home between
Cumberland and Kalberer. I often walk that portion of the street with my children and I feel so nervous.
There is not even a shoulder to stay away from oncoming traffic. Please do something about this.
- so far trail expansion has been great! Maybe along river road from happy hollow to soldiers home road?
- Along Yeager Road, West Lafayette. Along Morehouse Road.
- Yeager Road
- Across from the state park on the way to Battleground by the old iron bridge. Trails back to the river for
fishing would be great!
- North 9th st to Prophetstown Rd
- Biggest wish is that Prophetstown SP would be connected safely the entire way to Sagamore or existing
trail system. Bike tourism (day and overnight, ebikes, other non-car modes like long distance running, etc.)
is becoming a significant revenue generator for many small- and mid-sized towns. There is little in the way
of cost besides the trails and the visitors are low-impact by nature of their mode of transportation yet
completely dependent on local services, restaurants, etc. so they spend money locally. I'm still relatively
new to the area so don't know where the local bike groups are riding, etc. but interfacing with Adventure
Cycling Association and Rails to Trails would likely be very helpful as they have decades of experience and
knowledge. Improvements to existing trails (e.g. Wabash Heritage which is flooded so much of the year
next to the river) for water management as well as personal/crime safety and transportation safety (lights,
signage, etc.)
- Connect Wabash heritage to Prophetstown. Along 43
- Extend wabash heritage trail
- Improve existing Heritage Trail.
- I would like to see the bike trail expand to Battleground and beyond. Paved. More bike trails would be
great!!
- A new trail connecting the Grant Road (North of Battle Ground) to Pretty Prairie Road and Battle Ground
and Prophetstown State park
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- North along north river road or north 9th St. so that you could ride "safely" to the State Park. Due to the
road with and limited shoulders and that there are lots of big Trucks ridding to the State Park is unsafe.
- I would like to see the Wabash Trail or an alternate route branch off to go from downtown Lafayette all
the way to Prophetstown State Park. I don't like riding on the section of 9th St till Swisher Road.
- Wildcat creek. Make loops. Go to Europe and see how they do it. Road, curb, scooter, bike, and motorized
wheel chairs, curb, trail, landscaping in between road, bike, and trail.
- Along Morehouse Road - lots of new subdivisions and narrow and busy road for cyclists and joggers
- Morehouse Rd connecting to existing trail
- Rural areas.
- Keep bringing them out into the county. Bicycles on narrow county roads are a hazard.
- Almost anywhere! Widen 43North to 4 lanes, bike trail parallel.
- Heritage Trail to Prophetstown, bicycles allowed
- Along indiana 25 north from Lafayette to buck creek.
- From 38 east to 26
- Along 600 N from Harrison to Battle Ground and down Prophets Rock Road
- If N 100 W were extended out to W 500 N, that would be a good place to connect the already existing
trail.
- Make a trail that goes along new 231S from E500S to Purdue campus.
-231 area
- Extend 231 trails south to River Road and west on River Road to Fort.
- Elston Road
- ELSTON road lots of foot traffic out there and they are walking in the middle of the road
- out by Lilly's
- NE Tippecanoe County. Connect them to Lafayette trail system. Wildcat area is very isolated.
- The trail should follow Wildcat creek like the plan 2 years ago
- No more trails – here’s a good idea - put that money in the out lying county roads.
- Don't need any new trails currently.
- n/a
- NA
- NA
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- n/a
- I wouldn't use them.
- Idk
- I dont know
- Not sure
- no

Locations of New Bike Lanes/Sharrows
- I personally would love to see more bike lanes in Lafayette and in the county that connect to shopping,
parks, and schools. Right now I stick to WL trails because I live there but also because of a serious bike
accident previously makes me unwilling to risk riding on many roads now.
-Everywhere! Lanes>>> sharrows. Sharrows give a false sense of security IMHO
- EVERYWHERE!!! There are still drivers who believe bikes should only be on sidewalks! And while you're at
it, narrow the driving lanes, give bikes more space and slow down traffic speeds. An 8' wide vehicle doesn't
need a 12'-14' lane.
-Sheesh. Pretty much everywhere possible. Drivers are not very courteous of bikers and they also don't
appear to be aware of the traffic laws regarding bikes. Especially in the downtown area and around the
high schools, bike trails/lanes could be so helpful!
- All over our area!
- Everywhere
- Bike lanes alongside most streets.
- All major city roads.
- Any of the streets that don't have on street parking. If there are cars parked on the street the bikes usually
don't bother looking they just weave around the parked car.
- Bike lanes need to be more prevalent throughout Lafayette, and the county
- Everywhere
- Severe lack of bike lanes all over the city.
- on every road by county highway standard, but a bike lane not safe enough for your 8-year-old is not a
bike lane.
- More signage to drivers to make shared lanes safer for bikes.
- I would like to see access to more public transportation. I don't see how streets can be built any wider to
accommodate bike lanes in most areas, and I don't see that even if they were built that they'd be an safer
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to use than a well-appointed bus such as when the weather is bad, in the early morning, or when traffic is
heavy.
- On trails dedicated away from vehicular traffic. Returning Harrison Bridge to vehicular traffic would be
safer for everyone, let bikers use Main Street Pedestrian Bridge. Perhaps more bike lanes and sharrows on
streets already designated with 'no parking' on one side.
- Not where there is a lot of traffic. Makes traffic back up. That’s what nice sidewalk are for.
- All streets other than st Rd 26, Sagamore Pkway & St Rd 52
- Sharrows don't work. And painted bike lanes don't increase bike ridership. Bike riders avoid roads that
have fast traffic and that are wide, regardless of painted markings. Bike accommodation should concentrate
on physically separated trails.
- I think sharrows are a danger
- Rednecks and trucks do net respect sharrows, like in this picture, you need bike lanes. Narrow this road
and put in a bike lane.
- Bike lanes are like sidewalks, most people don't use them
- Currently, no where. Too dangerous the way people drive.
- No where. Bike lanes are dramatically underutilized and simply waste transportation space.
- No more of these. Need dedicated bike paths for everyone's safety.
- let's face it, distracted drivers are gonna main and/or kill pedestrians and bicyclists no matter what you
do.
- Completely gone. Too dangerous for bikes and puts too much liability on the vehicle driver.
- NONE !!! No More! This makes more people upset than you realize! Look at Brady LN, what a complete
waste of Money. You take away from the property owners for 3 lanes of traffic and then give it to the
bicycle's?? Ask yourselves this, how would you like your front door to be ten feet from the city street. Even
worse you give in and give your property up for this improvement for traffic flow, then to find out it was a
screw up and now its just for Bicycles.
- I don't care where the bike lanes are, it would be nice if the bikers followed traffic laws and were ticketed
when they don't.
- If the east side could have more like they have on campus.
- Frontage Road
- Creasy N of 26 needs bike lanes. It needs to be widened with shoulders at a minimum as it goes up/down
the hill to hit Eisenhower. Eisenhower also gets too much traffic for bikes and runners. It is heavily used by
both. It would be great to at least get a shoulder if not a bike lane and have it go as far as Wildcat Creek
Park.
- On McCarty Ln, South St, Main St
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- along the shoulder of SR 26 or McCarty
- Any bike lanes on the west side of I65 and East of St Rd 26 would be welcomed.
- There need to be bike lanes on 26 from 231 to at least four points. County roads need to have wider
shoulders for bikes so they don’t put themselves in danger riding on the roads. County roads are too narrow
for both cars and trucks sharing the road with bicycles
- State Road 26 W (which I know is a state project so not likely to happen...
-26 Headed out of Lafayette is completely non pedestrian or bike friendly.
- More bike lanes are needed around the Columbian Park area.
- Teal road
- The "bike lane" on the union/salem bridge is super dangerous. I have to use the side walk (which is rough
and not kind to my road bike) since the road is too dangerous there (cars go WAY over the speed limit and
there are hills which lower visibility). When crossing from Lafayette to WL, I have get on the side walk, but
then have to get off of my bike at the Canal Rd on ramp so that I can get back into the bike lane. If I wanted
to stay on the side walk, that turn before the crossing is too sharp for biking (again I have to get off). When
riding from WL to Lafayette, I have to get on to the sidewalk near the 4th street/canal rd exits. That sidewalk
is narrow so it makes me feel that I will fall over into the street. In the picture above, I have to ride from
the side walk through the grass to merge back into the bike lane. Again, the sidewalk turn is too sharp for
riding a bike. Lastly, in the bike lane across the bridge in both directions, there are some dips (maybe where
the bridge pieces join) or bumps that cross the whole road (the bumps are a difference color compared to
the rest). It would be nice if they can be smoothed out because going at high speeds can affect how my
tires ride over those bumps. On a positive note, I really like the bike lanes on the majority of Salem and
Union Streets (before they merge). I wish more roads had clearly marked lanes like that and smooth roads.
Since Lafayette/WL is not that large, improving biking safety will help people who can't afford a car.
- South ninth street
-9th Street North of Salem/Union
- S. 9th street (all the way to 800 S. and along 800 S)
- Ortman Lane, west of 9th
-

- More connected to Raineybrook

- downtown and the surrounding area (wallace triangle, perrin, jeff neighborhoods)
-4th Street/old 231 down town, Greenbush between Elmwood intersection and Sagamore intersection
(that is a dangerous few blocks for cyclists)
- On 4th street, 9th street, more on North 18th Street.
- There needs to a comprehensive approach to bike traffic the full length of 9th street in town from
Greenbush to Veterans. Sections of 9th are OK with ability to ride safely, but many aren't due to street
parking, or lack of sidewalks leading to pedestrians walking on the street (golf course area).
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- Divided bike trail from Reihle to some of the parks like Columbian and Murdock, possibly connecting down
18th to the rail trail and the off-road mixed used paths near veterans memorial. After this, some sort of
connection from 18th up to the mixed use path system by munger.
- bike lane along 18th
- S 24th hooking up to Earl
-38/52 connecting to Purdue campus.
- See the previous answer. Bridges between Lafayette and West Lafayette are especially scary!
- County Road N100W and N140W in West Lafayette
- Please connect the new Sagamore Pkwy bridge over the Wabash Rive to trails on both ends of the bridge!
-

Thank

you

for

seeking

community

input

regarding

bike

lanes.

I am one of many bicycle riders-both individuals and groups-who ride, in part, on Soldiers’ Home Road (SHR)
in West Lafayette. There is an S-curve in a section of SHR between Kalberer Road and Broadview Road,
which is the entrance to the Westport neighborhood. The curve nearer Kalberer is blind to southbound
drivers on SHR yet impatient drivers insist on passing bicycles either by driving within inches of the rider or
crossing into the opposing lane only yards from the curve. In the last year or so this has been happening a
2-3 times a week in mid-morning when I usually ride. I think it will require bike lanes through the area to
provide
any
measure
of
safety
to
bicyclists.
This may not be the easiest place to build bike lanes-10-20-foot drop off in places on both sides of SHR,
large culvert under the road, private land, government land-but they are badly needed on both sides of the
road. While bike lanes on SHR from Sagamore Pkwy. to the CR 75 E intersection would be ideal as both a
convenience and a safety issue, the section described above is most critical for its safety concerns. I fear
that it will be only a matter of time until a car passing a bicycle is met by an oncoming northbound car in
the proper position in the northbound lane and one way or another the rider is going to experience a
catastrophic accident.
- Soldiers Home Road
- Soldier's Home Road.
- Soldiers Home Rd.
- Soldiers home road
- Soldiers home between Hamilton and kalbarer. This is by far the scariest place I’ve found to ride a bike,
and cutting through the neighborhoods isn’t a straight shot.
- Soldiers home by the veteran home curves
- Soldiers Home Road needs a bike lane near the Veterans home, especially around the sharp bend.
- Soldiers home Road out past the veterans home.
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- Soldiers Home Rd. ; Lindberg between Northwestern and Salisbury.
- McCormick Road
- Salisbury is scheduled to get a pedestrian/bike trail but this is a poor solution. Bicycle commuters need a
dedicated lane. There is plenty of room on Kalberer road for a dedicated bike lane as well. Many drivers
are openly hostile to cyclists. Sharrows are dangerous and I don't use them if at all possible. The cars
always win in collisions with bicycles.
- Keep the bike lanes on Salisbury
- Salisbury and Grant st. need an exclusive bike lane
- Keep the bike lanes on Grant and Salisbury Streets in West Lafayette. A trail in this area would be great
for walkers but dangerous for commuter bikers due to way too many driveways and cross streets where
cars do not see approaching bikes on a trail.
- Grant St near the Union, the bike lane is on top of grates, and pretty much out of question for
skateboards/longboards.
- Lindberg Rd from WLIS to Klondike. South river road from 231 to Fort Ouiaotenon.
- Northwestern.
- Northwestern from Lindberg Road to Campus and Grant street
- Morehouse road
- Moorehouse road. Super dangerous having bicyclists and motorists on this road together. I've witnessed
many near misses, especially near the big turn after Kimberly estates when the corn is tall.
- Morehouse Road
- Morehouse Road north of Kalberer (so dangerous trying to drive around cyclists with all the traffic)!
- Morehouse
- Paved bike lane with widened road along Morehouse from Mason Dixon Drive to paved trail that runs
behind Soleado Vista neighborhood (Solemar Drive).
- Klondike Rd south of Lindberg. Also on SR 26 from 231 to Jackson hwy.
- 231 area
- along 600 north between Prophets Rock road and Harrison hs
- NE Tippecanoe County. Very dangerous to bike on county roads yet people come out to use them and it's
not safe.
- West Lafayette is using traffic lights. Great. Roads, divider, bikes, scooters, wheel chars, divider, walking
trails follows trees for shade.
- Bike line
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- see previous response..
- n/a
- NA
- n/a
- None
- no
- I dont know
- no thoughts
- No place.

Sidewalks with Issues
- I'm not aware of any particular sidewalk segments that are problematic, though in the older part of town
they tend to be uneven.
- Sidewalks need to be maintained, a walk in a neighborhood brings everyone together and strengthens the
bond neighbors need to build safer neighborhoods.
- The code is the problem. Concrete floating on Clay. Narrow tree lawns. No rebar in sidewalk.
- Change the code. Floating concrete on clay soils will move. Add rebar in the code and a minimum of six
feet for the tree lawn. Roots grow towards water. Replace clay tile.
- Provide enough space to plant trees. Stop Duke Energy from mutilating trees. Power lines need to be
underground. Protect the trees. Don't cut them down because their roots are damaging the sidewalk.
Sidewalks don't emit oxygen, trees do.
- There are so many of these! But worth it to have all the trees...
- Tree limbs hanging down hindering passage. Bushes and brush growing along sidewalks partially blocking
passage.
- I should think that a city employee in the roads department would be able to assess this issue. Trees don't
grow roots overnight! Just because someone doesn't mention them, doesn't mean they don't exist, and
when they are there, they definitely impede the perambulation of folks that are elderly, pushing baby
buggies, or shopping carts, or simply walking for exercise! Fix the sidewalks, already!
- All over town. It seems the subdivision developer should be responsible for either fixing them or
encourage owners to do so. I don’t feel this government s job.
- Older, near downtown neighborhoods. Low and moderate income neighborhoods. Properties owned by
landlords who could give a ****.
- We have none.
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- All over both cities.
- Everywhere in the city!
- everywhere
- move the sidewalks around the tree, don't dig up the tree
- The city or towns allow them to be planted, and are continuing to do so. They should be responsible for
maintaining them.
- Those are all over and I’ll let the homeowners specify those
- Some of the older neighborhoods in Lafayette could use some upgrades. No specific sidewalk comes to
mind right now, sorry.
- Almost every neighborhood in Lafayette has serious flaws in their sidewalks. Most haven't been repaired
or redone since the 1930s. We also need more trees.
- In general, there are a bunch of sidewalks like this in older residential areas in Lafayette.
-many sidewalks in the northside need repair. 9th st - hartford and others like on 14th street on the block
past budgees- trees are ripping up parts of the sidewalk- and right in front of 1138 n 14th st. You cannot
get a pulley cart past that area because the sidewalk is cracked up.Makes it difficult to be a walker
- Schuyler Ave and much of the north end.
- Heath Street
-4th street. Teal road.
- South Ninth Street and much of the subdivisions south of Teal Rd. in Lafayette do not have any sidewalks,
even though many students in this area walk to school.
-9th street between Union and Salem. The East side sidewalk ends in the middle of the block.
- N 9th St.
- N. 9th Street is a mess near RR tracks. City of Lafayette could sweep debris occasionally.
-i can't remember the exact block, but there's a section of 10th st between state and wells that's pretty
difficult. There's also a giant rock on the sidewalk of congress, near 15th. There's another spot on congress
between 16th and 18th that's going to cave in soon
- Housing area from kassouth to main
- Kossuth from 18th to 23rd
-On Kossuth street between 4th and 6th street.
- Northside of Lafayette; down 18th st
- 18th street
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- The sidewalks extending up and down 18th Street from the Jeff/Tecumseh campus are not wide enough
for the volume of students during arrival and dismissal. Given the amount of traffic on 18th, this becomes
not just a pedestrian efficiency but safety issue when students have to get off the sidewalk near the street
to pass each other. These sidewalks should be widened to at least 8 feet if not 10-12. These sidewalks will
continue to see an increase in use due to the revitalization of the Fairgrounds and the additional events
that will happen there.
- Tecumseh addition. Chickasaw Crowfoot Mojave Manitou Shasta Ect.
- Main Street hill is the worst area in Lafayette. May wish to reconstruct walks and plant street trees before
pushing redevelopment in that neighborhood.
- Main st from 24th to Columbian park (partially redone now with stadium construction)
- North side of Ferry St Between Sheridan Rd & Perrin Ave.
- south east corner of the intersection at central st. an 14th in front of the yelllow two-story house with a
dead tree in the front yard there is a sink-hole
- S 22nd st- several sidewalks with damage from roots
- S 22nd st- several sidewalks with damage from roots
- 25th street to sout 28th street okdet
- The 300 block of South 26th st. on the east side.
- Schuyler Ave between N.19th and N.23nd
- Elmwood Ave between the Subway and the Greenbush intersection,
- On McCarty Ln between Veterans Memorial S 550 E
- Big bump as you turn onto the sidewalk by Cracker Barrel
- State Road 26
- St. Rd 38
- IN-25/Beck Lane
- Near fairgrounds
-There are two spots on Berwick Dr. where there is more than a two inch drop between sidewalk segments.
Makes it impassible for people in wheelchairs, dangerous for children during the winter. The two areas are
on Berwick Dr, between Cardiff Ct S and Brighton Dr. and also at the corner of Brighton Dr and Berwick Dr
- Oxford st, Edgelea Dr areas
- Look at the Edgelea school neighborhoods and Miami school area, maybe at least we could GET some side
walks where there has never been any.
-Side walks on daisy dr have root damage
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- Tamiami court
- numerous in Romney Run area. They are passable but a tripping hazard.
- Many sidewalks in the South Oakwood neighborhood are in need of replacement.
- Several sidewalks in the Lincoln neighborhood have already been identified and reported, but it's been
decades since there was any sort of comprehensive approach to repairing/replacing sidewalks there.
- Lincoln neighborhood has several areas where the sidewalks are upheaved and dangerous to walk or push
a stroller on.
- the sidewalks/trails along kalberer are also being pushed up by roots
- I think the issue on Kalberer has been fixed.
- Need sidewalks near the West Lafayette high school that were promised when the decision was made not
to relocate and build a new school.
- There are sections of Lindberg Rd in West Lafayette that should have sidewalks since there is a school
near there. Children walk in the bike lane which is unsafe. The city tore up Elm Drive to add sidewalks, but
nothing was done to Lindberg which is where the most children are walking in the mornings.
- Blackbird Farms neighborhood (sidewalks and streets are in terrible condition).
- Salisbury south of meridian.
- Salisbury Street in WLAF from Kent street to Cumberland Avenue.
- Some sidewalks on Salisbury between US 52 and Cumberland on the East side of the street are a mess.
- Grant St.
- Soldiers Home
- Soldiers Home Rd.
- Sidewalks as well by Soldiers Home Rd near Sagamore Pkwy (US 52) got torn up by water contractors and
very lazily put back together. They just dumped gravel there, so anybody in a wheelchair can just give up.
Who needs ADA I guess...
- Lots in the New Chauncey neighborhood
- Parts of bar Barry heights have pretty bad sidewalks. We find ourselves walking in the street rather than
the sidewalk with kids strollers/scooters, etc 90% of the time which defeats the purpose.
- ELSTON
- Battle Ground Side Walks are terrible
- Aren't homeowners to repair?
- unsure/ no answer
- Don’t use sidewalks
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- no
- No comment
- no thoughts
- Idk
- NA
- n/a
- N/A
- N/a

Locations of New Sidewalks
- This is a more general comment. With the proliferation of Sport Utility Vehicles (SUV's), it is hard for
drivers of regular cars in parking lots at various places to see over SUV's when they are pulling out of parking
spaces where they are parked between two SUV's. This increases the possibility of accidents. The county
should seriously examine whether to designate parking places in large lots (such as retail centers) as being
exclusively for cars and smaller vehicles and exclusively for SUV's and larger vehicles.
- It would be nice just to see the sidewalks downtown cleaned including the outdoor trash/recycle bins
-I dont know but my question is why are the alleys so filthy??? Disgusting - take a walk down the alley
between 14th and 13th. Or the alley behind hartford sometime. It is gross. My other question is who own
the big empty grassy field behind budgees? If the city owns it why has it not been turned into a community
garden? I am a disabled renter. If that field were a garden i would spend time tending to it almost daily. I
want a garden desperately. Thats all I have. Thanks for listening
- Residential areas where there are none. Heavily pedestrian areas, downtown, commercial centers, roads
where some many people walk without them and have created "cow paths"
- All new development should require sidewalks, as a minimum.
- Getting rid of the "tongue" at corners. It is difficult for drivers to get around or they drive over the curbs.
- In neighborhoods, so children can ride their bikes, moms can walk their babies and us old folks can take a
quiet stroll without fear of stumbling over cracks, uprooted walkways and sidewalks completely turned to
stretches of gravel from age.
- Any apartment complex or housing units (particularly those with low income residents) so that they can
access food, groceries and public transit.
- Neighborhoods that don't have them so people don't walk in the street.
- Every street needs sidewalks
- On every major road. On both sides.
- Everywhere
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- Near county schools
- Older housing areas
- Again,lets repair or replace existing sidewalks that look like the one pictured. Then add new ones.
- if we're putting up sidewalks, let's make them safe for peds! especially if they're along higher speed roads.
Thanks for soliciting input!
- Many streets in the old North End and the Belt Railway Addition near Columbian Park still do not have
sidewalks, curb and gutter or storm inlets. The downtown streetscape projects have turned out nicely and
are very usable. (Not so much for parking.)
- Look at the Edgelea school neighborhoods and Miami school area, maybe at least we could GET some side
walks where there has never been any.
- There should be a sidewalk along Seventh St up to at least the McDonalds, so that people can access a
public form of transportation.
- Completion of the downtown Lafayette sidewalk rehab.
- The interior of Lincoln neighborhood
- Main street-for examples look at Evansville's Main Street, or East Georgia Street in Indianapolis for what
I am envisioning.
- Where 4th street turns into 231
- Sidewalks along 9th street south of Orton rd
- Ninth street past the golf course through to Teal
- along 9th street towards Beck Lane; along 350
- S 18th street Between Center st and Main st
-18th st south of main
- South 18th Street. we have blocks with no sidewalks.
- S 24th street
- S 24th street
- Tecumseh addition
- On julia from sickle Street until it meets up with the existing sidewalk. On morris dr. , and the end of
Timothy trail.
- Same as above, I'd like for the area between Alight apartments, Village West, and Payless made more
accessible to non-motorists in general. Thank you for asking by the way, this survey is a really good idea.
- Connecting neighborhoods near old 231 corridor between teal road, veterans memorial parkway, 231,
and 9th street
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-231/W. Teal rd; down 231 towards veteran memorial street lights as well
- Poland Hill Road between Beck Lane and the two - 90 degree jogs in the road north of the railroad crossing.
Recent road improvements at the railroad crossing have narrowed the travel lanes. With a significant drop
off on either side of the pavement (with no shoulder) there is absolutely no safe place for a pedestrian to
walk. Unfortunately, it is used frequently by residents of the apartments at Eckman Court, walking between
the apartments and the Payless grocery store on Beck Lane. There needs to be a dedicated space for
pedestrians here.
- the next sidewalk to be built should be along 52 from Romney Meadows to Old US 231. Right now people
of all ages and abilities use the shoulder so often that the city first tried putting up flimsy plastic bollards to
protected them. Once cars ran over enough of those, they put in surplus concrete parking blocks to form a
fake curb. Using parking blocks as a fake curb for protection of people walking on the shoulder of that
stretch is a travesty. While the City replaces sidewalks in single family neighborhoods that already have
them, people living in Romney Meadows have to walk the gas station or Pay Less practically in traffic. It
screams social injustice.
- On old Romney road from Stockbridge lane to plantation way. There are people that walk down Edge of
road at night and can't see them till you are close to them.
- IN-25/Beck Lane
- Old Romney rd. from Ortman to Twyckenham
- Ortman Lane between 18th and 9th st. The sidewalk just stops at windmill drive. Hard for kids to get to
Earhart school if coming from the east
- Ortman Lane, west of 9th St. The sidewalk ends and people are constantly walking in the road. Kids are
trying to ride bikes through grass. Moms try to push strollers on the side of the road. Cars fly down Ortman
Labe around the intersection of Poland Hill Rd. It’s very dangerous for young kids to be walking on the road
to try to get to school or to the bus stop. A sidewalk would help so many problems on this street.
- Poland Hill Road - specifically just north of the railroad crossing where the guardrails force pedestrians to
walk IN THE ROAD. This is a very dangerous situation where many residents of the Eckman Subdivision and
surrounding area (Bennett Neighborhood) walk south along (and on) Poland Hill Road to get their groceries
at the Payless on Beck Lane.
- Polland Hill Road between Polland Hill Ln and Beck Ln
- South side of town by Overlooke Pointe and those areas
-Major roads like SR-26 need at least one sidewalk all the way in urban and suburban region
-26 by US 231
- On South St between Park E blvd and Hamman St
- State Road 26
- No continuous sidewalk along the length of SR 26/South Street
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- sr 26. if there are bus stops, there need to be sidewalks. valley st has lots of blind curves, and I know
people walk there
- Put sidewalks on State Road 26 from Home Depot all the way out to the Interstate and beyond. I really
feel if there's a street there should be a sidewalk.
- Continue sidewalk all the way to Lafayette on 26. It makes an abrupt stop. Having the option for pedestrian
crossing lights on 26 would also help.
- Along 26 out by interstate 65. There are lots of hotels and restaurants in that area but it is almost
impossible to walk anywhere out there. You have to get in your car(if you have one) and drive to the
restaurant across the street since there are no sidewalks or cross walks in the area.
- Frontage Road
- Frontage road apartments to Meijers, and South 18th,
- Concord Road sidewalk (Near Chilton Dr) connecting to Sidewalk on corner of E 450S and Concord Road
- Heath Street
- Teal road
- Sidewalks are needed on Teal Road between 4th and 9th. I see students walking on the street to school.
Also, real sidewalks are needed on 52 from 4th street to Romney Meadows. The snow plows push all the
snow onto the shoulder and those folks end up walking in the street!
- Hills and Dales. Good luck with that!
- St Rd 38
- Along one side of Sagamore Pkwy S of SR 38 to Ivy Tech; Teal Rd (at least one side); Main Street between
Earl and Sagamore Pkwy.
- All along 38 and 52 within Lafayette.
- Greenbush st between Elmwood intersection and 28th St intersection on south side of the road.
- Lots of missing sidewalks in residential areas in Lafayette and West Lafayette. It means that I have to walk
in the road which is dangerous. One example is on Rainbow Rd from Elmwood until I reach Jesco hills. The
area north of Greenbush st is missing a lot of sidewalks. I would also like south street (the section east of
Sagamore) to be pedestrian friendly. It is not designed for people to cross the street and this is annoying
for people in hotels who basically have to drive across the street to go to a restaurant. There should be
crosswalks and sidewalks along that section since there are so many restaurants and stores. There is also
space to do it.
- Saga more Parkwy
- Sagamore parkway was obviously designed with only motor vehicles in mind
- Along Sagamore parkway on both sides of the rive they could also be wide enough for bikes too.
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- Crossing Sagamore Parkway is very difficult for pedestrians. The lights are timed in a manner that favor
car traffic. An overpass or underpass at Nighthawk drive/Sagamore Parkway near Crew carwash would be
facilitate bike and pedestrian traffic from nearby commuters and neighborhoods.
- Sometimes the light at Nighthawk drive takes 3 min to allow a pedestrian to cross and will occasionally
skip a turn.
- Along Lindbergh road where it insects with Klondike and Klondike road from Lindbergh road to 26
- Lindberg Road
- Lindberg Rd in West Lafayette
- The neighborhoods north & South of Lindberg near Northwestern and Salisbury.
- Lindberg between Northwestern and Salisbury. Also, Soldiers Home Rd. Also, at the corners of Sagamore
& Yeager.
- As sagamore pkwy w between klondike rd and morehouse rd continues to develop commercially, it's really
going to need sidewalks, or better yet, both sidewalks and a multiuse trail. Please start putting them in/
requiring them now, so that it's not as much of a mess as sagamore pkwy between yeager and salisbury.
Which,
by
the
way,
also
needs
sidewalks
or
trails.
Yeager rd between cumberland and sagamore pkwy w could also use sidewalks. There's apartments, and
bus stop, and not to mention that trail to connect to.
- Yeager rd toward Cumberland in West Lafayette
- Yeager Road
- Yeager Rd, in West Lafayette-especially a crosswalk at intersection with Sagamore Parkway
- On 52/sagamore from Meijer store to Paramount apartments.
- ELSTON
- Elston Road
- Elston road needs new sidewalks for the new housing
- elston road near section 8 housing. they have no where to walk and someone will accidently get hurt over
this. dont approve housing if you dont plan to set up for safe travels between their home and the grocery
store.
- Soldiers Home near Montessori.
- Soldier's home road connecting happy hollow road
- On Soldiers Home road from Hamilton to kalberer
- Soldiers home by the veterans home
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- As with the bike lane, Soldiers home rd between Hamilton and kalbarer. Very scary to walk/ride/anything
but drive with no shoulder and steep drainage ditch, plus cars driving much faster than the speed limit. For
the best way to get from the nice path on kalbarer to the nice path in Cumberland on the east side, this
stretch is just waiting for an accident.
- Need sidewalk along Soldiers Home Road from Hamilton street to at least Kalberer road.
- Along Soldiers Home Road south of Kalberer to connect to existing sidewalks further down
- Along soldiers home road between Cumberland and kalberer as many people walk and exercise the loop
- Paved bike trail or sidewalk along N 140 W and along N 100 W to connect to trail that runs along Kalberer.
- County Road N100W and N140W in West Lafayette
-Klondike between SR 26 and Lindberg
- Klondike Road between Klondike Elementary and Klondike Branch Library on Lindberg. 52 from Romney
Meadows to Old 231.
- McCormick from Lindbergh to Cherry Ln. It is a very dangerous road with no space for pedestrians or
bicycles.
- McCormick Road, Sagamore Parkway in Klondike area around Meijer and other shopping areas
- Need sidewalks on e 500 n by winding creek
- Too many neighborhoods in West Lafayette lack sidewalks.
- I am fine with more combined use trails (walking/biking) and sidewalks where needed. Out by the Klondike
branch of the TCPL would be nice (newer sidewalks have been added up to a point -- AND THAT's
awesome.). E 430 S, South 9th street, after ECC church, n 9th street out to at least the Corrections building!
- Extend the sidewalk on North 9th that ends below the US52 overpass to Community Corrections.
Frequently Community Corrections inmates are walking on the edge of the road leading to dangerous
car/pedestrian situations. There is plenty of room for a sidewalk to be added here. With the planned
expansion of the Community Corrections facility, this need will be more acute. It's only a matter of time
until a person is hit.
- Extend the existing sidewalk past Soledad Vista neighborhood
- Morehouse Rd.
- St.RD 38 from sagamore pkwy to maple point dr.
- out around Harrison High school and along road of new subdivisions
- From McCutcheon north maybe to Payless. Lots of kids walking to and from the school
- Along some county road in NE Tippecanoe County. Eisenhower Rd, for example.
- Mahan edition
- Not in this county!!
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- NA
- n/a
- no
- no thoughts
- None
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Appendix 12: Public Comments Received via E-mail
At the CPC meetings, Area Plan Staff offered the option for people to provide comments via e-mail. The
following e-mails were received.

E-mail Comment 1
I have two very minor input items for the 2050 MTP plan.
Make bus stops that are at ditches a priority. To enter or exit a bus from a ditch is dangerous, especially
when it is inclement weather. At least install a culvert in the ditch and level the area at the bus stop. One
example is on south side of Main Street at Arconic.
Uneven sidewalks are a hazard and a hindrance. There are a couple of reasons sidewalks get to be uneven,
including tree roots, settling. And drainage. Improving the designs of sidewalks being installed would help,
i.e. a gravel base and thicker concrete. There are also ways to make changes to sidewalk designs next to
trees so that they block, resist, or deter roots. Why install sidewalks that you know are going to have
problems when there are cost effective solutions?

E-mail Comment 2
It is easier to send this to you this way than to figure out how to add it to the Survey. I hope this works.
These pictures are from the west side of Concord Road south of Promenade Parkway. This area is above
the culvert pipe that runs under Concord Road for the regulated drain that runs through this area. The
road is lower than the grass shoulder and side walk. When it rains water stands on the road creating a
hydroplane hazard. Some seem to run off the road, creating a rut and splashing mud onto the sidewalk as
shown in the first picture. It is kind of hard to determine where the edge of the road is when both the road
and the shoulder are covered in water. I'm sure eliminating mud being splashed onto the sidewalk would
be appreciated by those that use the sidewalk to get to Walmart. It would definitely help if this situation
could be corrected to improve the safety of those that travel Concord Road since it would eliminate a traffic
hazard.
There is good pavement south of this area was well as north of this area
with bad sections in between. Repaving the area in between would be great.
It is hard to tell where the City responsibility ends and the County begins in this area. There seems to be a
no man's land here.
South 200 East from Wea School Road to East 800 South has a lot of patches, especially in the curves south
of Wea School Road.
There are a lot of blind corners, but it is kind of hard to document them without finding a place to park and
writing them down. Many are in Lafayette where the blockage is a sign for a business. Others are landscape
bushes or trees that block the view at intersections.
It is nice to see the development of a plan like this.
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Appendix 13: Public Meetings and Stakeholder Meetings
CPC Meetings

-September 30, 2020 Discussion of Goals and Objectives in the plan, and Survey about the Goals/Objectives.
-December 9, 2020 Goals and Objectives Survey Update
-September 8, 2021 Update on Transportation Project Survey
-December 8, 2021 Update on Financially Constrained Project List for MTP

MPO Policy Board Meetings

-Aug 13,2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goals and Objectives Survey
-September 10, 2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goals and Objectives Survey Update
-October 8, 2020 Goals and Objectives Survey Results
-December 10, 2020 Goals and Objectives Survey Update
-September 9, 2021 Transportation Project Survey
-December 9, 2021 MTP Update
-January 13, 2022 MTP Update
-February 10, 2022 MTP Update
-March 10, 2022 MTP Update
-April 14, 2022 MTP Update

Technical Transportation Committee

-August 19, 2020 Goals Survey
-December 16, 2020 Goals and Objectives Survey Update
-February 17, 2021 Goals, Objectives, and Performance Measures
-September 15, 2021 MTP Transportation Project Survey Update
-October 20, 2021 MTP Transportation Project Survey Update
-December 15, 2021 MTP Update
-January 19, 2022 MTP Update
-February 16, 2022 MTP Update
-March 23, 2022 MTP Update
-April 20, 2022 MTP Update

Public Open House Meetings

-April 27, 2022 TCPL Open House meeting
-April 28, 2022 Ivy Tech Open House meeting
-May 4, 2022 West Lafayette Wellness Center Open House meeting

Public Hearing
-June 2, 2022

Coordination Meeting with Stakeholders

-November 18, 2021 Meeting with Bicycle/Pedestrian Stakeholder Group
-December 20, 2021 Meeting with Bicycle/Pedestrian Stakeholder Group
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Coordination Meeting with Planning Partners

January 28, 2020 Discussion of Performance Measures and Project Funding
Attended by: Tim Stroshine, Doug Poad, Bill Smith, Neil Smith, Steven Minor, Randy Anderson, Erica Tait,
Jay Mitchell, Tonya Agnew, Angelica Salgado
-May 27, 2022 Discussion of INDOT Comments on Draft MTP
Attended by: Tim Stroshine, Doug Poad, Bill Smith, Scott Chandler, and Jay Mitchell
*Note: The INDOT comments discussed at this meeting were transmitted via e-mail from Jay Mitchell on
May 20,2022. The text of his e-mail is shown below.
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Appendix 14: Public Comments Received at Meetings
The Area Plan Commission held public open house meetings on April 27, April 28, and May 4. The public
could make formal comments using an online form or a physical form. This appendix contains a record of
those comments.

Comments Received via Online Comment Form
-Not sure if this is related but the stoplights at Creasy Lane and Bonlou Dr. by the YMCA needs to be
addressed. There is no green arrow to turn left when leaving from north bound Bonlou dr. Traffic always
piles up because you can not see oncoming traffic when turning left. A left turn arrow would greatly
decrease this problem.
-Funding and Building the Yost road connection from SR38 to Hagarty lane in Dayton is very important to
relieve traffic from the town of Dayton and Veterans Memorial Parkway in spite of what the crazy old man
and his cronies on the Dayton town board say. This is an important asset for the whole community. Please
do not let a few crazy "keep Dayton small "fools impede this project.
-Intersection- Brady Lane and Concord. Traffic piles up especially 3pm-5:30pm. Traveling south on Concord,
right lane is currently arrows south and west on Brady. My opinion, right lane should be right turn only with
left lane straight. Traffic would flow better.
-I would like to see bus service greatly expanded that connects downtown Lafayette more to the Purdue
campus and to businesses along Sagamore in West Lafayette. More frequent service and nighttime service
would be a tremendous benefit to the community. Eventually, streetcars or light rail along the major
corridors like State Street, South Street, and Northwestern would greatly spur development and walkability
for the Lafayette-West Lafayette area.

Questions and Comments Received at Public Hearing (June 2, 2022)
Q: Is anything planned for the part of State Road 43 that is in Tippecanoe County?
A: That is a road that is owned by INDOT. Any future work would be their decision. INDOT does work
throughout the state, so they have a process to determine where they spend their money. We do not know
of any planned work on State Road 43 at this time. We suggest contacting INDOT for more information.
Q: My son owns property on State Road 43, and would like to move his mailbox from one side of the road
to the other. He talked to the post office, and they confirmed that there would be no change of address.
Should he talk to INDOT about that?
A: Yes, because there is no change of address, we would recommend contacting INDOT as the next step.
Q: Regarding roundabouts, do you have any statistics on those? It seems like they are efficient at moving
traffic. Once people are trained that they aren’t a 4-way stop, it seems like they flow pretty well.
A: Roundabouts are efficient at moving traffic up to a certain point. Once too many vehicles queue up,
they become less efficient than a signalized intersection. However, one other benefit of roundabouts is
that they reduce the severity of crashes. Instead of head-on crashes or right-angle crashes, which are the
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most dangerous types of crashes, roundabouts have more sideswipe crashes. Sideswipe crashes are much
less likely to lead to injuries and fatalities than head-on or right-angle crashes.
Q: Do you address autonomous vehicles in the plan? I have high hopes that as I grow older, autonomous
vehicles will let me maintain mobility. I think pick-up and drop-off spots will be key points to address as
the technology develops.
A: There is a section in the plan about autonomous vehicles. It is a brief section. Autonomous vehicles are
still an emerging technology, so it is still hard to plan for them. We will continue to monitor the
technology. Because this plan is updated every five years, it is likely that it will be addressed more
significantly in the next update to the plan. By that time, we can see how manufacturers are working
through design challenges, like how to deal with winter weather.
Q: Do you address smart corridors in the plan? I know that we have something along US 231, are there
plans for more of these corridors?
A: This is another item that is briefly mentioned in the same section as autonomous vehicles. Because this
is still an emerging technology, we will continue to monitor it.
Comment: I think roundabouts should be bigger to accommodate larger vehicles, especially trucks hauling
grain.
Response: This is something where freight planning is very beneficial. Our planning partners at INDOT and
FHWA are looking into this type of planning.
Comment: I think that you should have some kind of special instructions on driving roundabouts. I know
that there is some good information on websites like YouTube. Some older people do really well, but
others benefit from seeing a visual example. I think it would be very beneficial for APC to promote that.
Response: That is a great suggestion. Doing some public education about driving roundabouts could be
beneficial.
Comment: There’s an upgrade of Newman Road listed on the map. Purdue built a trail from Newman
Road to the SAAB plant. If this trail was extended, it could provide connectivity to Fort Ouiatenon.
Response: Thank you for the suggestion, we will look into that.
Comment: I’d like to compliment you on the scope of this project.
Response: Thank you.
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