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PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE COMMENT SUMMARY 
 
Date:   December 11, 2019 
 
Time:  5:30 to 7:30 p.m. 
 
Meeting:  U.S. 40 to I-70 Connector Corridor Study Open House #1 
 
Location: Town of Plainfield Fire Department Headquarters 
 
 
Corridor Alignment/Roadway Infrastructure 
 

• Existing Miles Road has reverse curves that present a perceived safety concern given 
the combination of speed and tight geometry. 

• The south end of Miles Road is overtopped by water frequently during rain events and 
experiences regular crashes. 

• No desire for a 4-lane road on CR 600 S/Hadley Road in front of residences west of 
Moon Road.  

• Connect the corridor up to CR 300 E and extend to US 36. 
• CR 800 S/Lake Meski Road washes out in heavy rain events. 
• Some residents recommend making Moon Road at least 3 lanes and connect to I-70. 

Others do not want Moon Road to be 4 lanes. 
• Widen SR 39 to accommodate additional traffic instead of a new corridor. 
• Consider a north-south corridor up to US 36 using SR 39. 
• The state did a study to connect to I-70 at Moon Road. 
• There is a blind spot on US 40 on the west side of the golf course that is on a curve and 

in a low spot. 
• Consider connections to Morgan County/Mooresville. 
• CR 525 E at County Line Road needs stop control. 
• SR 267 at County Line Road is a dangerous intersection. 

Environmental Features 
 

• The Cattle Barn House is the historic resource on the west side of Miles Road. 
• Just south of the Heald farmstead is environmentally sensitive area with bobcats. 
• The historic structure on the west side of CR 525 E between 700 S and 750 S is the 

Historic Town of Joppa Telephone Exchange. 
• Town of Joppa schoolhouse still remains just north of CR 800 S on the east side of CR 

525 E. 
• There is a concern of impacts to the residential development along CR 525 E north of I-

70 with future industrial and commercial development potentially located nearby. 
• South of I-70 along CR 525 E, the Joppa sawmill, post office and general store still 

stand. 
• There is an 1800s gravestone approximately 0.2 mile west of CR 525 E near McCracken 

Creek.  
• East of CR 525 E south of I-70 is a noise-sensitive area due to bobcats. 
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• A bald eagle nest is located along the west fork of White Lick Creek south of I-70. 
• A cemetery and church are located north of Hadley Road/CR 600 S west of Sugar Grove 

Road. 
• The Nysewander farmstead is immediately west of the Heald farmstead and has been in 

the Nysewander family for more than 100 years. 
• The rest stop wastewater treatment facilities are in the southwest corner for EB I-70 and 

northwest corner for WB I-70. 
• The septic system for the Town of Plainfield is on the south side of I-70 at the rest area. 
• There is a wellfield near 6515 E CR 750 S. 
• The creek along Miles Road floods the road every year. 

 
Interchange Location 

• Locate an interchange at the Moon Road/CR 600 E and I-70. 
• Do not put an interchange near area of CR 525 E to CR 600 E. 
• Locate an interchange where the rest stops are currently located on I-70 and relocate 

the rest stops. 
• Locate an interchange where the rest stops are currently located on I-70 and combine 

with the rest stops. 
• Instead of installing a new interchange, direct traffic to the existing interchange at SR 39. 
• Upgrade the SR 267 interchange instead of installing a new interchange. 
• Add an exit ramp to Perry Road from I-70 to relieve traffic from SR 267 or add an 

interchange in the industrial area. 
• Add WB exit and EB on ramp from Center Street. 
• Consider frontage road network and ramps at Center Street. 

 
Miscellaneous 

• West of future elementary school on Moon Road is the Heald farm, which has been in 
the Heald family for 109 years.  

• Residents indicated multiple times that there is a strong desire to not have any 
warehouses in this area. They would like the warehouses to stay by SR 267/Indianapolis 
International Airport and/or at SR 39 and I-70. Residents are against zoning for 
industrial. 

• Some residents would prefer the farms and farmland be left alone. 
• Residents do not want to see residential islands surrounded by warehouses as has 

happened east of SR 267. 
• Add overpass/interchange at SR 267 and Hadley Road. 
• There is a desire to preserve the agricultural character of the county. 
• Rezoning of land is a chief concern for area residents. 
• Plainfield has the #7 school district in the state. 
• Consider the impacts to wildlife and livestock when developing a corridor. 
• The Hickory Woods subdivision has higher end housing. 
• Ground has been broken for a new warehouse in the southwest corner of I-70 and SR 

267. 
• The gravel pits south of I-70 overflow frequently, flooding the roads between them. 
• There is a gas line along Moon Road that runs under I-70. 
• Owner of property along Miles Road has cattle on both sides of the road. 
• Residents do not want warehouses; they would like to see a different revenue stream for 

the town. 
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Plainfield Corridor Study ‐ Virtual Public Open House #2

Question Report

Webinar ID Actual Duration (minutes)
996 6893 4002 146

Question Details

# Question Asker Name Answer(s)

1

At previous meetings it has been discussed that there 
is a serious belief that the current I‐70/39 
interchange and the I‐70/267 interchange have been 
evaluated and believed that this will alone correct the 
traffic concerns.  If that is the case this cooridor is 
mostly being entertained to further develop the rural 
areas surrouonding this proposed exit to further 
develop commercial and warehousing developments. Philip Glover

One of the main goals of the study was to understand what, if any, relief to 
traffic congestion a new western corridor could provide to both of the 
existing interchanges on I‐70. Assuming the Town continues to develop, 
the existing corridors will see increased congestion. As the analysis has 
been conducted, it was found that even with a connection near the rest 
areas, congestion relief at the SR 267 interchange was minimal. This study 
will not provide land use recommendations. Land use would be governed 
by the Town and County through a Comprehensive Plan.

2
Could you make the images any less blurry? Thank 
you Chastidy Hall

The resolution of the images is based on the internet speeds.  You can 
download the images at the project website.  The full presentation will be 
posted here with all Q&A tomorrow. 
https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield‐corridor‐study/

3

These maps are rather blurry on a PC, will these be 
available for more clear viewing on a website or in 
person somewhere? Philip Glover

You can download the images here and the full presentation will be posted 
tomorrow: https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield‐corridor‐study/

4
Whats the timeline post final comments to break 
ground? Jason Stanke

There is no timeline for construction at this point. This is only a planning 
study to allow the Town and County to plan for the future as needs arise.

5
Where is funding being drawn from? And are there 
funds readily available. Jason Stanke

The project has not be funded beyond this study. No construction is 
funded currently as a part of this study.

6

Is there a phase in this process at which each route 
will show how much land that will be required for the 
routing and improvements? If so, which phase will 
this be? PATRICK EVANS

Right of way acquisition needs will be included as a performance metric in 
this study, but the corridor identifed at the end of the study will not define 
hard right of way limits. Defined land acquisition will not be done until 
funding is allocated and a detailed analysis is conducted.

Plainfield Corridor Study ‐ Virtual Public Open House
Topic
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7 What’s the email address? Blake Brenneman The email address for comments is: PlainfieldCorridorStudy@cmtengr.com

8

Thank you and as a member of last years Citizens 
Academy in Plainfield I appreciate your sharing of the 
study up this point and think the planning involved 
has given me a beltter understainding of the project 
and the future of this area. I look forward to hearing 
more about the plans and the project in October. Janie Adcock Thank you for attending and being involved!

9

Since we are assuming things, Is it not reasonable to 
believe that an exit tends to draw commercial 
development at, near and around an intersate exit?  
Assuming that is accurate same way you are 
"Assuming the Town continues to develop" why and 
how is it reasonable to attack the rural areas of the 
county and the people that that have choosed to 
avoid that sort of congestion by landing it along with 
other developments in our front and back yards. Philip Glover

This study is the first step in analyzing what is best for the Town related to 
the specific project goals of improving local traffic operations, improving 
safety, and travel time reliability, among others.  That information will help 
inform town officials moving forward, including recognizing & addressing 
your concerns related to the quality of life of residents, and those who 
work, & visit Plainfield.

10

Is there any idea of what the plan is for the houses on 
525 if the interchange happens? Last thing I want is 
ramp to be built around our house and my front yard 
taken when you have to widen the road.  Is there a 
general area that the houses will be bought out to 
make interchange? A lot of us are hesitant to put any 
more money in our homes and do any improvements 
due to this interchange. Robin Duncan

We will know more about the recommended alignment at the conclusion 
of this study. Any construction project is further out.

11

I believe you stated that residents have provided 
feedback that they would not be inclined to travel to 
the west side of Plainfield in order to access 
eastbound I‐70.  Is that a correct understanding? John Carroll

There is a limit to how far commuters will travel to the west to get to 
where they want to go based on their perception of the congestion they 
experience going to SR 267 that is captured in the analysis tools used.

Plainfield Corridor Study_Meeting #2 Digital Stats Report_9‐9‐2020.xlsx Page 2 of 13



Plainfield Corridor Study ‐ Virtual Public Open House #2

12

There was a proposed neighborhood in the area 
where the 3 connections to US40 are proposed. Is 
that neighborhood no longer planned? Seth Brown

It is our understanding that developer has removed their plans.  Per Scott 
Singleton, Plainfield Director of Transportation.

13

So as part of this study, there will be no consideration 
of the input from the the landowners whose land 
would be aquired as part of this study? PATRICK EVANS

This is one opportunity to give input.  Additionally, there are land owners 
represented on the community advisory committee.  No land acquisiton 
will be done during this study.

14

Im a huge fan of the Eastern Alignment with right 
most green dotted (following the river). Western 
alignmentis too far west. I know a couple other 
residents have mentioned an interchange too far 
west would be useless. Eastern Aligment with and 
following the river makes the most sense for those on 
the west side of town. Thanks! Jason Stanke Thank you for your input!

15 Where can we find this material presented today Grace Holton
The presentation and project information will be posted here: 
https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield‐corridor‐study/

16

My input on this matter is that I spent a lot of money 
to build my dream home this past year and now the 
town of Plainfield is studying a route that will most 
likely require me to move from my dream home. If 
this route were to happen, how does the acquisition 
of my land work? I assume I will be compensated for 
it, how is the value of my land determined? How will 
the Town of Plainfield help me in finding the new 
spot for my dream home that I will be building at that 
point if this were to happen? PATRICK EVANS

This study is the first step in understanding the overall impact of 
alternatives for the Town to consider.  Any land acquisition only occurs 
once an alignment is selected, & funding source(es) are identified and 
appropriated.  Your comments & questions are appreciated and passed 
along to the Town as part of this study’s deliverables.
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17

I would be most inclined to use the Eastern 
Alignment routing. The Western routing would most 
likely require me to move from my home, and is too 
far west for the current size of Plainfield. Monrovia 
and Mooresville each have their own access to 70 
already and this routing would not add much benefit 
to these towns. The Eastern routing will allow the 
rural land west of town to continue to develope as it 
should with the small outside of town feel, yet be 
apealing to people wanting to use the routing to get 
to 70. PATRICK EVANS Thank you for taking the time to provide input to the study!

18

Do you have contact information for a representative 
for the landowners of the affected areas? I would like 
to reach out to them to discuss with them and see if 
other locals' input aligns with my views on this 
matter PATRICK EVANS

In the interest of privacy, we are not at liberty to share individual and 
private contact information. We do engage with numerous stakeholders 
throughout the community including the neighborhood groups, the school 
system, and the chamber of commerce. We have encouraged those 
individuals to represent this project in the community groups they 
represent. We'd encourage you to reach out to community groups you're 
associated with to voice your concerns.

19
Will my last two questions be answered at some 
point? PATRICK EVANS Yes, the project team will get answers posted to all questions.

Public Email Comments/Questions

1

Can you please share the names of the individuals 
who are on the Community Advisory Committee and 
the process used for their selection? 
This was noted in the FAQs below:
Will there be a Community Advisory Committee for 
this study?
Yes, a Community Advisory Committee has been 
formed and will meet a couple more times over the 
course of the study. Thank you Marsha Jay

In the interest of privacy, we are not at liberty to share individual and 
private contact information. We do engage with numerous stakeholders 
throughout the community including the neighborhood groups, the school 
system, and the chamber of commerce. We have encouraged those 
individuals to represent this project in the community groups they 
represent. We'd encourage you to reach out to community groups you're 
associated with to voice your concerns.
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2
New interchange should be from I‐70 to Moon Road 
to U.S.40 Unknown Thank you for your input!

3

No No and no. This is completely unnecessary. As 
stated in one of your responses to a frequently asked 
question‐ this is needed for peak travel times. It is not 
that difficult to get through Plainfield even with all 
the construction. Do not ruin my neighborhood so 
someone can save 5 minutes at rush hour. Jo Schultz

This study is the first step in analyzing what is best for the Town related to 
the specific project goals of improving local traffic operations, improving 
safety, and travel time reliability, among others.  That information will help 
inform town officials to assist them in planning and preparing for future 
growth in Plainfield and the added congestion that would come with it.

4

What updates are slated for MIles Road? If this is a 
I70 ‐ I40 connector, why does the draft show the road 
extending north of 40? Are you aware of the 
cemetery just north of 40 at that location? Candice L. Smith

At this time, there are no specific improvements finalized for Miles Road. 
This study is the first step in analyzing what is best for the Town related to 
the specific project goals of improving local traffic operations, improving 
safety, and travel time reliability, among others. Any improvements to the 
roadway network are outside the scope of this study. While the focus of 
the study is the area between I‐70 and US 40, the project team is using 
compatibility with adjacent Thoroughfare and Comprehensive plans in 
Hendricks and Morgan Counties. The project team is aware of the 
cemetary adjacent to the west side of the golf course.

5

Hello‐
I was just listening to the Zoom call but was not able 
to login to view the presentation. Could you please 
provide a link where I could see the recording of the 
meeting? Or just a link to the visuals? Sharon Jones

The meeting recording, presentation and visuals are all posted to the 
public open house website.

6

Dear planners, 
The maps that you displayed on the zoom meeting 
were very blurry and difficult if not impossible to 
read. Could you post or send more visible maps on 
the eastern, western and central plans? Thank you Lisa Herndon The meeting visuals are all posted to the public open house website.
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7

Im a huge fan of the Eastern Alignment with right 
most green dotted (following the river). Western 
alignment is too far west. I know a couple other 
residents have mentioned an interchange too far 
west would be useless and it truly is. Eastern 
Alignment along with and following the river makes 
the most sense for those on the west side of town. If 
you follow the river, the town allows for residential 
and commercial development on the west side and 
deeper west while providing a quick easy drive down 
to I70 and Indianapolis. Thanks! Jason Stanke Thank you for your input!

8 Currently building a new home in Plainfield Lisa Kendall Thank you for your input!
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9

Hello, 

I asked a couple of questions durin this evening's 
meeting and I never got an answer. I am hoping you 
can help me answer these questions to help me 
further understand the study and impacts that it will 
have on my family and community.

If the western route were to happen, how does the 
acquisition of my land work? I assume I will be 
compensated for it, how is the value of my land 
determined? How will the Town of Plainfield help me 
in finding the new spot for my dream home that I will 
be building at that point if this were to happen?
Do you have contact information for a representative 
for the landowners of the affected areas? I would like 
to reach out to them to discuss with them and see if 
other locals' input aligns with my views on this 
matter
Thank you, Patrick Evans

Yes, the project team is preparing answers to all questions posed during 
the public open house that were not answered during the meeting.

10

I think the western alignment seems the best. I do 
not like the center alignment. I would worry about 
too much traffic around the new elementary school. Tara Sutherlin Thank you for your input!
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11

Hello,
I listened in to the meeting yesterday and was 
surprised to hear of a Community Advisory 
committee in regard to this project. I am interested 
to know as far as "residential interests" who and how 
those people were selected. I feel like I look at social 
media regularly and have definitely been trying to 
stay involved in this project specifically and had not 
heard of this committee. I want to feel like the 
community in this area (600/600) are being included 
and updated on this project as it directly affects our 
daily lives. Where is the best place for me to check 
regularly to know of updates and changes? 
Thank you, Sharon Jones

In the interest of privacy, we are not at liberty to share individual and 
private contact information. We do engage with numerous stakeholders 
throughout the community including the neighborhood groups, the school 
system, and the chamber of commerce. We have encouraged those 
individuals to represent this project in the community groups they 
represent. We'd encourage you to reach out to community groups you're 
associated with to voice your concerns.

12
I would like to view the video from the Sept. 8th 
meeting . How do I access it?  Debbie Allen

The recording of the public open house presentation and the associated 
exhibits are posted on the open house website 
https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield‐corridor‐study/.

13

This additional corridor is absolutely ridiculous. We 
currently own over a $500,000 home and it now 
looks like a road is now going to run straight thru it. 
Its absolute BS. All this town has to offer now is 
cheap housing and warehouses. The Town Council 
has literally wrecked a new town. You should be 
absolutely ashamed of what you have done to this 
town. We will be moving. You can live in the ghetto if 
you like however we are going to move and a lot of 
my neighbors are also going. Johnna White

We appreciate your input. This study is the first step in analyzing what is 
best for the Town related to the specific project goals of improving local 
traffic operations, improving safety, and travel time reliability, among 
others. The Town will use this study to guide decision making in the future 
as the town continues to grow, but the alignment will be a guide line for 
now. A future funded project will define the exact location of a corridor.
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Good day,
I listened to the seminar twice. It was informative  
and yet very vague. The biggest  problem was that I,  
as well as my neighbors, could not read any of the 
maps. It is not possible to enlarge them because they 
just get worse to read. We live on 300 E on the far 
east end of Danville. We are very concerned about 
the direction of the corridor after it leaves 
Plainfield/Rt 40.
Is there a way to send maps to me that we could read 
and expand?
Thank you. Donna Lee Poe

The recording of the public open house presentation and the associated 
exhibits are posted on the open house website 
https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield‐corridor‐study/. This study is 
focused between US 40 and I‐70, but the corridor is being conceptualized 
to be complementary with adjacent county thoroughfare plans.

15

I am strongly against the red western corridor route 
(West of West Fork of White Lick Creek) because it is 
of no value for the current residents of Plainfield to 
alleviate traffic and it is of no value to future 
residents projected growth through 2045 on the East 
side of creek. I believe the primary beneficiary of this 
route is the perceived tax revenue for the town of 
Plainfield. It seems wrong to lower the quality of 
natural land, lower the value of residential 
properties, and take land from people for a road. This 
route has a high capital cost for East/West bridges 
that should be factored in. Least likely to be used to 
commute to Indy. Ed Conder Thank you for your input!
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I like that you all included the green eastern corridor 
route (East of West Fork of White Lick Creek). This 
route has the potential to alleviate traffic congestion 
since commuters traveling East and less South. It also 
overlaps well with no interchange growth scenario 
through 2045. I can see the general health of the 
town needing this in the long term. Please investigate 
multiple locations along the east side that include 
exit ramps beginning at SR 267, hybrid with rest area, 
closing rest area, and just West of Co Rd 675 E with 
hybrid ramps for rest area. Ed Conder Thank you for your input!
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This North South Corridor Study has been positioned 
and marketed to the citizens of Plainfield as a 
solution to an east‐west "traffic problem". However, 
it seems as though the underlying objective of having 
an exit off of I‐70 is to make possible a new source of 
revenue for Plainfield through the re‐zoning of land 
surrounding the new corridor.  
I do not believe the Town of Plainfield has been 
completely transparent with the citizens of Plainfield 
about the potential negative consequences 
associated with the "explosive growth" scenario and 
a new commercial district developed west of Moon 
Rd. If this question was posed to Plainfield residents, 
"Do you want your town to have more warehouses?", 
I believe the overwhelming answer would be "No". 
Yet, this Corridor evaluation has been positioned as a 
traffic discussion ‐  and most residents have no idea 
about the impacts of what could come as a result. 
Plainfield promotes itself as a Town of Values ‐ one 
being Respect for the Environment. Yet, there seems 
to be no appreciation for the beautiful land west of 
the town which includes unique treasurers such as 
Indian mounds, historic buildings, century‐old farms 
and bald eagles. 
I  understand that a North‐South Corridor could 
provide some benefit to Plainfield. My concern is this 
Corridor will enable those in positions of power to 
push for zoning to make increased revenue possible.  Marsha Jay Thank you for your input!
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Corridor Study,
Regardless of which alignment is selected for the new 
I‐70 to US 40 corridor, residential areas will be 
disrupted, and farmland will eventually be 
developed. Therefore it is important to consider the 
purpose of this road and the future of growth in the 
area. Plainfield is landlocked on the north, south, and 
east, so most growth will be to the west.  On a 
previous town study, the center of Plainfield was 
predicted to be Moon Road in 20 or so years. It does 
not seem logical for a highway exit to be near an 
elementary school due to traffic and safety concerns. 
Regional connectivity to the north and south would 
alleviate traffic on US 40, 267, Highway 36, and Dan 
Jones Road. The decision of where to put the new 
corridor should be based on how the area will be 
functioning in 20‐40 years.

Thank you, Chastidy Hall Thank you for your input!
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Thanks for the great public input session!
I'd like to voice my strong support for the proposed 
corridor to connect at the Rest Area (First choice) or 
600 E/Moon Rd. (Second choice). Selfishly, these are 
the closest routes to my home (in Center Ridge at 
Hadley & Hall Rd.). 
But for the good of ALL western Plainfield residents, I 
think building the corridor too far to the west (access 
at 525 E) would be a deterrent. In other words, if we 
have to drive TOO far west in order to access I‐70, 
we'll just end up going back to 267... which inevitably 
will continue to get more congested over time.
Also, I know this isn't probably isn't part of the study, 
but I'd also voice my support for adding an additional 
left turn from NB 267 to WB Hadley... or constructing 
a "Michigan Left" on 267 in order to ease backups for 
us west‐bound travelers during the evening rush 
hour.
Thanks for doing this study and allowing folks like me 
to comment! Much appreciated! William Brenneman Thank you for your input!
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POH #3 Q&A Report-posted

Question Report

Topic Webinar ID Actual Start Time # Question

Plainfield Corridor Study - Public Open House #3930 6324 8642 4/15/2021 15:50 32

Question Details

# Question Asker Name Answer(s)

1 will we all be muted Bill Burns

Yes, all participants will be muted. If you have questions or 

comments during the open house, please make use of the Q&A 

function.

2 thanks Bill Burns You are welcome. Thank you for attending!

3 What do the black circles on the roadway designate? Cherie Lulich

The black circles indicate where major corridor intersections are 

anticipated. These were based off the most recent Town 

Thoroughfare Plan update and indicate where current and/or 

future arterial or major collector streets would likely intersect 

the various alternatives.

4 how do hou forcast crashes Bill Burns

We forecast crashes using what are called safety performance 

functions. Safety performance functions are equations derived 

from national research that factor in several geometric and 

corridor criteria to calculate a predicted number of crashes for 

road segments and intersections.

5

How does building on the floodplain impact the flooding in the 

area & to subdivisions & roads? Cherie Lulich

When you build in a floodplain, you are placing material in an 

area that would normally be covered by floodwater in a flood 

event. Because there is less space for the flood water to spread, 

it would cause the flood water to pool up to a higher elevation. 

The higher water elevation could cause it to flood a wider area.

Post-Meeting Clarification - Mitigation measures for potential 

flood water impacts are required to ensure that flood water 

elevations do not increase by more than 0.14 feet.
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6 Can I get a copy of this presentation please? Thank you! Jennifer Turner

Following the open house, the presentation recording and slides 

will be posted to the open house website here: 

https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield-corridor-study/.

7 Jennifer Turner Jennifer Turner

8

Did you take into affect safety concerns around the elementary 

school?  Congestion & accidents during drop-off & pick- up of 

students? Was this in the safety figures that are noted in the 

study? Cherie Lulich

Impacts to the new elementary school on Moon Road were a 

factor in identifying feasible corridor alignments. These impacts 

will continue to be assessed in any future study as more 

operational data becomes available.

9 Could you tell us how many are attending this call? Basharat Saleem

The number of attendees varies as people join and drop off the 

meeting.

10

If the corridor is built on the 600 E road, will there still be access 

to the current roadway or will it be closed off north of Hickory 

Woods? Cherie Lulich

This study did not get into the finer detail of corridor access. 

Likely (but not set) major corridor intersection locations were 

identified, but a future study and coordination with public and 

local stakeholders would be necessary to determine corridor 

access.

11

I missed the first FAQ as to the timeline of when this project will 

begin.  Was there an answer to that or is it still too erly in the 

planning stage to know?  Thanks STEPHEN PARDEE

This is a planning study only. There is no design or construction 

funding identified for this corridor at this time. This study is 

intended to aid primarily the Town of Plainfield, as well as 

Hendricks County, as they continue to make future 

transportation improvement plans.

12

Does your Highway User Safety data take predicted accident 

severity into account or is it based exclusively on a predicted 

accident frequency rate? john carroll

Yes, the safety performance functions used to predict crashes 

do consider the severity of crashes.

13

Thanks  How much buffering will there be near existing 

nieghborhoods? Bill Burns

Any potential buffering will need to be assessed once a more 

detailed study or project is commissioned. The report only 

recommends it be considered as a context-sensitivity item 

based on feedback received during the study.
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how can there be a significant differences in crashes between 

the three options Richard Knight

There are multiple differences between the alignments that 

factor into the predicted crash differences. Some of these 

include length of corridor, estimated traffic volumes, and 

interchange location and spacing, among others.

15

Is there a overall timeline on when this project may take place 

or which route will be decided on? Matt Tinkle

The final report for this study will recommend a preferred 

corridor, but there is no timeline for design or construction at 

this time. This study is for the Town's use for future planning 

efforts.

16

Can you speak to the anticipated/requuired  funding ratio for 

the Plainfield Corridor implementation between Federal, State, 

County and Local? john carroll

Due to the magnitude of a project the size of this corridor, it 

would likely utilize a mix of federal, state and local funding. 

What that ratio might be is dependent on what funding 

opportunities are available at the point in time that the Town 

deems it necessary to move a project forward.

17 cOULD i HAVE A COPY OF THE INFORMATION AS WELL. K.Jane Adcock

Project and meeting information may be found on the open 

house meeting website here: 

https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield-corridor-study/. 

Materials from the open house will be posted following the 

meeting.

18 Is there a timeline for when this may potentially begin? Scott Johnson

There is no timeline for design or construction at this time. This 

study is for the Town's use for future planning efforts.

19 Thanks for the info and keeping us involved! K.Jane Adcock Thank you for joining us and participating!

20

Great presentation. Thanks. You provide teh recommendations, 

but do any get chosen at this time or does this get shelved until 

funding is avialable? I think you'd want to have a path before 

you ask to fund it. Can you elaborate please? Jason Stanke

A recommended alignment will be included in the final report, 

but there is no timeline or funding for design or construction at 

this time. This study is for the Town's use for future 

transportation improvement planning efforts.

Plainfield Open House 3 - Response to Comments Summary.xlsx 6



POH #3 Q&A Report-posted

21

Constructability was rated as a six but was noted as a negative 

in Western route evaluation?  Should it had not been evaluated 

from the evaluation? Richard Knight

Constructability was not directly used as a performance metric. 

The reference to construction/constructability in the 

presentation was made in light of overall project costs 

associated with environmental impacts (i.e. construction in a 

floodway, wetland impacts, historic structures) and topography.  

Project cost was a performance criterion identified, while 

constructability was not.

22 On the center plan will the natural gas line be a major Factor ? Randell Boys

An initial utility review was done to understand what utility 

facilities are in the area. The pipelines running through the 

study area are identified in the report and will require 

additional coordination/consideration once more detailed 

analysis is initiated.

23 I would like a copy also. Bud Myers

Project and meeting files have been posted to the open house 

website here: https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield-

corridor-study/.

24 Can you share the website for submitting comments Basharat Saleem

You may submit comments on the open house meeting website 

(https://projectmeetingonline.com/plainfield-corridor-study/) 

or on the Town of Plainfield's project website 

(https://www.townofplainfield.com/1491/Plainfield-Corridor-

Study). You may also submit comments via email to 

PlainfieldCorridorStudy@cmtengr.com.

25

How would Hickory woods enter the Road?  Noise? would the 

Hickory woods cease to exit? Richard Knight

This study will not get down to the finer details such as corridor 

access and noise. These details will need to be assessed in a 

future NEPA study/project. The Hickory Woods subdivision 

would still remain and access provided, but the specific design 

details would need to be assessed during detailed design.

26

Going right next to a school seems extremly dangerious--and 

costly? Richard Knight

All three potential alignments avoid direct impacts to the 

elementary school property. Specific measures to mitigate 

concerns with proximity of the connector corridor to the school 

property will continue to be assessed in any future studies.
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27

Have you evaluated the risk of the center and eastern being so 

close to the school?  Seems like a extremely important 

evaluation point. Richard Knight

Impacts to the new elementary school on Moon Road was a 

factor in identifying feasible corridor alignments. All three 

potential alignments avoid direct impacts to the elementary 

school property. Specific measures to mitigate concerns with 

proximity of the connector corridor to the school property will 

continue to be assessed in any future studies.

28

Can we see a better idea of the route. straight lines thru 

neighborhood's do not show much.. 

Mike Haas Michael Haas

This study is a high-level corridor recommendation. A detailed 

corridor alignment won't be determined until a future 

study/design effort is initiated.

29 What is anticipated timing to commencing project? Kevin Hamernik

There is no timeline or funding for design or construction at this 

time. This study is for the Town's use for future transportation 

improvement planning efforts.

30

Each of the three proposals presented this evening would 

require the development of large tracts of privately owned 

property, Some of the affected property is outside of Plainfield's 

existing city limits.  Would implementation of the Plainfield 

Corridor project require the privately owned property to be 

expropriated through eminent domain, assuming land owners 

did not voluntarily consent to having their property taken for 

development? john carroll

The Corridor Study is being completed with support from 

Hendricks County.  As a planning study, there are no 

‘implementation’ impacts to offer.  This is different compared to 

whether an actual project or plan were getting formally 

underway or adopted.  The study will exist as a 

recommendation to the Town of Plainfield to be considered as 

both the County and the Town receive future requests for 

annexation, zoning, and/or development.

31 When will project likely start? Kevin Hamernik

There is no timeline or funding for design or construction at this 

time. This study is for the Town's use for future transportation 

improvement planning efforts.

32

When is construction expected

To start? Kevin Hamernik

There is no timeline or funding for design or construction at this 

time. This study is for the Town's use for future transportation 

improvement planning efforts.

33

In Table 8 of the report for the I-70 and SR 267 ramps, some of 

the acceptable LOS (C or better) in the PM peak were in red.  

Was there a particular reason why? This was an inadvertent highlight. It should be black.
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34

Same table, the I-70 EB ramp has an unacceptable LOS in the 

PM peak.  It seems counterintuitive that this much traffic is 

heading toward Indianapolis in the PM peak.

The LOS is acceptable for urban facilities. The higher delay arises 

from the current signal phasing configuration becoming 

inefficient.

35

In previous alternative exhibits, an alignment option ran north 

of the proposed elementary school.  Why do the center and 

eastern alignments all run south of the school now?

Keeping the alignments south of the school property provided 

more spacing between arterial roads. Both Hadley Road and the 

proposed corridor are or will likely be arterial roads.

36

How will the discrepancies between the Hendricks County and 

Plainfield Land Use Planning documents be addressed?

The Town of Plainfield and Hendricks County have both been 

heavily involved in this study. Desires and needs by both entities 

have been considered, and the two entities will continue to 

coordinate as plans advance.

37

How does the Travel Demand Model account for when 

identified localized improvements go online?

As road network improvements are completed, the model's 

road network can be updated, allowing the model to factor in 

those improvements for a motorist's likely route choice.
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First Name Last Name Comment Reponse

Jessica Conner This will come within 500ft. of my back yard. I don’t want my children seeing car accidents as they play outside or hearing traffic as they try to sleep at night!

Ms. Conner,

We appreciate your interest in the study. One of the recommendations in the study is to develop some sort of buffer between the corridor and surrounding  property in 

order to be sensitive to the context of the area. Future coordination will occur to determine what that buffer would be, but it is a recommendation of this study.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Dawn Ellis I, and my neighbors would greatly appreciate if you could add dates (and revised if applicable) to the exhibits and other materials.

Ms. Ellis,

We appreciate your interest in the study. A number of the files do have dates embedded within them. We will add some clarity to a few file names.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Nick Welte

Mr Singleton and Mr. Burns, 

I am very disappointed in the lack of timely communication and sharing of the draft corridor analysis report with the public on April 9, 2021, allowing less than 1 week for technical review of the 958 page report that is dated February 22, 2021.  Why 

the delay in sharing the information?

Mr. Welte:

 

We appreciate your interest in the study and look forward to those comments you would like to provide to our team.  As far as the release of the report, the Town of 

Plainfield was first given a chance to review and comment, after which the Community Advisory Committee was advised of the results of the analysis.  After that discussion 

with the CAC on 03/25, the report was updated based on feedback received and prepared for release.  

Additionally, our team was balancing the release of the document with the various Spring Break periods of the surrounding communities, as to not be a distraction.  

Ultimately, the date on the final report will be updated after all comments from the public engagement efforts have been consolidated, reviewed, and incorporated.

 

Hopefully this helps to address the timeline.  Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Tara Sutherlin

Hi!

Will I-70 exit be for semi’s? If so, how are we going to stop semi’s away from the new school?

Are you planning to build warehouses west of town? If so, why don’t we fill the ones we have? Lots of empty buildings. Hiring signs are everywhere and nobody wants to work!

It would be nice if the new exit was for residents only and not semi’s/warehouses. We have too many warehouses/semi’s in Plainfield!

I look forward to your answer!

Ms. Sutherlin

We definitely appreciate your interest in our study.

Any interchange access to the interstate can be utilized by all vehicle types, including semis.  This is consistent across all interchanges in the state.  However, the semi would 

need a reason to utilize this exit, and most I-70 semi traffic is heading toward SR 267 and the Ronald Regan Parkway exit, due to the facilities at that location.

Our study does not speak to land use nor does it specify any particular development type.  It is a little premature to assume any particular development pattern because the 

analysis in a planning level study, not a project design report.

Your comments regarding warehouse development in and around Plainfield has been a consistent message from the community to Town leaders.  They have certainly heard 

that sentiment.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Eric Felkey

I am sure you are familiar with the new 65/70 split project.  Part of that project is removing curves and turns from this part of the highway system.

Why do several “options” include so many curves and meandering paths?

I am not a expert by any means, but the only option that makes any sense is a straight/nearly straight line.  A/A1 to X is the only route that utilizes the straight line approach.  I am in favor of NO connector at all, but if a connector is necessary, it 

makes sense to keep the roads straight and allowed for development on the exit.  Spreading out the exit ramps also makes sense for any exit specific business to exist.

I moved to Plainfield because of its “small town” charm.  I am very unhappy with the overall direction of the town to “bigger is always better”.   Having moved here from Noblesville, I hoped that mentality was not as universal.

Mr. Felkey,

We appreciate your interest in the study. The curves allow the corridor to avoid some less desirable impacts. You are correct, a straight alignment would be preferred. A 

straight alignment may impact features that could be avoided by adjusting the alignment of a corridor, though, and would likely cause the cost to increase. We sought to 

balance impacts with adjustments to the corridor alignments.  

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Brett Hardin

I really hope you reconsider doing anything to disrupt the last quiet area in Plainfield. There are plenty of warehouses already in Plainfield. Many of those are sitting vacant now. Where is the need for more? Hickory Woods is one of, if not the 

nicest, home subdivisions in the town. This new interchange would be a huge burden to those homes. it would be an eyesore and create more traffic to this area. I am on a street that would be directly affected. I would be out of a home if this 

moves forward. I have lived here over 15 years and there is no other area like this in Plainfield. It would be a shame to ruin all of the wildlife areas, the farm land, and the houses just to add more warehouses and traffic congestion. Please, 

reconsider the need for this. Don't ruin the last quiet area of Plainfield.

Mr. Hardin,

We appreciate your interest in the study. This study is meant as a planning guide for the Town of Plainfield as the community continues to grow and change. Additional 

development will take place prior to the impementation of any corridor. The study helps the Town understand how to plan for and accommodate the expected future 

growth.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

We need another interchange 100%. Main exit is to congested and the area is growing rapidly. We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for your input.

Sinda & RaymondFeagan

Dear Adam, 

Looking at the recommended Alignment DX option, if choosen by the Town of Plainfield, our home would be in the direct path of the I-70 West bound on/off ramps and intersection along with approximately 12 other neighbors north of I-70 at 

600E/800S.

We understand there is a process and your part is just the study. However I'm sure there have been discussions as to the Tiwns wishes. 

We are now both retired. I worked with a Fortune 100-Design/Build Road Transportation company in the western states and subsequently with Transportation, Water/Wastewater contractors in Indiana in contracts, subcontracts, and marketing 

adminstration for nearly 30 years. Therefore I am knowledgeable of Federal, State, and County contracts and regulations. I understand most of the process and am able to read and understand the reports and exhibits. 

With that said and with the changes the Town is proposing for annexation and rezoning our area we would appreciate some honesty as to what the timeline is for relocation and construction so that we may prepare ourselves for our future needs. 

We are not getting any younger and we are at this point still healthy enough to do a move, even though we do not really want to at 70/71 years of age, but we have a need to know how to prepare for ourselves. If it is in the near future, let us say  2-

5 years, we would probably not be able to sell our home on the open market due to the Town's plans, which puts us in an uncomfortable box. Neither do we have information from the Town on processes and what will be paid for our property or 

when that might take place and by whom. I believe you can understand our delima. We know we are not the only ones with concerns and you may or may not have all the answers, but you do have the ear of the Town and can at the least pass 

along the concerns and questions and request the Town to be upfront with honesty and integrity to the people being affected by their plans well in advance. That is the only fair thing to do. 

Thank you for your time and I am hopeful you will be able to help with answers or with support to ourselves and the other residents affected by the Town's growth plans and agenda in the upcoming meeting. We all want some more finalized 

answers. 

Mr. and Mrs. Feagan

We appreciate your interest in the study as well as your input and comments regarding the project.

Unfortunately, I cannot give you a specific timeline, or even projection, because there is no funding model currently in place for this corridor or interchange.  I believe the 

Town has communicated that they view this study as a support document to future long-range planning.  There is no funding in place for an interchange or a new alignment 

corridor, which speaks to a longer duration timeline.  Additionally, an undertaking like this would fall into the “Mobility” funding application, which is the most competitive 

funding source.  Meaning there is usually 10x more applications than dollars available.

All that said, any undertaking would be further out than the 2-5 years you noted.  The Town also recognizes that for any corridor improvement to become a reality, it would 

require federal funding.  Federal Funding generally requires that a NEPA analysis be completed before any property is acquired.  After which, the Uniform Act would govern 

any acquisition efforts.

As noted, there is currently no funding or funding plan in place.  Therefore, it will be many, many years before anything would materialize for this corridor or interchange.

Hopefully this helps to address your questions and concerns, but if not, please do not hesitate to let me know. Thank you again for your comments and interest in the study.

Judy Pfeifer

I do not want this interchange! You once again will be taking precious farmland, people’s homes, living out in the country. I did not build a home on family farmland in the country to end up in the the town of Plainfield! You’ve done enough damage 

already with the roundabouts, the way you’ve destroyed downtown Plainfield and the fact of how many empty buildings (the old Walmart’s) and warehouses we have now. Work on that. Forget about south of Plainfield! You’ve already took plenty 

from my family. And don’t say they were paid. You would’ve taken it anyway, paid or not! I do not want this interchange. “Progress” is NOT always a good!

Ms. Pfiefer,

We appreciate your interest in the study and your concern for the character of the area. 

The intent of this future corridor is to serve as an arterial road to lessen the burden on other roads as Plainfield continues to grow and expand. Additional Town growth will 

occur prior to any corridor being implemented. This study aids the Town in planning for the future.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you
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Danielle Herr

I know it was mentioned that the study was done only considering a 1 way lane (2 total) each south and north off exit. Every exit I have seen off major highways eventually if always becomes 2 lanes (4 total with all sides). If we are thinking about 

the future should we not be planning for this eventual 4 lane need? And would that be possible with the center corridor given that there is many homes and a new school right off moon road?

Ms. Herr,

We appreciate your interest in the study. The long term expectation is that four lanes (2 in each direction) will be needed well into the future. When a two lane facility were 

designed and constructed, right of way sufficient for future widening would likely be acquired to avoid returning to property owners a second time for additional right of way 

purchasing. Any detailed right of way analysis will be done in a future study.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Nancy

I am so sick of this we live here because we like this town all you are doing is making it larger and that's not what current residents want we don't want to have more traffic and more people it needs to stop I promise I am am avid voter and I am 

definitely going to make my voice heard along with everyone I know

Nancy,

We appreciate your interest in the study. The intent of this future corridor is to accommodate the organic growth that continutes to occur around Plainfield. It is expected 

that additional organic development will continue to occur over the next several years. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Brad Mitchell

To Whom It May Concern,

Thank you for allowing us to voice our opinions on such a serious and important issue. My family lives in the Hickory Woods subdivision off of Moon Rd. south of Hadley Rd. and the new school, Guilford Elementary. We are deeply concerned about 

the proposed corridor. With the current plan selected, a new road full of large semi truck travel will ride right up against our home. With any project, one must ask what is the need that caused this discussion to even begin. If the need was 

alleviating traffic downtown, your own study clearly states that this new road will not aid in that. 

If it is another means for trucks to get from I 70 to I 74, can they not use the already built Ronald Reagan or St Rd 39? With a new corridor so close to both of those already completed roads, what benefit will we see? If it is a way to add warehouses 

all along this new road, why not simply tell the public the truth? I know for my family, the appeal of living in a beautiful home in a quiet subdivision was why we chose Plainfield and specifically Hickory Woods. That appeal is GONE the second that 

road goes in. Not to mention the property value drop we will feel the minute construction begins.

My wife is a teacher at Central Elementary in Plainfield, and I can not imagine asking Guilford Elementary to safely conduct school with a major roadway running right beside it. It appears to the public, there was an agenda set and regardless of 

what we, the tax paying citizens think, will be done at all costs. Lets please ask ourselves what good this will do vs. what harm it will create, and I truly believe when being honest the answer to construct such a corridor will be a strong NO. Thank 

you for listening.

Mr. Mitchell,

We appreciate your interest in the study and taking the time to submit your comments.

Please note that this study does not prescribe land use but merely checks resiliency in regards to multiple development scenarios.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Patrick Evans

Hello, 

My name is Patrick Evans and I live on 

East Cr 850 South.

I have emailed before, but this required an update. I have a trail camera setup on my property and have caught a couple of pictures of bobcats on my property. I have also made a couple of personal sightings myself on my property of a bobcat 

along the wood line. I want to make this known due to the west most corridor routing. This routing would very likely affect, if not destroy the environment that these bobcats are living in. 

Please find attached two trail camera photos I have captured. 

Mr. Evans,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Environmental sensitivity was included as a recommendation in the study. The pictures you included will be included in the 

comment summary.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Dawn Wickham

I highly support a new corridor / exit for the west end of Plainfield. The traffic through town via all east/ west roadways is strained. The commuters heading east in the morning and west in the afternoon are speeding through town and running local 

residents off the road. I’ve witnessed multiple road rage incidents.

Ms. Wickham,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

Kyle Davis What about using center street? You could dedicate it to that poor unfortunate teenager that committed suicide off of it a few years back…

Mr. Davis,

Center Street could provide some immediate relief, but it would be limited in the ability to serve the area expected to develop in the future west and south of the existing 

Town limits.

Thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Chad Robinson I don’t believe this exit will resolve the issue of east/west traffic through Plainfield. Need another path besides US 40. Installing turn lanes or reducing the number of available streets on US 40 would be helpful. (Downtown area).

Mr. Robinson,

We appreciate your interest in the study. While any corridor will certainly not divert all traffi away from downtown, it will help reduce the amount of through traffic using US 

40 through downtown Plainfield.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Brett Hardin

Good morning,

I have a question for tomorrow’s discussion. My house is on South County Road 521 East and would most likely be directly in the way of the proposed corridor.

What is the timeline for this corridor should it be approved?  I just remodeled my house and this would be devastating if I had to give it up due to this idea of a new exit.

Thanks,

Brett Hardin

Mr. Hardin,

We appreciate your interest in the study. There is currently no timeline for the construction of the corridor.  This is a planning study to assist the Town (and County to a 

degree) in their long range planning.  There is no funding currently set aside for the design or construction of a corridor.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Rachel Barker

To whom it may concern, 

     I do not think a ramp from 70 to Moon Rd is a good idea. I believe this because the ramp would be too close to Guilford Elementary. Presently, the school is located in a residential area and that is where schools belong.  I believe the ramp would 

bring businesses to the area. These businesses would disrupt the traffic flow around the school. A constant stream of rushing commuters and people hurrying to businesses could be potentially dangerous to students. This is why I believe a ramp to 

70 from Moon Rd is a bad idea. Thank you,

Rachel Barker

Ms. Barker,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you
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Brett Towne

I absolutely oppose expansion of Moon Road as this is agricultural land and residential. I just moved out there to Forest Creek subdivision in order to get away from the high traffic and noise from the 267 area of Plainfield. A new elementary school 

is being built and the Sugar Grove Farms/Forest Creek subdivision has many families with young children. Preserve what little farmland and rural-ness is left in Plainfield. No one wants this.

Mr. Towne,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This corridor is intended to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically develop. This corridor is not intended to be a 

catalyst to develop the farmland/open space west of Plainfield.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Jo Schultz

I am opposed to your current plan for a lot of reasons. I won’t have a home anymore after 35 years and many of my neighbors will not also. Do not build more warehouses. We have too many empty ones. Please keep some of Plainfield’s character. 

The Public Alternative Alignment Exhibit B displaces less people.

Ms. Schultz,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

The recommendations of this study do not include any land use recommendations.  The study's objective sought to find a solution resilient to multiple development 

scenarios for the Town of Plainfield.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Tricia Righter

Hello. I wanted to voice my concerns about the new road proposals to connect 70 to 40. 

We live in the proposed area. We moved to Plainfield for this property and the nature and rural quality of life. We have many neighbors that share this thought process. We have plans to improve our home and live there long term.  We have a child 

with special needs and wanted to live in a quiet area without concern of traffic and her safety.  There are so many reasons why we are here. Your proposal is hurting it’s residents. Choose a route that does not affect the residents. There is much 

farmland out there - why take peoples’ homes?  The current Proposed Alignment would displace more residents than the Alignment B.  This project evaluation criteria is weighted heavily toward Plainfield's interests in developing industrial / 

warehousing and not those in the surrounding rural area.

Please consider the residents of Plainfield in your decisions. We are not numbers.

Tricia Righter

Ms. Righter,

We appreciate your interest in the study. 

This corridor is intended to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically develop. Land Use recommendations are 

not a component of this project.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Sinda & RaymondFeagan

Please consider the following in the decusions for the final plans for the US40 to I70 Plainfield Corridor Study. 

 •Recommend that the town completes improvements to the SR-267 / Hadley Road intersecNon. and other roadway improvements that would posiNvely impact the traffic condiNons.

 •Stress that the agricultural character of the area is important in quality of life and quality of place.

 •Stress that environmental consideraNons are important factor in quality of life and quality of place including wildlife, habitat, forests, streams, wetlands, and springs.

 •Stress that Land Use is important to you and the area should remain agricultural / low density residenNal -  NOT warehouses.

 •Stress that the Proposed Alignment would displace more residents than the Alignment B.

 •Stress that the project evaluaNon criteria is weighted heavily toward Plainfield's interests in developing industrial / warehousing and not those in the surrounding rural area.

 •Stress that the projected growth and future land use  is based on Plainfield's Comprehensive Plan for industrial / warehousing in the area and not Hendricks County's Comprehensive Plan showing a future land use of Suburban ResidenNal 

Thank you,

Sinda and Raymond Feagan

Mr. & Mrs. Feagan:

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This study is a planning assessment and tool for the Town of Plainfield and Hendricks County to use as the land surrounding Plainfield continues to change. The study was 

configured to work under the assumption that eventually a corridor would be needed. At this time, there is no implementation schedule nor budget.

The study did not provide any land use recommendations.  Multiple land uses were considered in order to conduct a sensitivity analysis that would provide a solution most 

resilient to a number of potential futures for the area.

The character of the area is a comment we have received multiple times throughout the study, which is why we have recommended context-sensitive solutions be 

considered in future analysis. This study is not at a level detailed enough to set specific recommendations.

Thank you again for your time and interest in this study. Please reach out if you have any further comments.

Ed Conder

Hi,

I am more in support of the Eastern corridor alignment than Western or Central Alignment. I believe the further east the corridor the more it supports traffic from future growth areas.

If it is true that none of the corridors can be used to alleviate Hadley and Moon road then my hope is for the Town of Plainfield to push forward a long-term traffic solution for Hadley and SR267 intersection and develop a higher volume 

Hadley/Moon Rd solution before an additional interchange is sought.

Kind regards,

Ed

Ed,

Thank you for your continued interest and involvement in the study. We will take your comments under consideration.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Sharon Jones

I have been sending information regarding the traffic issues on I-70 for several years- prior to the large amount of growth in the west part of Plainfield. Near death experiences in the evening rush hour- sorry if that sounds dramatic but it is true- are 

not a new problem. I don't know why this project has not been decided on and started...we are years from anything being in place. At that same time the leadership of Plainfield approved more and more housing causing more traffic. I don't have a 

preference for which of the options is selected- let's just pick one and get moving. In the meantime- PLEASE do not approve more housing west of town until it is done. The addition of school traffic in this area will already make it worse. Please do 

not continue to put this off- it isn't safe and I don't believe that is the kind of community we want. Thank you for keeping the community involved in the process.

Ms. Jones,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

Because there is no funding identified for any corridor project at this time, it will be at least a few years before any construction could begin. This study is meant to aid the 

Town of Plainfield in planning decisions as the growth you mention continues to happen. The Town is in communication with the state of Indiana staff to assess and plan 

needs on both state and local roadways to improve mobility and safety.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Andy Danforth

The charm and beauty of Plainfield is its countryside. Your residents do not want more warehouses. Your residents are against a lot of the direction that is being planned and currently executed. I think that actually asking the residents what their 

vision of Plainfield is would be beneficial. Keep plainfield unique and beautiful. Stop the roads and warehouses.

-Andy Danforth

Mr. Danforth,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

The study did not provide any land use recommendations.  Multiple land uses were considered in order to conduct a sensitivity analysis that would provide a solution most 

resilient to a number of potential futures for the area.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

I would like to enter the following comments. 

 •Plainfield should focus on making improvements to the most impacQul roadway infrastructure in the town SR 267 and Hadley Rd as indicated in the corridor study

 o "the SR 267 corridor from I-70 to Hadley Road operates below acceptable levels regardless of the alternaNve including the No Build alternaNve" 

 o" The weave of traffic from the off-ramp to the northbound leT turn lane on SR 267 at Hadley Road compounds the issue as will be shown in the build alternaNve travel Nme results. "

 o"AddiNonal geometric consideraNons to further improve performance were not conducted as it was not the intent of the study."

 o "The study excludes any potenNal future changes/alteraNons to the rest areas and the interchange at I-70 and SR 267. Improvements to the I-70 and SR 267 interchange may impact the recommendaNons presented in this study."

Mr. Welte: 

Thank you for providing your comments.

As you have noted, developing solutions for I-70 at SR 267 and the SR 267/Hadley Road intersection were not included in the scope of this project. The Town may be 

evaluating improvements in coordination with INDOT, but that conversation has not been facilitated during this study.

 •This corridor study is based on the Town of Plainfield not compleNng any improvements to the other local roadway infrastructure that may alleviate some traffic congesNon.  I understand that this is for comparison sake,  but it also is irresponsible in 

severely overestimating traffic congestion by not considering impacts from projects that are currently funded, under construction, or planned in the near future.  Please further explain how this evaluation can be a valid evaluation by not taking into 

consideration other currently underway and planned roadway improvements.   This is further evidenced by the failure of the Model as shown in Table 9

 o"The capacity analysis does reflect the current improvements being built at the I-70 and SR 39 interchange to convert the interchange to a diverging diamond (DDI) configuraNon. Improvements not reflected in the analysis include: future 

intersection improvements at Hadley Road and Moon Road (roundabout), SR 267 and Camby Road Town of Plainfield, Indiana I-70 to US 40 Connector Corridor Study New Corridor Analysis Report 23 February 2021 intersection improvements 

(traffic signal, added lanes) and I-70 auxiliary lane improvements between Ronald Reagan Parkway and SR 267 (inclusive of ramp alternations for the westbound off-ramp to SR 267)"

As you mention, some current improvements were excluded from the analysis. At the time of the analysis, the project team did not have definitive information on what the 

proposed improvements would be. It is understood and agreed that these improvements will lessen congestion in those areas. This can be captured in the microsimulation 

analysis that was done. Much of this would not be captured at the macro/high level analysis that was used. Because it would not be captured, meaning little to no 

differences in the results used to compare the corridors, the analysis models were not updated and rerun for this study.
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 •The scope of work for CMT was to provide a recommended alignment within the area designated by the Town of Plainfield,  This approach limits CMTs scope of work to providing an alignment within that defined area while not evaluaNng other 

viable solutions that would be more impactful to improve local transportation, including interchange upgrades at SR 267 and SR267/Hadley Rd intersection.   

 o "AddiNonal geometric consideraNons to further improve performance were not conducted as it was not the intent of the study."

 oHybrid interchange improvements to SR267 should be further evaluated 

As is typical in planning studies, a study area is defined to maintain the focus on planning for future transportation infrastructure needs.  In the case of this corridor study the 

project area identified is consistent with previous transportation studies, including the Town's Thoroughfare Plan.

 •I am opposed to RouNng DX and believe that the best route to serve the Towns current traffic needs without detrimental impacts to the surrounding area is Alignment B.

 oAlignment B has the least property relocaNons  

 oAlignment B provides the best reducNon in congesNon at SR267 and Hadley Rd.

 oAlignment B provides the best northwest to southeast connecNvity.

   "AddiNonally, northwest to southeast connecNvity will improve travel Nme reliability by shortening the distance created by the exisNng roadway grid. " 

 oThe Town has indicated that the part of the reasoning behind aVempNng to make the roadway a regional connector is to open the project up to other enNNes for addiNonal funding and cost share.  However, the Town should consider a corridor 

with less regional connectivity funded wholly by the Town.    By installing a local interchange using Alignment B the Town can better address their transportation needs. and install an efficient roadway for the town.  The Town just days before have 

approved a $30+ MM performance arts center that is approximately 1/3 of the cost of construction of a corridor.  That is $30+ MM that will not be used to upgrade infrastructure.

 oPlease provide an explanaNon as to why AlternaNve B has a higher HSM Urban Arterials RaNng - I suspect it is from the having the same number of intersecNons in a shorter distance - consider removal or consolidaNons of intersecNons to beVer 

improve traffic safety on an intersection/mile basis

Thank you for your comments. All of the alignments have positive and negative aspects. Based on the performance criteria, that came out to be Alignment DX.

As noted previously, the diversion from Hadley Road and SR 267 is highest with Alignment B. This causes traffic volumes for Alignment B to be higher, which increases the 

predicted likelihood of a crash. The number of intersections is fairly consistent across the alignements, but as you have noted, they do occur over a shorter total length, 

which could also cause some increased crash predictability.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

 •I am opposed to potenNal future use of Alignment DX being redesignated as US40 

 •Please provide an explanaNon as to the decision of the basis for the classificaNon of the growth along the corridor (residenNal/ commercial/ industrial/ warehouses).  Hendricks County Comprehensive Plan has the Future Land Use of the Area as 

Suburban Residential,   Plainfield has the Future Land Use as industrial/warehousing.  These conflicting land uses have a huge impact on the traffic patterns of the future roadways.   By aligning plainfields Land use with Hendricks County, overall 

traffic congestion and safety measures will likely drop due to the decrease in tractor trailer traffic.  

 •Thank you for inclusion of Agriculture and Rural Character,   I would like to further add that this area has wildlife, habitat, forests, streams, wetlands, and springs that the protecNon of should be considered in all transportaNon, land use, and 

development scenarios.

 •Maintaining the current and future land use as designated by the Hendricks County Comprehensive Plan is the most important criteria for the properNes South and West of Plainfield.  These properNes currently agricultural/residenNal will see a 

significant decrease in quality of life if Plainfield's land use is improperly applied to the area.

 •Quality of place metrics are biased toward the Town.   Residents in rural areas consider open spaces, forests, streams, wildlife habitat, and other natural features key indicators of quality of place

The scenarios developed considered multiple land uses as a means to test the resiliency of each corridor. This study cannot and will not dictate any sort of land use. Any 

conflict between Hendricks County and Plainfield for proposed land use would have to be coordinated by their respective planning departments.

It is understood that this area is currently mostly rural and agricultural. Impacts to environmental features are an important part of the environmental analysis that would be 

conducted once more detailed design efforts and studies were to progress. This study is a planning effort is meant to prepare the Town of Plainfield to be able to plan for 

future transportation infrastructure needs as development organically continues to progress west and south. The Quality of Place performance measures were intended to 

assess the ability to align with the Town's values to provide some of the noted amenities and expand further on them.  

 •I would also like to echo the concern of Mr. Evans, Mrs.Jay and others that there is a lack of transparency of the stakeholders and members of the advisory commiVee, their role in these groups.  Did you take their privacy into consideraNon when 

you published their names?

 •Please provide an explanaNon on how telecommuNng trends that became common in 2020 during the COVID-19 pandemic were factored into the current and future traffic data, many reports are predicNng a significant conNnuaNon of the 

telecommuting trend to remain in place reducing the overall stress on the transportation network.   

 •I would also like to voice opposiNon to the decision to proceed with two public meeNngs during a pandemic (parNcularly MeeNng #2 when a vaccine was not yet available).  This choice to proceed limits the at risk and elderly public's parNcipaNon.

The privacy of the CAC members was of the utmost importance to the project team. This is why only names were published without any sort of contact information 

provided.

Because there is no understanding of the impact telecommuting will have into the future as of yet, this was not factored in. This study is a planning document that allows the 

Town to be better prepared for additional transportation infrastructure improvements when needed. A timeline for implementation of a corridor has not been set, which 

allows time to assess the impacts of telecommuting.

The study team did pause the public engagement when the pandemic hit because of concerns with the ability to engage the public. In order to keep the study moving 

forward, the study team established both in-person and virtual opportunities  at the last two open houses for residents to engage the team. The virtual format allowed 

individuals to better fit the events into their schedules and an opportunity to view the presentation and associated documents after the meetings.

Thank you again for your input.

Basharat Saleem

Good morning, 

As a resident of the Town of Plainfield and Hickory Woods sub-division, I want to oppose the I-70 Corridor proposal as well as the Center Alignment for the I-70 corridor because of the following reasons:

1. The Center Alignment passes too close to the new elementary school which will pose both safety as well as traffic problems.

2. Center alignment will impact the longest length of floodplain. 

3. Agricultural character of this area is important, and the corridor will negatively impact it. Land Use is important, and the area should remain agricultural and low-density residential area, not a commercial area for warehouses.

4. The center alignment would displace more residents than the other options. It would create many problems for Hickory Woods as well as many surrounding residential properties.

5. The town should consider environmental factors which are important including wildlife, habitat, wetlands, forests, and springs.

6. To alleviate traffic problems, the town should consider to complete improvements to the SR-267 / Hadley Road intersection and other roadways.

7. The project evaluation criteria is weighted heavily toward Plainfield's interests in developing industrial / warehousing and not those in the surrounding rural area.

8. The projected growth and future land use is based on Plainfield's Comprehensive Plan for industrial / warehousing in the area and not Hendricks County's Comprehensive Plan showing a future land use of Suburban Residential 

Thank you for your consideration.

Mr. Saleem,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

You are correct that two alignments pass near the new elementary school property. This study was a high-level analysis and was not intended to look at specific property 

traffic impacts. That said, whenever more detailed planning/design efforts take place, this is one issue that would be looked at more closely to address the concerns you 

have noted. The environmental factors you note are similarly important and would be included as a part of the required NEPA process once more detailed design efforts 

were initiated.

This corridor is intended to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically 

develop. This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it prescriptive of any land use. Multiple 

land uses were considered in the scenarios developed to assess corridor resiliency, but this study will not be recommending any specific land uses.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Leslie Bowling

Good Morning,

I'm writing to voice my concerns about the corridor study.  I feel improvements need to be done to SR-267 and Hadley Road intersection and other roadway improvements that would positively impact the traffic conditions first.  The agriculture 

character of the area is important in our quality of life and place.  The land use is important to us and the area should remain low density residential and NOT warehouses.  The environment is an important factor in quality of life for us.  More 

warehouses means more traffic and in return more pollution to our area. I'm concerned for the wildlife habitat, forests, streams, wetlands and springs.  This new road will impact all of this!  The proposed alignment would displace more residents 

than the alignment B.  The project evaluation criteria is weighted heavily toward Plainfield's interests in developing industrial warehousing and NOT us in the surrounding rural area.  Plainfield does not need more warehousing!  The projected 

growth and future land use is based on Plainfield's Comprehensive Plan for industrial warehousing in the area and not Hendricks County's Comprehensive Plan showing a future land use of Suburban Residential.  I ask that you please listen to the 

residents of Plainfield.

Thank You,

Leslie Bowling

Ms. Bowling,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This study is only a planning assessment at this point to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of 

Plainfield continue to organically develop.  This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it 

prescriptive of any land use. Multiple land uses were considered in the scenarios developed to assess corridor resiliency, but this study will not be recommending any specific 

land uses. Other transportation infrastructure improvements will continue to happen (as they are now) prior to any connector corridor being constructed because there is no 

funding established for a corridor at this time.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Nicholas Welte
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Public Comment Summary-posted

First Name Last Name Comment Reponse

Philip Glover

Hello,

I have tracked the continued efforts for this corridor and would like to offer a few points of concern that I have regarding any development of a corridor of any kind regardless of placement.

Most recently, my interpretation is that the center alignment would be your most recommended and while that may be attractive to some of the local residents and the town, I still question the affects this would have on the rural nature on that 

part of county, the impact it would have on local wildlife, largely how it would negatively impact the agriculture industry in the area as our nations fields continue to be developed, and most importantly the underlying motives that the corridor 

study folks continue to deflect from as they are “not involved” in the towns plan for future land use along the corridor and in the adjacent areas.   The questions that need to be asked are as follows:

-If the target is traffic improvement and since your study shows the western alignment does not help traffic at all, why is it even still a consideration?

-If alignment B affects local residents the least and INDOT may kick in on the development, why wouldn’t that be the most recommended?

-If we continue to develop our fields, what are we going to eat?

-If wildlife looses their homes, how much affect will that have on the community including potential traffic hazards?

-Given that most if not all properties along the potential corridor are on a well, how will that affect the underground springs/water tables, the quality of water due to construction, roadway run off and snow removal chemicals, etc.?

-And finally, while it may not be directly related to this corridor specifically it has been made clear that the town is looking to capitalize on land use with developments of high density residential, light commercial and warehouses along the corridor 

path.  Why do we need more potentially EMPTY warehouses in the area.  Why do we need more low paying warehouse jobs in an area that is supposed to be prideful, classy, upscale, good education system, safe area with people from other areas 

in and out of the community regularly?  This will increase crime, policing costs, increased traffic which is technically what a corridor is supposed to fix but will further complicate, etc?

-Why can’t we improve and/or widen other established roads and intersections to gain control of a traffic solution?

I appreciate your time on this matter and look forward to seeing responses regarding my concerns as well as others to this development. Please feel free to contact me directly if you so choose.

Have a great day!! Thanks,

Philip Glover

Mr. Glover,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This study is only a planning assessment at this point to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of 

Plainfield continue to organically develop.  This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it 

prescriptive of any land use. Multiple land uses were considered in the scenarios developed to assess corridor resiliency, but this study will not be recommending any specific 

land uses.

At the last open house, all three alignments were shown once again to quickly walk through where we had been with the study, then bringing it to its current status. The 

focus of the open house was on the recommended alignment.

For any connection to the interstate system, INDOT very likely would be financially involved for the interchange portion of a project. There is no particular alignment that the 

project team assumed INDOT would consider funding more to over another.

All roadway projects are required to develop plans to mitigate the impacts of construction activities to water runoff from the site. This would be completed when more 

detailed design activities were initiated. Without a more detailed understanding of underground springs and the water table in the area, it is difficult to say what, if any, 

impacts there may be.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Wes Mantooth

To Whom It May Concern:

It is truly disheartening to have to write this message.  My family has lived in this area of Hendricks County my entire life and not in my worst nightmare did I ever imagine any consideration would be given to something like this.  Our hope is/was 

that our kids could live here for the rest of their lives, as well.  The meetings on this topic have all the had the tone of political jargon and answers that dodge what all know are the root questions.

My route to work hasn’t changed for years and takes me to and through the SR-267/I70 interchange.  I realize the study was completed much prior to the pandemic, which makes it completely irrelevant, outdated and inaccurate.  Sure, two years 

ago it was a battle to get off I70 and into the left lane to turn west on Hadley.  Anyone who travels that way knows that is no longer the case.  Further, anyone who thinks it will go back to “normal” isn’t paying attention to what the employers who 

were previously downtown are doing with their employees.

Why not just make improvements to the existing SR-267 / Hadley Road intersection and other roadway improvements that would positively impact the traffic conditions?  Improve the existing, don’t start over and disrupt lives of many who did not 

ask for this and have a tremendously negative impact on their property values.

The agricultural character of the area is important in quality of life and quality of place…that’s why we live here.  We don’t want cars and semi’s and roads and warehouses as neighbors.  Never mind the impact this would have on wildlife, creeks, 

springs, etc.  Reminds me, is anyone on any of your committees from this area (Cartersburg vicinity)?  If so, I’d like to know who they are.  Land use must remain agricultural/low residential.  We don’t need concrete growing in our city parks (figure 

of speech and from a country song for those of us who live out here…).

Ultimately, the project evaluation criteria is weighted heavily toward Plainfield's interests in developing industrial/warehousing and not those in the surrounding rural area.  That one is hard to argue…extremely one-sided.

Ultimately, just asking to stop this for common courtesy.  This road isn’t necessary.  No one will suffer without it, no one, but many and much will with it.  This isn’t for traffic flow, either…pure greed for additional commercial development.  Did it 

ever register to anyone involved why so many are against this?????  That would catch my attention…hmmm…are we really doing the right thing…???

I realize a lot has been invested to this point.  Just because of the investment to this point, it does NOT mean that this project/consideration can’t be paused until additional studies can be completed in a post-pandemic world.  Otherwise, this is 

even more disruptive than it was to begin with.

Thanks for your time.

Wes Mantooth

Mr. Mantooth,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

Because there is no understanding of the impact telecommuting will have into the future as of yet, this was not factored in. This study is a planning document that allows the 

Town to be better prepared for additional transportation infrastructure improvements when needed. A timeline for implementation of a corridor has not been set, which 

allows time to assess the impacts of telecommuting. In that time, other transportation improvements are already planned and will continue to happen. 

This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it prescriptive of any land use. Multiple land uses 

were considered in the scenarios developed to assess corridor resiliency, but this study will not be recommending any specific land uses. This study is only a planning 

assessment at this point to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically 

develop. 

A community advisory committee (CAC) was established and met multiple times during the study process to provide input on the study from their representative positions in 

the community. The committee was comprised of some community leaders, emergency responders, business and spiritual leaders, and area residents, among others. They 

helped the project team understand the viewpoints of those, such as yourself, who have been active and provided comments to the project team during the study.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Amber Rivers Concerns in regards to our property changes. This residence has been in our family for 70+ years and do not wish to see it destroyed!

Ms. Rivers,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This corridor is intended to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically 

develop. This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it prescriptive of any land use. The project 

team can appreciate the longevity your family has had in the area. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Luann Heald

Hello, 

 

  My name is Luann Heald.  I'd like to share that people who live south and west of the Town of Plainfield and not in a subdivision, have the best of both worlds.  They are close to shopping, close to Indianapolis, close to club and sports activities for 

their children, but also have a rural life in wide open spaces.  People live here because it's their dream.  They can raise gardens, crops and animals.  Many people have invested in planting groves of trees.  They have done most of the work 

themselves.  Many previous, non-farmers are raising goats and chickens, making soap growing large gardens.  This trend of the past has now become popular.

  My husband, Jim Heald's family bought our farm in 1910.  Four generations have lived and farmed our property.  Our three children were able to participate in the sports teams and clubs just like the kids in town but, they also were able to play in 

the creeks and barns.  They raised sheep and showed them in 4-H and met people from all over the county.  They helped fund their college education with the proceeds.  

  Children should be able to go to school with people from many different backgrounds.  I also grew up in the country.  Many friends from school lived in town.  We were able to share with one another our different lifestyles.  Diversity can make 

more well rounded adults who will become our future leaders.  Don't eliminate all of this from Guilford Township.

Luann R Heald  

Ms. Heald,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This corridor is intended to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically 

develop. This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it prescriptive of any land use. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you

Cindy Goss

I do not believe this project is necessary. It would change the rural and farming aspect of our area. It particularly affects my property and appears the road would go through my fields. I have other plans for the land. I would like it to stay green 

space and eventually become a park for the town of Plainfield. Too may green spaces are being paved over and housing additions erected. Please concentrate on finishing Hadley and Moon road intersection and improving what is all ready in place. 

This whole corridor project displaces to many people and eats up too much green space. Cindy Goss

Ms. Goss,

We appreciate your interest in the study. Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments.

This corridor is intended to assist the Town of Plainfield in planning to address future transportation needs as the areas west and south of Plainfield continue to organically 

develop. This corridor study does not provide any land use recommendations for the farmland/open space west of Plainfield nor is it prescriptive of any land use. Other 

transportation infrastructure improvements will continue to happen (as they are now) prior to any connector corridor being constructed because there is no funding 

established for a corridor at this time.

Again, thank you for your interest in the study.  Thank you
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