ALTERNATIVES

 WHAT ELSE IS POSSIBLE?



INDIANAPOLIS
NORTH SPLIT

VISION STATEMENT

Rather than make a £$250 million investment that will lock in place and exacerbate the
current dysfunctional system for at least 5 more decades...

Let’s pursue an opportunity to dramatically improve [-65/70 functionality, community
connectivity, economic development, and private investment and create a stunning new
northside front door to Indianapolis

Let’s leverage this investment to realize a vision supportive of the region’s
long-range transportation plan and economic development goals...
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INDIANAPOLIS
NORTH SPLIT

OUR INDOT REQUEST
Request study of the following alternatives:

1. Through-Traffic on 1-465 Outer Loop/ replace downtown Iinterstate sections with On
Grade Multimodal Boulevard

2. Through-Traffic In a Tunnel/ replace downtown interstate sections with
On-Grade Multimodal Boulevard

11"1dS << AANI



\ : Canal Towpath

INDIANAPOLIS " Extension
NORTH SPLIT 5 m
Grand Boulevard North IOOO ,o@@

e , o R W
Develop a new on-grade’” . bt

boulevard faor loce multlmoda,l \

\

traffic d]rstrlg on and economjc

.. de elopment 6; nnect the cane
towpath throu rest split.

i=
1-ﬁ
f.ﬁ‘}

16th St

\Monon Trail

:
d
8
®o5

1-69 and |-74 transition their
downtown traffic to Binford &
Southeastern. Let’s do that for the
Inner interstate-loop and reclaim
excess R/W for new mixed-use

%% development and a multimodal
boulevard.

"
.I". w
¥ & g i
* -
W
] t'
M T
i
L | 4
»
"
-

2 Washington St |
=
g |
T : AT R
,.I-L,-ﬁ\q;\\-.}}l"r}’t}““:"' i .
l‘ll'lElilll!é:lil!l:!fl:fi**;-‘{':‘_;_ib.‘_.:.‘_ f ':
BEETHETER TRl T e S (O AR SUSI NE BN RGEEERT N o TR TR S R A T I M s B v g SR Tl e R .
:::::::::::::: _:F
o N R N eSS T -
rT e L AT TELL ¥ S S R '
lllllllllllllllllllllllllll :
||||||||||||||| ”
-l e S5 e —— Bl | R SR e s s s o c s sesess WU s YN I N 2 e s '— -
W Walm ==t o e T e il ([ S E S R L NGE T B R U e = | NGRS o L O el R s e s s -
4 3 .-
i i Z )
T ’ .
1’1.-'&-. |
I’.S“LJ‘“‘.‘_' -
{‘hsl.i':-""lj L
AL -< ¥
e Wl - \
§1$n5‘i< e t ;
: 5 ' — ‘:h ’:F ;
w i b Y !
. | Y
::- - - OOOOO [] ‘HII
'.‘ o ®o :
".. OOOO {? D 4“
| : Gra Boulevard South = 3 U'U'
4 + . o0 g
» OO Jocof oo OOOOOO 000000000 3 @ B r
- : O @]
v ; ©o —_—
; " . ‘ q



INDIANAPOLIS
NORTH SPLIT

ALT. PROPOSAL 1: Through-Traffic on I-465 Outer Loop
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| IIIl\IDIANA_PrOLIS

NORTH SPLIT

ALT. PROPOSAL 1: A Surface Boulevard Through Trafflc on | 465 Outer Loop

South Drive: trafflc—calmed local
access with on-street parking

T g

serving mixed-use development

Relinguish excess on-grade R/W to the city to create
a multimodal boulevard & related development

Gain approximately 10 acres of prime real estate for
new mixed-use development for leveraged funding of
affordable housing and high guality enhancements

Grand Boulevard as a landscaped North Drive: traffic-calmed local
multimodal cross-town connector access, neighborhood buffer and

Monon-White River greenway

Restore the original grid’s walkability and cross-
town connectivity, its neighborhood connections to
downtown, and balance thru and destination traffic

Incentivize thru-traffic to use the outer loop with smart
logistics/truck-only lanes and equitable tolling



y INDIANAPOLIS
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INDIANAPOLIS
NORTH SPLIT _

ALT. PROPOSAL 2: Grgd Boulevard 1

lid over a depressed freeway segment
g ¥ v

A
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South DrI\:ive Multimodal.Grand.Boulevard Lid NorgrDrive

Direct access to parking &
multimodal transit center

serving new development

-

= Develop regional/local transit hub(s) to capture and = Balance downtown destination logistics traffic while

distribute disruptive commuter surges diverting thru-traffic demand to outer loop|




IMONUMENT CIRCLE]|

INDIANAPOLIS e A

il Reduce delays on the mterstate that currently |mpact
travel with major economic and environmental costs:-

"« Reduce noise and air guality 1ssues assomated with the
elevated mterstate L g s SN

K Ellmmate ramps thatdisrupt surface transportatlon
patterns,add delay to-main-line travel and mduce acmdent
' causmg Weavmg movements ARG -
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[MONUMENT CIRCLE|

INDIANAPOLIS
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"~ | IMONUMENT CIRCLE]|

INDIANAPOLIS

- Integrate mterstate CO- Iocated
tranS|t encouragmg mode shlft
from automoblle to transit.
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- PrOX|m4ty to major pubhc
- transit corridors creates a
tremendcjus opportumty for

tranS|t @flented deveImeent
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INDIANAPOLIS
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INDIANAPOLIS
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*This illustration is an interpretation of INDOT’s plan. Source: “Project Intent Report”, Revision July 18, 2016 INDOT
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INDIANAPOLIS
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Reallocate the approximate 10-acres of right-of-way now occupied by the elevated interstate to create 2.5
million square feet of transit-oriented mixed-use development and significant additional tax revenue.
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INDIANAPOLIS
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Create a linear park and greenway between the White River and the Near Eastside to better connect
downtown with its adjoining neighborhoods.
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1. TRAFFIC CIRLE/GATEWAY
2. TUNNEL

3. GRAND BOULEVARD

4. PARK & RIDE TRANSIT HUB
5. NEW MEDICAL FACILITIES
6. NEW DEVELOPMENT
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—-identlfy revenue neutnal project
—fundlng through creative and in-
~ novative appllcaﬂon of multiple
economic development strategies.
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INDIANAPOLIS
NORTH SPLIT

EXISTING BETWEEN PENN & COLLEGE

12TH ST. PARKING

+/- 250" INDOT R.O.W.
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INDIANAPOLIS

NORTH SPLIT
INDOT PROPOSAL BETWEEN PENN & COLLEGE

12THST. 9 245’ o PARKING

+/- 250" INDOT R.O.W.
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*This illustration is an interpretation of INDOT’s plan. Source: “Project Intent Report”, Revision July 18, 2016 INDOT



INDIANAPOLIS

NORTH SPLIT
ALT. PROPOSAL BETWEEN PENN & COLLEGE

12TH ST.

84" GRAND BLVD. Q 50’ Q

11TH ST.

ARy

+/- 250" INDOT R.O.W.
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