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1.4 Roadway Characteristics
w2l RglF& OKIFNIOGSNARAGAOAE YR FSI0dzNE Ay@Syd2NE
characteristics impact traffic operations and design. Characteristics include lane miles, interchange

densitiesandgrade separated and local road crossings. The baseline data collected may be used in the
alternatives development stages of this study to help assess how conditions may be improved.

1.4.1Interstate Miles

Tablel depicts center line miles, lane miles, and elevated structure miles evaluated by spoke for the
study corridor.Centerline miles are used to measure the total length of any given roadway segment

while lane miles are used to measure the total length and lane count of a given roadway segment
calculated by multiplying the centerline miles by the number of lanes (exgudadway shoulders).

Table 1. Mileage Within Study Area

Location 65/70 Totals
Downtown
Center Miles 8.86 6.91 5.58 4.25 25.6
Lane Miles 56.72 | 41.46 43.29 29.32 170.79

1.4.2Interchanges

There are a total of 20 interchanges within the study area. Six of these are system interchanges, which
provide connections between two or moiaterstates The remaining 14 are service interchanges,
which provide connections between theterstatesand lower classifications of roadBable2 depicts

the number of interchangem eachspoke of the study corridor.

Table 2: Interstate Interchanges

Location
70W 70E ST

Downtown

# ofInterchanges 5 4 4 7 20
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1.4.3Neighborhood Connections Across | -65 & 1-70

Construction of -65 and 170 in the study area resulted in the severing of multiple roadways that
connected adjacent neighborhoods. The numbéiconnectionsprior to interstate constructiorhas

been determined from historical maps and aerial images. These figures are compared to the current
(2023) number of neighborhood connections kigure 2. This information is provided to help
understand the impact interstate construction had on neighborhood connections. This data is not
intended to suggest that all primterstate connections should be restored, but instead to illustrate
which neighborhoodsvere most impacted. As this study advances, this data will be used to evaluate
where additionalor improved connectionsshould be consideredased on community input and
gualitative assessments each spoke.

Figure 2: Neighborhood Connections across | -65 & I-70
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2 Infrastructure

The purpose ofSection 2is to identify existingphysicalinfrastructure networks, resources, and
constraints within the studgprea The analysis of existingfrastructureconditionsidentifieslocations
along the corridor thatare either deficientor not within currentdesigncriteria or policystandards
Additionally, areview of existing roadway, muhkmodal facilities utilities and public resource
identified within study area limitss provided to inform baseline conditions.

Figures 3hroughFigure6 depictthe study area boundaries, the studyeaalong the interstatesstudy
intersectiongthat influence or are influenced by the interstatesd current land use within the study
area boundaries.
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Figure 3: Study Intersections , 65 Spoke
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Figure 3: Study Intersections , 65 Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 3: Study Intersections , 65 Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 3: Study Intersections , 65 Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 3: Study Intersections , 65 Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 4: Study Intersections, 65/70 Downtown Spoke
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Figure 4: Study Intersections, 65/70 Downtown Spoke , (cont.)
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Figure 4: Study Intersections, 65/70 Downtown Spoke , (cont.)
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Figure 5: Study Intersections, 70W Spoke
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Figure 5: Study Intersections, 70W Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 5: Study Intersections, 70W Spoke (cont.)

ProPEL Ind/ Existing Transportation Conditions Report

indiona Geographic Information Office, |

sri, NASA, NGA, USGS, Gity of indianogolis )

tarion Co, HERE,

Garmin,

SofeGraph, GeoTechnologies, Inc, MET]

70 W Spoke

Page 3 Of4 1:12,000

F=={ Study Limits
<> Study Intersection
- Study Area Boundary

===, Marion County Township
=== Boundaries

—— Active Railroad
Current Land Use
Residential
Mixed-Use
Commercial
Industrial
Park or Open Space
Floodway or Bodies of Water

- Other

Data Sources: Current Land Use, Marion
County Townships (IndyGIS), County
Line Log Inventory (INDOT, FRA)

NPS, US Census Bureau, USDA, FAD, @ OpenStreetiiap, Microsoft

17



Figure 5: Study Intersections, 70W Spoke (cont.)
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Figure 6: Study Intersections, 70E Spoke
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