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PUBLIC MEETINGS AND 
CORRESPONDENCE 
Introduction 
The Project Study Area for the Mid-States Corridor includes 12 counties in Southern Indiana. The public 
meeting process has been designed to provide a broad notification process using traditional media, 
social media and a project website. Multiple meetings have been held throughout the region to present 
the project purpose and need, preliminary and screened alternatives and other project information. Two 
rounds of Public Information Meetings have been held to date. ‘Meetings in a Box’ also were hosted at 
multiple libraries within the study area during each round of meetings. A project office was established 
at the onset of the public involvement process on the campus of Vincennes University in Jasper. 

Public Information Meetings 
The Project Team conducted a series of Public Information Meetings (PIMs) at two key project 
milestones. At each milestone, there were three meetings at geographically diverse locations within the 
project study area. Meeting notices were provided via traditional media, social media, E-blasts, text 
alerts and on the project website.  

For each public information meeting, the following documents are provided at the end of this report: 

• A summary of each meeting 

• Sign-in sheets for each meeting 

• A copy of the presentation made at each meeting 

• A diagram showing project display stations where staff interacted with attendees 

All comments received are in the project record. All comments were considered in determining the 
project purpose and need and alternatives. This input was considered in determining conceptual 
alternatives, preliminary alternatives and alternatives carried forward for detailed study. 

The first round of meetings coincided with the scoping phase of the project. The Draft Purpose and Need 
and Conceptual Alternatives were presented for public input. Participants were encouraged to submit 
written comments at the meeting, via the project website email or via postal mail. The second round of 
meetings coincided with the Screening of Alternatives phase of the project.  

The first round of public information meetings was in August 2019. Meetings were held at Washington 
High School, Springs Valley High School in French Lick and Jasper High School. 

The second round of public information meetings was in February 2020. Meetings were held at 
Loogootee High School, Bedford Middle School and Jasper Middle School. 
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PIM Round 1 
• Washington High School – August 5, 2019. In attendance were 83 members of the public and 13 

members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with the public h and 30 
comment forms. Key themes were:  

o Improving regional connectivity to promote economic development in the western 
portions of the study area is a significant need.  

o Environmental impacts, particularly to the Hoosier National Forest, are a significant 
issue.  

o Project cost also is an important decision factor.  

o The project should use existing infrastructure where possible and minimize new terrain 
construction.  

o Improved travel safety is important to this region. 

• Springs Valley High School, French Lick – August 6, 2019. In attendance were 112 members of 
the public and 15 members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with 
the public and 55 comment forms. Key themes were:  

o Improving access for tourism and business is important for economic development in 
this region.  

o Environmental impacts, particularly those which affect the region’s rural landscape and 
Hoosier National Forest, should be minimized or avoided.  

o The project should use existing infrastructure where possible and minimize new terrain 
construction.  

o Potential impacts to homes, farms and other businesses are important.  

o Maintaining existing county road access is important, as is travel safety. 

• Jasper High School – August 8, 2019. In attendance were 236 members of the public and 19 
members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with the public and 111 
comment forms. Key themes were: 

o Impacts to private property, particularly farms and residential areas, are important.  

o This project has the potential to significantly impact traffic flows around Jasper and 
Huntingburg. Congestion relief and safety improvements are needed. Impacts to small 
businesses due to traffic flow changes should be minimized.  

o Forest and air quality impacts should be minimized or avoided.  

o Improving regional connectivity is vital for continued economic development and 
improved quality of life.  

o Project cost also is an important decision factor.  
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PIM Round 2 
• Loogootee High School – February 18, 2020. In attendance were approximately 500 members of 

the public and 20 members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with 
the public and 12 comment forms. Key themes were: 

o Improving regional connectivity through a more direct route to promote economic 
development in the Loogootee/Martin County area is a significant need.  

o Environmental impacts, particularly to the Hoosier National Forest to the east and other 
natural resources, are a significant issue.  

o Impacts to the people, property and way of life in the Loogootee area raise concerns.  

o The project should use existing infrastructure where possible and minimize new terrain 
construction.  

o Amish community could be significantly impacted and the farming community as well. 

• Bedford Middle School – February 19, 2020. In attendance were 150 members of the public and 
15 members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with the public and 31 
comment forms. Key themes were:  

o The region missed the opportunity to fully capitalize on benefits of I-69. We don’t want 
to miss this opportunity. 

o Environmental impacts, particularly those which affect the region’s karst topography, 
water quality and Hoosier National Forest, should be minimized or avoided.  

o Route M has extremely challenging terrain. Many were concerned about impacts to the 
limited access that already exists. There are concerns about additional flooding.  

o Potential impacts to homes and farms, especially with Route M, are important.  

o Will additional traffic on this facility cause safety and congestion issues on SR 37/US 
231? 

• Jasper Middle School – February 20, 2020. In attendance were approximately 600 members of 
the public and 20 members of the project team. Input was gathered from conversations with 
the public and 112 comment forms. Key themes were:  

o Impacts to private property, particularly farms and residential areas, are important.  

o There were concerns that new roadway will adversely impact the Dubois County’s major 
growth area near Ireland.  

o Upgrades will be needed to existing state highways used for access to a new facility.  

o There will be impacts to businesses if Huntingburg and Jasper are bypassed. 

o Improving regional connectivity is vital for continued economic development and 
improved quality of life in Huntingburg, Jasper and Dubois County.  

o The project should spend money to fix existing facilities rather than build a new facility. 
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• Over 2,600 electronic comment forms were submitted as part of the second round of PIMs. 
These forms are included in the project record. Their input was considered in finalizing the 
alternatives carried forward for detailed study. 

Individuals completed electronic forms while attending meetings or at their own leisure. There 
were two open-ended questions on the form. The first question was, “Do you know of any 
natural or man-made features the Project Team should be aware of as it considers the 
alternatives moving forward for detailed study?” The second question was, “What other 
comments would you like to share with the Project Team?” This summary highlights specific 
resource concerns, clusters of preference or opposition to route alternatives and common 
resource concerns.  

o Resources of Concern - Loss of farmland and a loss of homes are the two concerns 
stated most frequently. Other concerns included other impacts to farming operations. 
Many commented that existing roads should be upgraded or repaired rather than 
providing a new road.   There were multiple requests to limit new road construction to 
providing only bypasses around Jasper, Huntingburg and possibly Loogootee.  There is 
concern about negative impacts to businesses in small towns bypassed by alternatives.   
Hoosier National Forest is the natural resource of most concern. Other comments 
expressed concerns about impacts to wildlife, habitat or the environment.  There also 
were comments expressing concern for karst features, especially the Orangeville Rise 
and Westly Chapel Gulf.  

o Input Favoring or Opposing Specific Alternatives – This includes comments that 
specifically mentioned an alternative or otherwise made the route in question clear.   
Route O received the most direct opposition and the most direct support.  34 comments 
specifically opposed Route O while 29 favored Route O.  Route P received the second 
most direct favorable feedback.  Many comments favored upgrading existing US 231 
without breaking new ground.  These were not considered support for Route P. 293 
comments opposed all routes, preferring the no build option. There were few 
comments naming a preferred facility type by name, and there were a significant 
number of comments favoring a US 231 upgrade to a divided highway.        

Meetings in a Box 
In addition to holding two rounds of Public Information Meetings, the Project Team identified 17 
libraries across the project study area to “host” Meetings in a Box. These libraries are listed below. 
Meeting packets containing project handouts along with instructions on how to submit comments in 
provided boxes were delivered to each library. Notifications about the Meetings in a Box were made 
through traditional media, social media, text alerts, E-blasts and the project website. Thirty-six 
comments were gathered from the first round of meetings and 46 during the second round. These 
comments are part of the project record. They were considered in evaluating the project purpose and 
need and alternatives. These included the conceptual alternatives, preliminary alternatives and 
alternatives carried forward for detailed study. 

For the Meetings in a Box, the following documents are provided at the end of this report: 

• A press release announcing them, including a listing of locations where materials were available 
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• “Meeting in a Box” materials 

Library Locations 
• Bloomfield-Eastern Greene County Public Library  

• Monroe County Public Library 

• Bedford Public Library 

• Mitchell Community Public Library 

• Shoals Public Library 

• Loogootee Public Library 

• Washington Carnegie Public Library 

• Pike County Public Library 

• Pike County Public Library - Otwell Branch 

• Huntingburg Public Library 

• Jasper-Dubois County Public Library 

• Dubois Branch Library 

• Ferdinand Branch Library  

• Melton Public Library 

• Orleans Town and Township Public Library 

• Spencer County Public Library 

• Lincoln Heritage Public Library 

 

Project Office 
A project office was established on the Jasper Campus of Vincennes University (Administration Building, 
Room 216, 850 College Ave. Jasper, IN 47546). A July 10, 2019 press release announced the Mid-States 
Project Office opening on Monday July 15. Office hours were maintained 8:00am to 5:00pm (Eastern 
Time) on Monday, Wednesday and Friday and by appointment. The office was temporarily closed on 
March 23, 2020 at the end of the 30-day comment period for IM #2. This was in response to the COVID-
19 pandemic. The office was reopened by appointment only on February 1, 2021. 

All statistics regarding the Project Office are as of April 1, 2021. All input received is part of the project 
record. These items were considered in evaluating the project purpose and need and alternatives. These 
included the conceptual alternatives, preliminary alternatives and alternatives carried forward for 
detailed study. 
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Visitors and Phone Inquiries 
• Visitors – The project office has had 83 visitors. There were two surges of visitors during the two 

rounds of PIMs. Visitors typically were interested in asking questions, look more closely at 
mapping and expressing concerns about potential impacts to property or businesses, especially 
farming operations.    

• Phone Inquiries – The project office has received 128 phone inquiries. Questions and input have 
been similar in nature to what was identified under Visitors.   

• Written Correspondence 

o Emails – The project team has received 272 inquiries and/or comments via email 
correspondence. The majority have come directly through the project website email 
portal. Some were sent directly to project personnel. Feedback has been consistent with 
other sources noted previously. This includes general opposition, property impact 
concerns and preferences for or opposition to specific routes.   

o Letters – The project team has received 59 letters and/or comment forms through 
traditional mail or as an email attachment. These include letters of support, letters of 
opposition and mail-in comment forms from public meetings. Letters of support have 
been generally in favor of the southeastern Route O or of western Routes B or C. 

o Social media – Over 250 comments were received through a project Facebook page. 
Most of the comments were general statements which did not require responses. The 
platform has been used as an engagement opportunity. The project team provided 
responses to comments submitted as questions or written such that additional 
information would be helpful.  



6200 Vogel Road 
Evansville, Indiana 47715 

PHONE: 812.479.6200 •TOLL FREE: 800.423.7411 

Date of Meeting: August 5, 2019 Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Meeting Kick-off -- Washington, 
IN   

Location: Washington High 
School – 
Washington, IN 

Issue 
Date: 

August 21, 2019  

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group  
 

In Attendance:           
 

 

There were 83 attendees from the public in attendance. 
Additionally, 13 representatives from the project team were 
in attendance. 

Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at Washington, IN.  

1. Improving regional connectivity to promote economic development in the 
Western portions of the study area is a significant need.   

2. Environmental impacts, particularly to the Hoosier National Forest, are a 
significant issue.  

3. Project cost also is an important decision factor.  
4. The project should use existing infrastructure where possible, and minimize new 

terrain construction.  
5. Improved travel safety is important to this region.  

 

A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the subsequent pages, following the location specific information.  
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Date of Meeting: August 6, 2019 Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Meeting Kick-off – French Lick, 
IN  

Location: Springs Valley 
High School – 
French Lick, IN 

Issue 
Date: 

August 21, 2019 

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group  
 

In Attendance:           
 

 

There were 112 attendees from the public in attendance. 
Additionally, 15 representatives from the project team were 
in attendance.  

 

Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at French Lick, IN.  

1. Improving access for tourism and business is important for economic 
development in this region.  

2. Environmental impacts, particularly those which affect the region’s rural 
landscape and Hoosier National Forest should be minimized or avoided.  

3. The project should use existing infrastructure where possible, and minimize new 
terrain construction.  

4. Potential impacts to private property (including homes, farms, and other 
businesses) are important. 

5. Maintaining existing county roads access is important.  

 

A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the subsequent pages, following the location specific information. 
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Date of Meeting: August 8, 2019 Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Meeting Kick-off – Jasper, IN 

 

Location: Jasper High 
School – Jasper, 
IN 

Issue 
Date: 

August 21, 2019  

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group 
 

In Attendance: There were 236 attendees from the public in attendance. 
Additionally, 19 representatives from the project team were in 
attendance.   

  

Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at Jasper, IN.   

1. Impacts to private property, particularly farms and residential areas, are 
important. 

2. This project has the potential to significantly impact traffic flows around Jasper 
and Huntingburg. Congestion relief and safety improvements are needed. 
Impacts to small businesses due to traffic flow changes should be minimized.  

3. Forest and air quality impacts should be minimized or avoided.  
4. Improving regional connectivity is vital for continued economic development and 

improved quality of life.  
5. Project cost also is an important decision factor.  

A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the following pages. 
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Public Meeting Agenda  
 
ITEMS DISCUSSED: 

The meetings were an open house format lasting from 5:30 – 7:00 pm Eastern Time. A brief 
project presentation was given at 6:00 pm. Before and after the presentation, the project team 
was available for questions at informational stations.  

Project Stations 

After attendees signed in at a welcome table and provided contact information for future 
outreach, they were encouraged to visit the stations to learn more about the project.  

Public Involvement Station 

At the public involvement station, attendees were given an informational handout with project 
details, a timeline, and a map of preliminary alternatives. The handout also included contact 
information to encourage attendees to follow the project progress through the website or social 
media outlets. In addition to a take-home handout, the attendees were given a comment form, 
which included a preliminary alternatives map on which they could draw or write suggestions. 
The attendees were asked to fill out the comment/map sheets and deposit them in a comment 
box before they left.  

Project Overview/Study Area Station  

The project overview/study area station included posters with the 12-county study area map 
and a brief explanation of the Mid-States Corridor. Jeff Whitaker (Lochmueller) and Clint 
Scherzer (INDOT) from the project team answered questions relating to the study area, as well 
as general project questions.  

Environmental Process/Tiered Study Approach Station  

The Environmental Process/Tiered Study Approach station included graphics to help explain the 
environmental process and the timeline for a tiered study. Rusty Yeager (Lochmueller) and Matt 
Riehle (Lochmueller) from the project team answered questions relating to the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) process as required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
questions relating to the Tiered approach and how that governs the project timeline.  
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Purpose and Need Station  

The Purpose and Need station included a poster with a brief description outlining what the 
Purpose and Need section of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) entails. Michael Grovak 
(Lochmueller) from the project team explained the significance of Purpose and Need, as well as 
general questions relating to the overall project process. 

Potential Preliminary Alternatives Station 

The potential preliminary alternatives station included two large maps of the potential 
preliminary alternatives. On various nights, this station was staffed by different members of the 
project team, including Jason DuPont (Lochmueller Group), Josh Eisenhauer (VS Engineering) 
and Nick Jahn (VS Engineering).  They explained the process of narrowing down preliminary 
alternatives and how each are evaluated. As part of a tiered study, the Tier 1 study will 
determine a 2,000-foot-wide preferred corridor in its official “Record of Decision”. This corridor 
will then advance to subsequent Tier 2 studies, where specific alignments will be determined.  

Timeline and Project Team 

The timeline and project team station included graphics explaining ‘next steps’ and the unique 
partnership of the project team. Mark Schroeder (RDA), Kyanna Moon (INDOT), and David 
Goffinet (Lochmueller) from the project team answered questions regarding public involvement 
and agency representation, as well as general project questions.  

Presentation  

Project Manager, Jason DuPont (Lochmueller Group), began the presentation with introductions 
of the project team, including Kyanna Moon (INDOT), Michelle Allen (Federal Highway), Mark 
Schroeder (Regional Development Authority), and David Goffinet (Lochmueller, Public 
Involvement). The presentation included: 

 Project Overview – The EIS process, the evaluation of multiple facility types and multiple 
corridors in a 12-county study area 

 The NEPA Process – The NEPA process requires federally-funded projects to conduct an 
environmental study which evaluates the cost, benefits, and impacts of the proposed 
project. The process requires extensive public and agency coordination. 

 The Tiered Approach – A tiered approach is being used due to the size and complexity of 
this project. Tier 1 is a “big picture” evaluation which will identify a corridor/facility type 
which then advances to Tier 2 studies for several Sections of Independent Utility (SIUs). 
Tier 2 studies identify specific alignments and right-of-way requirements for each SIU.  
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 A project timeline and important milestones –  
o Milestone 1: Preliminary Alternatives, Purpose and Need—Fall 2019 
o Milestone 2: Screening of Alternatives—Early 2020 
o Milestone 3: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) – Fall 2020  
o Milestone 4: Final EIS & Record of Decision (ROD) – Summer 2021 

 Purpose & Need – The specific regional needs this project aims to address. Including:  
o Improved regional connectivity for businesses in Dubois County and southern 

Indiana; 
o Improved regional traffic safety in Southern Indiana; and  
o Supporting economic development in southern Indiana; and  
o Improved connections to major multi-modal locations from southern Indiana  

 Potential Preliminary Alternatives – The explanation of options from I-64 through Jasper 
and either directly North on existing 231, or East or West to connect to I-69 or SR 37. 
The alternatives generally follow existing highway facilities w/ some new terrain 
options. 

 The process aims to avoid, minimize, or mitigate potential social, economic, and 
environmental impacts 

 Environmental Considerations – The process looks at both human and environmental 
considerations 

 The next steps for public and agency involvement, including future public meeting dates 
o Agency Coordination meeting: August 20th  
o The second round of Public Information Meetings: Early 2020  

David Goffinet, Public Involvement Manager (Lochmueller Group), explained the importance of 
public involvement in this process, including:  

 The variety of groups involved, including: Regional Issues Involvement Teams, Ad Hoc 
stakeholder meetings, working alignment meetings, and the broader public.  

 Outreach Tools – The various ways the public can provide feedback, comments, or 
questions, including: the project website, the local project office on Vincennes 
University Jasper Campus Administration Building, the comment sheets provided, and 
various project social media outlets.  

The project team remained at the venue after the presentation to answer questions.  





























































The Mid-States Corridor is anticipated to begin at the William H. Natcher Bridge 
crossing of the Ohio River near Rockport, continue generally through the 
Huntingburg and Jasper area and extend north to connect to Interstate 69.

Mid-States Corridor Public Meetings

We want to hear what you think. 

Monday
August 5

Washington High School

608 E. Walnut St.
Washington, IN  

Tuesday
August 6

Springs Valley High School

326 S. Larry Bird Blvd.
French Lick, IN

Thursday
August 8

Jasper High School

1600 St. Charles St. 
Jasper, IN 

@MidStatesStudyMidStatesCorridor.com Mid-States Corridor

(812)-482-3116 • info@MidStatesCorridor.com

Open Monday, Wednesday and Friday
8 a.m. - 5 p.m. and by appointment

Open house format, drop in when you can

Vincennes University Jasper Campus
Administration Building, Room 216
850 College Ave. | Jasper, IN 47546

The Mid-States Corridor Project examines the concept of 
an improved highway connection in southern Indiana. 

Public meetings are from 5:30 - 7: 0 p.m. with a 
presentation at 6:00 p.m. by members of the Project Team.

Learn more about the project and share your feedback.



JASPE R  HIG H SCHOOL
THURSDAY,  AUG UST 8 T H,  2019
5 : 3 0  TO 7 : 0 0

MID-STATES CORRIDOR
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING #1

5:30 – 6:00 OPEN HOUSE
6:00 – 6:30 PRESENTATION
6:30 – 7:00 OPEN HOUSE



Introductions

• Jason DuPont- Lochmueller Group 
Project Manager

• Kyanna Moon – INDOT Project Manager
• Michelle Allen – FHWA-Indiana Division
• Mark Schroeder – Mid-States Regional 

Development Authority
• David Goffinet – Public Involvement



Project Overview

• Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
• Evaluate improved highway connection 

(multiple facility types)
• Evaluate multiple corridors

• Natcher Bridge to I-69 (multiple corridors west 
directly to I-69 and east to I-69 via SR 37)

• Twelve county study area



What is the NEPA process?

• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
• Required for federally-funded projects (future 

funding expected to include federal dollars)
• Analyze range of alternatives based on:

• Benefits – Performance against Purpose and Need
• Impacts – human and natural environment
• Costs – overall costs for design, right-of-way and 

construction
• Public involvement
• Agency coordination – local, state and federal



Why a Tiered NEPA Study?

• Large, complex project
• Two-staged “tiered” approach
• Tier 1

• “Big picture” evaluation
• Identify a corridor/facility type
• Identify Sections of Independent Utility (SIUs) for Tier 2 studies

• Tier 2
• Separate, detailed evaluation of each SIU
• Identify specific alignment and right-of-way requirements within 

corridor for each SIU



Project Milestones and Schedule

Milestone 1 - Preliminary Alternatives, 
Purpose & Need – Fall 2019
• Project goals (Purpose and Need)
• Potential route concepts (preliminary 

alternatives)
Milestone 2 - Screening of Alternatives –
Early 2020
• High-level analysis of route concept
• Screen by Purpose and Need, cost, impacts    



Milestone 3 - Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) – Fall 2020
• Detailed analysis of alternatives
• Single preferred alternative
• Corridor and facility type
Milestone 4 - Final EIS & Record of Decision (ROD) – Summer 2021
• Address public and agency comments
• Final approval of refined preferred alternative



Purpose & Need
Provide an improved transportation link between 
the US 231/Natcher Bridge and I-69 which:
• Improves regional connectivity for businesses in 

Dubois County and southern Indiana;
• Improves regional traffic safety in southern 

Indiana;
• Supports economic development in southern 

Indiana; and
• Improves connections to major multi-modal 

locations from southern Indiana.



Potential Preliminary Alternatives

• Narrow band along upgraded US 231 from 
Natcher Bridge to I-64

• 2-mile wide bands north of I-64
• Generally following existing highway facilities 

w/ some new terrain options



Social, Economic and Environmental Impacts

Process:
• Avoid
• Minimize
• Mitigate



Environmental Considerations

Human Environment
• Residential and commercial 

relocations
• Residential distribution and 

neighborhood cohesion
• Infrastructure resources
• Cultural resources
• Air quality
• Noise

• Access
• Farms and agriculture
• Cemeteries
• Archaeological
• Water wells



Environmental Considerations

Natural Environment
• Streams, wetlands, and 

water quality
• Endangered species
• Managed lands
• Geology
• Air quality

• Forested land
• Floodplains
• Indirect/cumulative 

impacts



Next Steps

• Public Information Meetings (PIMs) –
Round #1

• August 5th – Washington HS – 5:30 to 7:00
• August 6th – Springs Valley HS – 5:30 to 7:00
• August 8th – Jasper HS – 5:30 to 7:00

• Agency Coordination Meeting
• August 20th

• Alternatives Screening Process
• 2nd Round of PIMs – early 2020



Public Involvement

• Engage Key Stakeholders
• Regional Issues Involvement Teams (Southcentral, 

Northwest, Northcentral, Northeast) 
• Ad Hoc stakeholder meetings
• Working alignment meetings 

• Broader Public
• Public Information Meetings – Two sets of 

meetings
• Round 1: August 5, 6 and 8
• Round 2: early 2020 (TBD)

• Public hearings – fall 2020  (TBD)



Outreach Tools

• Project website 
(MidStatesCorridor.com)

• Text and email alerts
• Share feedback
• Ask questions



Local Project Office

Open: Monday, Wednesday and Friday 
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. ET
(and by appointment)

Vincennes University Jasper Campus
Administration Building, Room 216
850 College Avenue
Jasper, IN 47546
812-482-3116



Comments



Stay Engaged



THANK YOU



Jasper High School, Cafeteria
Thursday, August 8, 2019
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Public Input Sought on Mid-States Corridor  

Comment forms available at several area libraries 
 

JASPER, Ind. (Aug. 26, 2019) – The Mid-States Corridor Project Team is making it easy for 
residents to find out more information about the project and share their opinions. Project 
handouts and comment forms are available at several public libraries in the area. Residents can 
pick up a handout, learn more about the project and leave their comments. Project Team 
members will pick up the completed sheets and consider all comments. 
 
The handout and comment forms are the same ones shared at public meetings earlier this 
month. Meetings were held in Washington, French Lick and Jasper. More than 430 people 
attended the meetings and nearly 200 comment forms were completed. 
 
The comment sheets include a map of potential preliminary alternatives and allow residents to 
mark their preferred path for the Mid-States Corridor or draw a corridor they think the Project 
Team should consider. 
 
The Mid-States Corridor Project 
examines the concept of an 
improved highway connection in 
southern Indiana. It’s anticipated to 
begin at SR 66 near the William H. 
Natcher Bridge crossing the Ohio 
River at Rockport, continue 
generally through Huntingburg and 
Jasper and extend north to connect 
to Interstate 69. 
 
The project materials are available 
at 17 area libraries. The list of 
libraries and addresses can be found on the project website, MidStatesCorridor.com. Materials 
will be available through Sept. 20. 



 
 
Project Overview   
The Mid-States Corridor Regional Development Authority (RDA) and the Indiana Department of 
Transportation (INDOT) have started a Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which is 
required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for major construction projects that 
will include federal funding.  
 
The Tier 1 EIS is expected to take just over two years to complete with a Record of Decision 
(ROD) expected in summer 2021. The ROD is the Federal Highway Administration’s final 
approval of the preferred corridor. 
 
After a Tier 1 ROD, a more detailed Tier 2 environmental study will determine specific 
alignments and preferred alternatives within the selected Tier 1 corridor. 
 



    
 

### 
 

The Mid-States Corridor Project examines the concept of an improved highway connection in 
southern Indiana. The Mid-States Corridor Regional Development Authority and the Indiana 
Department of Transportation are conducting the required Tier 1 Environmental Study for the 
project to determine a preferred corridor. Find more information at 
www.midstatescorridor.com. 
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What is an EIS?

THE PROJECT TEAM IS PREPARING AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)

FOLLOW OUR PROGRESSS

EIS Considerations 

Performance against 
environment 

Vincennes University Jasper Campus

Mid-States Corridor

Text MidStates to 812-482-3116
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Mid-States Corridor Project Survey

Name:  

Full Address: 

E-mail: 

Which one of the following best describes your interest in the Mid-States Corridor Project? (check one)
(The project area can be found on the handout provided.)

Do you own a business in the project area?

I live in the area.

Yes No

I live elsewhere, but I travel in the area frequently.
I travel in the area infrequently, but I’m interested in the project.

Proposed Purpose and Need

Potential Preliminary Alternatives

Check to receive project updates by email.

If yes, what is the business?

between the US 231/Natcher Bridge and I-69 which:

of each corridor. When considering the Mid-States Corridor Project, what factors are important to you? 
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Potential Preliminary Alternatives
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Use this map to mark your preferred path for the Mid-States Corridor. You may follow existing 
potential preliminary alternatives or draw a corridor you think the Project Team should consider.
Deposit the completed form in the comment box provided.

Potential Preliminary Alternatives



 

 

6200 Vogel Road 
Evansville, Indiana 47715 

PHONE: 812.479.6200 •TOLL FREE: 800.423.7411 

 

Date of Meeting: February 18, 
2020 

Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Information Meeting Screening 
of Alternatives -- Loogootee, IN  

 

Location: Loogootee High 
School – 
Loogootee, IN 

Issue 
Date:

March 6, 2020  

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group  
 

In Attendance:           
 

 

There were approximately 500 attendees from the public in 
attendance. Additionally, approximately 20 representatives 
from the project team and/or INDOT/FHWA were in 
attendance. 

 
Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at Loogootee, IN.  

1. Improving regional connectivity through a more direct route to promote 
economic development in the Loogootee/Martin County area is a significant 
need.   

2. Environmental impacts, particularly to the Hoosier National Forest to the east 
and other natural resources are a significant issue.  

3. Concerns with impacts to the people, property and way of life in the Loogootee 
area.  

4. The project should use existing infrastructure where possible, and minimize new 
terrain construction.  

5. Amish community could be significantly impacted and the farming community as 
well.  
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A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the subsequent pages, following the location specific information.  

Date of Meeting: February 19, 
2020 

Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Information Meeting Screening 
of Alternatives – Bedford, IN 

 

Location: Bedford Middle 
School – Bedford, 
IN 

Issue 
Date: 

March 6, 2020 

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group  
 

In Attendance:           
 

 

There were approximately 150 attendees from the public in 
attendance. Additionally, approximately 15 representatives 
from the project team and/or INDOT/FHWA were in 
attendance.  

 

Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at Bedford, IN.  

1. Missed the opportunity to fully capitalize on I-69… don’t want to miss this 
opportunity 

2. Environmental impacts, particularly those which affect the region’s karst 
topography (water quality), and Hoosier National Forest should be minimized or 
avoided.  

3. Route M has extremely challenging terrain and multiple concerns expressed 
about impacts to the limited access that already exists, and even additional 
flooding concerns.  

4. Potential impacts to private property (including homes, and farms, especially 
with route M) are important. 

5. Will additional traffic on this facility cause safety and congestion issues on SR 
37/US 231.  
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A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the subsequent pages, following the location specific information. 

 

Date of Meeting: February 20, 
2020 

Re: Mid-States Corridor Public 
Information Meeting Screening 
of Alternatives – Jasper, IN 

 

Location: Jasper Middle 
School – Jasper, 
IN 

Issue 
Date: 

March 6, 2020  

 

Submitted By: Lochmueller Group 
 

In Attendance: There were approximately 600 attendees from the public in 
attendance. Additionally, approximately 20 representatives 
from the project team and/or INDOT/FHWA were in 
attendance.   

  

Key Themes of public input—these themes represent reoccurring 
sentiments from conversations with the project team and comment forms 
received at Jasper, IN.   

1. Impacts to private property, particularly farms and residential areas, are 
important. 

2. Concerns that new roadway will adversely impact the counties biggest growth 
area around Ireland. 

3. Upgrades to existing state highways that will be used for access to a new facility 
will be needed. 

4. Concerns with impacts to business if you bypass Huntingburg and Jasper.  
5. Improving regional connectivity is vital for continued economic development and 

improved quality of life in Huntingburg, Jasper and Dubois County.  
6. Spend money to fix existing facilities rather than build a new facility.  

A full meeting agenda and summary for all three public kick-off meetings can be found 
on the following pages. 
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Public Meeting Agenda  
 
ITEMS DISCUSSED: 

The meetings were an open house format lasting from 5:30 – 7:00 pm Eastern Time. A brief 
project presentation was given at 6:00 pm (approximately 30 minutes). Before and after the 
presentation, the project team was available for questions at informational stations.  

The meetings provided an overview of the Mid-States Corridor project, outcomes from the 
screening of alternatives effort, and next steps. The presentation included a description of the 
screening process including factors considered, facility types and the preliminary alternatives 
moving forward for more detailed study. A questionnaire (online and hard copies) was available 
to gather feedback from attendees (March 23rd deadline). 

Project Stations 

After attendees signed in at a welcome table and provided contact information for future 
outreach, they were encouraged to visit the stations to learn more about the project.  

Public Involvement Station 

At the public involvement station, attendees were given an informational handout with project 
details, a timeline, information about the screening process and a map of the alternatives 
carried forward for detailed studies. The handout also included contact information to 
encourage attendees to follow the project progress through the website or social media outlets. 
In addition to a take-home handout, the attendees were given a questionnaire and encouraged 
to complete the form on-line (QR Code was provided on forms and at the meeting), which 
included an opportunity to provide a route preference, additional input on potential impacts 
along with general comments.   

Project Overview Station  

The project overview station included posters with the 12-county study area map and a brief 
explanation of the Mid-States Corridor.  The project representatives answered general project 
questions.  

Screening Process Station  

The screening process station included graphics to help explain the screening process.  The 
project representatives answered questions relating to the process including the alternatives 
family approach as well as other general project questions.  
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Facility Type Station  

The facility type station included a poster with a brief description and images of the three facility 
types under consideration: Super-2, Expressway, and Freeway. The project representative 
answered questions about the types of facilities considered and what factors drive that decision. 

Alternatives Moving Forward (Mapping) Station 

The alternatives moving forward station contained mapping of each of the five routes (ten 
alternatives) carried forward for detailed studies.  Knowing this station would draw the most 
attention, multiple project representatives manned two sets of six maps showing the routes.  
Questions at this station covered ta range of interests and concerns, mostly focused on 
potentially impacted properties or proximity of routes to people’s homes/properties.  They also 
explained the process that narrowed the number of potential rotes down to where they are 
today, what the 2,000’ corridor lines meant, and where the process goes from here. The Tier 1 
process determines the route and facility type or No Build.  If a build decision is identified, the 
selected alternative corridor will then advance to subsequent Tier 2 studies, where specific 
alignments will be determined.  

Next Steps Station 

The next steps station included a graphic of the remaining project milestones.  The project 
representative explained the ‘next steps’ of the Tier 1 process, what takes place after this phase 
of the project process, and fielded general project questions.   

Presentation  

Project Manager, Jason DuPont (Lochmueller Group), began the presentation with introductions 
of the project team, including Kyanna Moon (INDOT), Michelle Allen (Federal Highway), Mark 
Schroeder (Regional Development Authority), and David Goffinet (Lochmueller, Public 
Involvement). The presentation included: 

 Project Milestone Schedule – Where are we? - four project milestones: potential 
alternatives and Purpose & Need, Screening of Alternatives, Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS), and Final EIS/Record of Decision  

 Preliminary Alternatives – How did we get from dozens to 10 routes and 28 
alternatives? 

 Alternatives Families Approach – three geographic families of alternatives, screen by 
families based on costs, benefits, and impacts 
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 Northwest, North Central, Northeast families -  show each alternative considered within 
each family 

 Three Facility Types – show examples of Super-2, expressway and freeway 
 Screening Process – performance in meeting purpose and need, potential impacts to 

human and natural environment, and comparative costs 
 Alternatives Carried Forward for Detailed Study – by family describe which alternatives 

carried forward and why, also explain why alternatives were NOT carried forward 

David Goffinet, Public Involvement Manager (Lochmueller Group), explained the next steps of 
the process and the importance of public involvement throughout, including:  

 The next steps for public and agency involvement, including future public meeting dates 
o Agency Coordination meeting and tour  
o Public hearings: Fall 2020  

 The variety of groups involved and subsequent meetings, involving: Regional Issues 
Involvement Teams, Ad Hoc stakeholder meetings, working alignment meetings, and the 
broader public.  

 Outreach Tools – The various ways the public can provide feedback, comments, or 
questions, including: the project website, the local project office on Vincennes 
University Jasper Campus Administration Building, the comment sheets provided, and 
various project social media outlets. 

 Encourage people to complete project questionnaires.  

The project team remained at the venue after the presentation to answer questions.  









































































































































































































































It would begin at  Bridge crossing the Ohio 
River at Rockport, continue generally through the Huntingburg 
and Jasper area and extend north to connect to I 69.

Mid-States Corridor Public Meetings

Get a project update and share your feedback.

TuesdayTuesday
February 18February 18

Loogootee High SchoolLoogootee High School

201 Brooks Ave.

WednesdayWednesday
February 19February 19

Bedford Middle SchoolBedford Middle School

1501 N St.

ThursdayThursday
February 20February 20

Jasper Middle SchoolJasper Middle School

3600 N. Portersville Rd.

@MidStatesStudyMidStatesCorridor.com Mid-States Corridor

(812)-482-3116 • info@MidStatesCorridor.com

Open Monday, Wednesday and Friday
8 a.m. - 5 p.m. and by appointment

Vincennes University Jasper Campus
Administration Building, Room 216
850 College Ave. | Jasper, IN 47546

The Mid-States Corridor Project examines the concept of 
an improved highway connection in southern Indiana. 

Meetings are 5:30 - 7:00 p.m.
with a 6:00 p.m. presentation. Open 
house format, drop in when you can.



JA S P E R  M I D D L E  S C H O O L
T H U RS DAY,  F E B R UA RY  2 0 TH,
2 0 2 0
5 : 3 0  TO  7 : 0 0

MID-STATES CORRIDOR
SCREENING OF ALTERNATIVES 
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

5:30 – 6:00 OPEN HOUSE
6:00 – 6:30 PRESENTATION
6:30 – 7:00 OPEN HOUSE



Introductions

• Jason DuPont- Lochmueller Group 
Project Manager

• Kyanna Moon – INDOT Project Manager
• Michelle Allen – FHWA-Indiana Division
• Mark Schroeder – Mid-States Regional 

Development Authority
• David Goffinet – Public Involvement



Project Overview

• Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
• Evaluate improved highway connection 

(multiple facility types)
• Evaluate multiple corridors

• Natcher Bridge to I-69 (multiple corridors west 
directly to I-69 and east to I-69 via SR 37)

• Twelve county study area



Project Milestones and Schedule

Milestone 1 - Purpose & Need, Preliminary Alternatives – Fall 2019
Milestone 2 - Screening of Alternatives – We are here
Milestone 3 - Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) – Fall 2020
Milestone 4 - Final EIS & Record of Decision (ROD) – Summer 2021



Potential Preliminary Alternatives

• Dozens Considered
• Developed From

• Previous Studies
• Regional Issues Involvement 

Teams (RIITs)
• Agency Feedback
• Public Input



Preliminary Alternatives

• High-level screening 
• Meet project Purpose & Need?
• 10 routes
• 28 alternatives (combination of 

routes and facility types) 



Alternative Families Screening Approach

• Three geographic families
• Northwest
• North Central
• Northeast

• Only compare alternatives within same family
• Benefits (performance), Impacts and Cost



Northwest Family



North Central Family



Northeast Family



Facility Types

Freeway
• At least two lanes in each direction of travel 
• Access provided only at interchanges

Interstate 69 in Gibson County



Facility Types
Expressway
• At least two lanes in each direction of travel
• Access provided by combination of interchanges and        

at-grade intersections with state and local roads

US 231 in Spencer County



Facility Types
Super-2 
• One travel lane in each direction
• Passing/auxiliary lane the length of the alternative
• Could use as one direction of a future freeway or expressway

SR 145 in Crawford County



Purpose & Need Assessment
• Performance against P&N (benefits)
• Provide an improved transportation link 

between the US 231/Natcher Bridge and I-69 
which:

• Improves regional connectivity for businesses in 
Dubois County and southern Indiana;

• Improves regional traffic safety in southern Indiana;
• Supports economic development in southern 

Indiana; and
• Improves connections to major multi-modal 

locations from southern Indiana.



Impact Assessment
Impacts to both natural resources and the community considered

• Natural environmental impacts
• Residential impacts
• Business impacts
• Managed lands impacts
• Cultural resources impacts



Comparative Cost Assessment

• Preliminary Construction
costs only

• Generalized on a per mile 
basis

• Based on terrain, location 
and facility type

• Used known costs from 
similar constructed facilities



Screening of Alternatives Process



Northwest Alternatives 
Carried Forward
• Alt. B (expressway only) carried forward
• Alt. C (freeway and expressway) carried 

forward
• All super-2 facility types discarded

• Underperform against expressways
• Similar cost to expressways

• Alt. A (all facility types) discarded
• Similar in cost and impacts to Alts. B & C
• Attract significantly less traffic than Alts. B & C
• Only performance advantage – truck VHT savings

• Alt. B (freeway) discarded
• Lower performance on project goals than Alt. C



North Central Alternatives 
Carried Forward

• Alt. P (all 3 facility types) carried forward
• Incremental trade-offs in performance, 

cost and impacts; suggests more detailed 
analysis of each facility type

• Alt. R (Super-2) discarded
• Freeway and expressway not considered due 

to excessive impacts in urban areas
• Much poorer performance than all other 

alternatives
• Much higher community resource impacts
• Much higher cost than other super-2 facilities



North Central Alternatives 
Carried Forward

• Alt. K (all facility types) discarded
• Lack of performance advantage over other 

alternatives
• Much higher wetlands impact

• Alt. G (all facility types) discarded
• Poor performance on project goals compared 

to Alt. P
• Comparable resource impacts to Alt. P



Northeast Alternatives 
Carried Forward

• Alt. M (all 3 facility types) carried forward
• Alt. O (expressway only) carried forward
• Alt. N (all facility types) discarded

• Highest level of impacts, especially natural 
resources

• Performs lower on meeting goals than Alts. M and O
• No cost advantage over Alts. M and O

• Alt. O (super 2 and freeway) discarded
• Lower level of performance than Alt. M
• Attracts lower level of traffic than Alt. M
• Higher level of karst impacts (key resource in region) 

than Alt. M 



Summary of Preliminary 
Alternatives Carried Forward

• Alt. B (expressway only)
• Alt. C (freeway and expressway)
• Alt. M (super-2, expressway and freeway)
• Alt. O (expressway only)
• Alt. P (super-2, expressway and freeway)



Next Steps

• Public Information Meetings (PIMs) –
Round #2

• February 18th : Loogootee HS
• February 19th : Bedford Middle School 
• February 20th : Jasper Middle School
• 5:30 to 7:00 pm, open house format
• 6pm presentation

• Agency Coordination Meeting
• March 3rd and 4th, meeting and project tour



Next Steps

• Engage Key Stakeholders
• Regional Issues Involvement Teams 

(Southcentral, Northwest, Northcentral, 
Northeast), two additional rounds 

• Expert Land Use Panel meetings, April
• Ad Hoc stakeholder meetings, as needed
• Working alignment meetings, as needed 

• General Public
• Public hearings – fall 2020
• Single Preferred Alternative Corridor  



Outreach Tools

• Project website 
(MidStatesCorridor.com)

• Text and email alerts
• Share feedback
• Ask questions



Local Project Office

Open: Monday, Wednesday and Friday 
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. ET
(and by appointment)

Vincennes University Jasper Campus
Administration Building, Room 216
850 College Avenue
Jasper, IN 47546
812-482-3116



Comments



Stay Engaged



THANK YOU



Tell Us What You Think

We want to hear from you

It’s not too late to share your feedback! 

Overview

Share your opinions in a few easy steps

@MidStatesStudyMid-States Corridormidstatescorridor.com

info@midstatescorridor.comText MidStates to 33222 
for project alerts

812-482-3116

Follow our progress



SCREENING PROCESS 

SCREENING PROCESS

&

&

 

 

•  Impacts
•  Costs
•  Performance 

 to both natural resources and the 
community were considered including:

•  Natural environmental impacts 

•  Residential impacts 

•  Business impacts 

•  Managed land impacts 

•  Cultural resource impacts

: Comparative preliminary construction 
costs were determined for alternatives. Costs 
consider facility type and terrain.

 of each preliminary 
alternative was evaluated against the core 
goals of the project, including:

•  Increase accessibility to major business  
    markets

•  Provide more efficient truck/freight travel   
    in Southern Indiana

•  Reduce crashes in Southern Indiana 

•  Increase access to major rail and air  
   intermodal centers

FACILITY TYPES

NEXT STEPS

FOLLOW OUR PROGRESS

Vincennes University Jasper CampusMid-States Corridor

Text MidStates to 33222 
 MidStatesCorridor.com

FREEWAY EXPRESSWAY SUPER-2

   at interchanges
   where appropriate
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Screening Report Questionnaire 

Name:  

E-mail: 

Which one of the following best describes your interest in the Mid-States Corridor Project?
(Check all that apply)

I live in the project study area. I live elsewhere, but I travel in the area frequently.

I travel in the area infrequently, but I’m interested in the project.

Check to receive project updates

I work in the area.
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• Freeway: 

• Expressway: 

• Super-2: 
shoulders where appropriate.

Yes No

Do you know of any natural or man-made features the Project Team should be aware of as it considers

What other comments would you like to share with the Project Team? 

Yes No

Yes No

travel to southern Indiana, reduced crashes in southern Indiana and increased access to major rail and air intermodal 
centers.
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