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POLICY COMMITTEE 
June 14, 2019 

1:30 - 3:00 p.m. 

Council Chambers (#115)* 

 

 

Policy Committee in Attendance: Jim Ude, Lisa Ridge, Sarah Ryterband, Margaret Clements, Jason 

Banach, Kate Wiltz, Julie Thomas, Adam Wason (proxy), Nate Nickel (proxy), Lew May (proxy), Pamela 

Samples 

 

Staff: Pat Martin, Ryan Clemens 

 

 

I. Call to Order 

 

II. Approval of the Minutes* 

a. May 10, 2019 

*Ryterband moved to approve the May 10 minutes. May seconded. Passes unanimously by 

voice vote. 

 

III. Communications from the Chair 

a. None 

 

IV. Reports from Officers and/or Committees 

a. Citizens Advisory Committee 

(1) Ryterband reported on the CAC meeting and recommended the approval of amending the 

TIP to include the INDOT project DES# 1901448 

(2) Ryterband discussed SR45 condition and concerns 

b. Technical Advisory Committee 

(1) May reported on the TAC meeting and also recommended approval of the TIP 

ammendment 

 

V. Reports from the MPO Staff 

a. FY 2020 Unified Planning Work Program 

(1) Martin reported that the UPWP has a few final processes needing to be completed before 

the new Fiscal Year begins in July. 

b. FY 2020 – 2024 Transportation Improvement Program 

(1) Martin reported that he expects the TIP to be approved by INDOT by the beginning of the 

new (2020) Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 2019. 

c. SR45 Corridor – SR45 Bypass to Russell Road – Status Update 

(1) Martin reported that the MPO sent the Monroe County Board of Commissioners’ letter to 

INDOT and further MPO correspondence echoed the concerns expressed in the 

Commissioners’ letter.  INDOT responded meticulously to all issues raised in the letter 

which was sent back to Martin and Thomas and immediately sent to the Policy 

Committee. Additionally, BMCMPO staff further researched conditions of the corridor 

with regard to traffic volumes, crash history, turning movements, and overall condition.   

(a) Thomas expressed disappointment with the response from INDOT with regard to the 

Monroe County Board of Commissioners’ and BMCMPO letter and is wondering 
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what a potential time frame might look like for potential projects.  Ude mentioned that 

it is hard to know as of right now based on state funding and project scoring. 

(2) Ude mentioned that the potential for an INDOT project concerning the SR45 Corridor has 

been submitted to INDOT, and it is possible we could find out by the end of summer if 

this project has been selected by INDOT’s Asset Committee.  If it is selected, the project 

will come to the BMCMPO, along with all budgets, phases, and production schedules to 

be included within the TIP.  Discussion ensued. 

 

VI. Old Business 

a. None 

 

VII. New Business 

a. FY 2018 – 2021 & FY 2020 – 2024 Transportation Improvement Program Amendments* 

(1) DES# 1901448 – District-Wide Bridge Terminal Joints Asphalt Patching 

*Ryterband moved approval of the amendment. Thomas seconded. Passes 

unanimously by voice vote. 

b. Monroe County - Southwest Corridor Study Findings & Update 

(1) Presentation by Tom Vanderbergh of American Structurepoint. Discussion ensued after 

the presentation. 

(2) Ridge mentioned that next steps will include a public meeting after estimates and other 

feedback are received. 

c. Area 10 Rural Transit - Transit Route Optimization Findings & Final Recommendations 

(1) Presentation by Chris Myers. Discussion ensued after the presentation. 

d. Bloomington Transit  - Route Optimization Study Findings & Final Recommendations 

(1) Presentation by Boris Palchik of Foursquare ITP.  Discussion ensued after the 

presentation. 

(2) May discusses next steps including a plan for a series of public meetings. 

e. Bloomington Transit  - Maintenance/Operations Facility Condition Assessment Study 

Findings & Final Recommendations 

(1) Presentation by Andrew Hupp of EMG Corp. 

(2) May discusses next steps, discussion ensued. 

 

VIII. Communications from Committee Members (non-agenda/non-voting items) 

a. Public comment by Scott Faris about SR 45 corridor.  Faris was wondering why past project 

ideas for this corridor fell through due to local opposition.  Wason clarified the reasons why a 

similar project from seven years ago did not move along further through the transportation 

planning process by noting that it had a lot to do with the historical nature of properties along 

this corridor and concern from local opposition groups.  Martin confirmed this assessment.  

Five minute public comment limit exceeded, but discussion ensued. 

 

[Faris continues to speak on matters of the SR45 corridor.  Ude mentions that there were 

separate projects along this corridor but none were able to move forward because of numerous 

issues and public opposition.  Ryterband tells Faris that the previous project also did not move 

forward because the project itself was inadequate and did not contain many aspects of a safe 

roadway and the project did not consider all users of the thoroughfare.  Ryterband eludes to the 

BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy adopted by the Policy Committee in 2009 as a reason why 

these potential projects did not have merit to proceed.  Faris requests the Policy Committee 

send a letter back to the INDOT Commissioners asking why a previous project on this corridor 

was removed due to local opposition.  Faris says, “Send out a letter at a very senior level, this 

group, back up to the INDOT Commissioner making the case, and if in fact, and I’d even 

make the reference back to this case study because obviously there was something there on 
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why they stopped, and if they did stop because of inadequate planning, or your assessment of 

inadequate planning, because there weren’t sidewalks, pathways, bicycles, et cetera, then you 

should take and elaborate on that.”  Clements motioned “to approve and enact Faris’ 

recommendation as stated.”  “Seconded” by Wiltz. Ridge paraphrases the “motion” to be “A 

letter to be sent back to Mr. McGuinness, INDOT Commissioner, from the MPO board 

concerning the case study that’s represented in their letter.”  Motion “passes” 4 (Y), 1 (N), 6 

(A).  Based on the BMCMPO Bylaws, the motion failed to pass because it did not receive a 

majority vote. This will be discussed at the Policy Committee meeting on 9/13/2019 for further 

review. 

 

Faris offers his perceptions on ambulance routes to the future IU Health Bloomington facility.  

Faris goes on to recommend “that you take an action to have IU Health come explain those 

things.”  Clements motioned to “approve Mr. Faris’ recommendation that we have IU Health 

come and make a presentation to the MPO ‘planning committee’ about traffic issues involving 

the hospital development.”  “Seconded” by Wiltz.  Due to Faris’ very long recommendation, 

Ridge is unsure what Clements’ “motion” is at this point and paraphrases the “motion” to be:  

“recommend IU Health representative attend the next MPO Policy Committee meeting to 

discuss the emergency routes to new hospital.”  Motion “passes” 5 (Y), 0 (N), 6 (A).  Based on 

the BMCMPO Bylaws, the motion failed to pass because it did not receive a majority vote. 

This will be discussed at the Policy Committee meeting on 9/13/2019 for further review. 

 

Faris goes on to discuss how we can address additional safety concerns.  Ryterband explains to 

Faris that SR45 and the other roads going by the hospital are not within the jurisdiction of the 

BMCMPO and that the role of an MPO is to be a granting organization to local public 

agencies, not one that creates projects.  Ridge confirms that the Policy Committee takes safety 

very seriously; however, it cannot plan INDOT’s projects for them as they plan for projects 

decades in the future.  Ridge says that we cannot require IU Health to come speak to the 

Policy Committee.  Faris goes on to further discuss INDOT roadways that do not lie within the 

BMCMPO Metropolitan Planning Area or its jurisdiction.  Thomas mentions that the Policy 

Committee has done as much as it can with regard to this issue, and that all we can do is ask, 

and that we have already asked, and that the concerns about this corridor have been received.  

Clements thanks Thomas and Martin for their involvement and initiative in contacting 

INDOT.] 

 

 

IX. Upcoming Meetings 

a. Technical Advisory Committee – June 26, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. (McCloskey Room) 

b. Citizens Advisory Committee – June 26, 2019 at 6:30 p.m. (McCloskey Room) 

c. Policy Committee – August 9, 2019 at 1:30 p.m. (Council Chambers) 

 

Adjournment 

 

*Action Requested / Public comment prior to vote (limited to five minutes per speaker). 

Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate notice.  Please call 812-349-

3429 or e-mail human.rights@bloomington.in.gov. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:human.rights@bloomington.in.gov
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Meeting Transcript and Notes 

 

A complete transcription of the BMCMPO 6-14-2019 Policy Committee meeting is available through 

the following “VIEW>” permanent link:   

 

Title: MPO Policy Committee 6/14/2019 Date: Fri, June 14, 2019 Meeting Type: City VIEW >  

https://catstv.net/government.php?issearch=banner&webquery=policy+committee 

 

 

As voted on by the Policy Committee on 10-11-2019, a written version provided by Policy 

Committee Member Margaret Clements of a self-selected portion of the meeting was approved to be 

amended to the end of the 6-14-2019 Policy Committee Meeting Minutes.  See the Addendum on the 

following pages for this document.  First, please note that portions of what transpired are inaudible 

and are therefore not able to be perfectly transcribed from this video, nor has everything which 

transpired is noted in this document.  Second, this provided document was never proofread for 

accuracy by MPO staff before it was amended to be added as an addendum to these Minutes, so the 

document is here exactly as written by the author.  Third, public comments in this section contain 

many opinions which should be reviewed by the jurisdiction who manages the infrastructure 

discussed.  It should also be noted that the “Communications from Committee Members” portion of 

the agenda is only meant for Committee Member announcements and items they would like to 

address that do not occur on the agenda for that particular meeting, and that members of the public 

may speak on all voting items for “Old Business” and “New Business” prior to committee member 

votes.  As described in the Minutes above, please further note that votes which occurred within the 

“Communications from Committee Members” portion of the meeting are non-agenda and non-voting 

items, therefore, what transpired does not comply with the BMCMPO Operational Bylaws.  

Additionally, also based on the BMCMPO Operational Bylaws, each “motion” which occurred 

within this portion of the agenda failed to “pass” because it did not receive an affirmative vote from a 

majority of committee members present.  The “passing” of these “motions” were inaccurately 

announced at the time and will be made clear at a subsequent Policy Committee meeting.  Policy 

Committee Members may reference an 8-16-19 memo from MPO staff which describes the use of the 

Bylaws in depth.  For a complete transcription of the BMCMPO 6-14-2019 Policy Committee 

meeting, please follow the links above. 

 

https://catstv.net/government.php?issearch=banner&webquery=policy+committee
https://catstv.net/government.php?issearch=banner&webquery=policy+committee
https://catstv.net/government.php?issearch=banner&webquery=policy+committee
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