
Welcome
The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) welcomes you 
to tonight’s public meeting for the Allen 75 Study.  The purpose 
of the meeting is to present information on the purpose of and 
need for the study, as well as the alternative concepts developed 
to meet the study’s goals.  Comments on the alternatives and 
their potential impacts are requested from the public to assist in 
the further development and design of project alternatives.

Study Description and Goals
The Allen County I-75 study, sponsored by ODOT District 1 
and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is proposing 
to correct geometric deficiencies, improve pavement and 
bridge conditions, improve safety and increase transportation 
efficiency in the I-75 corridor between the National Road exit 
in Cridersville, and the Bluelick Road exit in Allen County.  (See 
Study Area Map on inside of this handout.)

There are problems with the road bed on this segment of I-75, 
which causes pavement treatments (resurfacings) to fail more 
rapidly than normal.  Complete reconstruction of the road, 
including pavement and the sub-base, would be required to 
correct this problem.  While reconstruction of the existing road is 
being considered, other improvements to the design and capacity 
of I-75 will be evaluated.

The goals of the Allen 75 Study are to:
1.  Improve pavement and bridge conditions on I-75. 
2.  Improve safety by upgrading to current state and federal 

design standards.
3.  Provide sufficient capacity for future traffic.
4.  Minimize impacts to social, economic and environmental 

resources.

Alternatives
A total of 11 conceptual alternatives were developed for the 
Allen 75 study, ranging from low-cost alternatives to modal 
options (bus or rail) and highway build alternatives.

No Build Alternative:  The range of alternatives developed for the 
Allen 75 corridor must include a “No Build” option – a reasonable, 
low-cost, minimal action scenario – against which the other 
alternatives can be compared. The No Build Alternative consists 
of minor, short-term safety and maintenance improvements to 
I-75, which would maintain its continuing operation.

Freight Rail Alternative:  This alternative proposes rail 
improvements or incentives to encourage the diversion of 
freight shipments from trucks on the highway to freight cars 
on the railroads.

Mass Transit Alternative:  This alternative includes bus or rail 
improvements to encourage commuters and other drivers to use 
public transit, thus reducing the number of vehicles on I-75.

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative:  
TSM alternatives are generally low-cost strategies that attempt 
to maximize the potential of existing infrastructure.  TSM 
strategies for this study include coordination of traffic signal 
timing, and the use of variable message signs to inform drivers 
of upcoming construction or alternate routes.

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Alternative:  
TDM approaches try to reduce the number of vehicles on the 
road during peak hours, either by reducing the use of single 
occupancy vehicles for trips, or by diverting peak-hour trips 
to less congested times of the day. TSM strategies include the 
use of tolls, carpooling, transit, flexible work schedules, and 
telecommuting.

Highway Build Alternatives:  Six highway build alternatives 
were developed for the Allen 75 study that involve various 
combinations of new roads and improvements to existing 
roads:

•	Eastern Bypass
•	Western Bypass
•	Four-Lane Reconstruction
•	Six-Lane Reconstruction
•	Six-Lane with SR 117 Relocated to Railroad Corridor
•	Six Lane with SR 117 Relocated to Fourth Street

Evaluation of Alternatives
A comparative analysis was used to assess the conceptual 
alternatives. Based on the analysis, several alternatives 
were eliminated from further consideration and others are 
recommended for further study. The No Build Alternative 
(Alternative 1) will be carried forward for further analysis 
regardless of its ability to meet the four project goals.
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The TSM, TDM, freight rail and mass transit alternatives would 
do nothing to address the pavement performance problems 
on I-75 (goal #1), or to correct roadway design deficiencies 
such as narrow shoulders and short merge lanes (goal #2).  
They would also be unlikely to address capacity needs for the 
2032 design year, failing to meet the expected growth in car 
and truck traffic (goal #3).  These alternatives were therefore 
not recommended for further development.

Of the six highway alternatives, three were recommended for 
further analysis and three were eliminated from further study.  
The three eliminated alternatives, along with the reasons they 
failed to meet project goals, are:

•	Eastern Bypass – this alternative would construct a new 
highway bypass around the eastern portions of the city 
of Lima.  It was believed that this road, to be constructed 
on new right-of-way, would involve much higher 
environmental impacts (including takings of numerous 
homes and businesses) compared to the other highway 
build alternatives.  It therefore did not meet goal #4.

•	Western Bypass – this alternative would construct a 
new highway bypass around Lima west of the city limits.  
Like the Eastern Bypass alternative, this new-alignment 
alternative would involve much higher impacts to the 
social, economic, and natural environment than the other 
highway build alternatives.

•	Four-Lane Reconstruction – this alternative would 
reconstruct I-75 as a four-lane facility, rebuilding the road 
and its interchanges to current design standards.  It was 
believed that this alternative would not provide sufficient 
capacity for future traffic, and thus did not meet goal #3.

Recommended Alternatives  
The three alternatives recommended for further analysis are 
described below.  Each proposes reconstructing I-75 as a six-
lane freeway along its existing alignment.  These alternatives 
would also include improved lighting, widening of existing 
bridges to accommodate the additional lanes plus 12-foot 
inside and outside shoulders, and the flattening of the sharp 
curve near Hanthorn Road.

Alternative 5: Six-Lane Reconstruction: I-75 would be 
reconstructed as a six-lane facility, with three lanes in each 
direction.  Interchanges would be reconstructed in their existing 
locations to meet current ODOT standards.

Alternative 6: Six-Lane with SR 117 Relocated to Railroad 
Corridor:  I-75 would be reconstructed as a six-lane facility.  
The interchanges at SR 309/117 and at Fourth Street would 
be eliminated and replaced with a new interchange at the 

abandoned rail corridor.  SR 117 would be relocated to follow 
a new road built along this abandoned rail corridor from I-75 
west past Bowman Road to meet the existing SR 117.  Greely 
Chapel Road would be improved to provide access to the new 
interchange from SR 309 and Fourth Street.  A service road 
would be constructed on the west side of I-75.

Alternative 7: Six Lane with SR 117 Relocated to Fourth 
Street:  As in Alternative 5, I-75 would be reconstructed as 
a six-lane facility.  Interchanges would be reconstructed in 
their existing locations to meet current ODOT standards.  
This alternative differs from Alternative 5 in that it proposes 
improving Fourth Street and extending it west to meet SR 117 
(Fourth Street currently ends at Bowman Road).  This could 
alleviate some of the congestion and potential for vehicular 
conflicts at the SR309/SR117 interchange area by diverting SR 
117 traffic to the Fourth Street interchange.  SR 117 would be 
realigned to run concurrent with Fourth Street, entering I-75 at 
the Fourth Street interchange, and continuing west to intersect 
with SR 65 in the city of Lima (St. John’s Road).

These three alternatives could include a number of options, 
including:

•	North-south connector roads parallel to I-75 between Fourth 
Street and SR 81 (useful for handling short-distance local 
traffic, thus reducing traffic on the I-75 mainline lanes).

•	Bike lanes and possibly sidewalks alongside these north-
south service roads.

•	Local road improvements to enhance access to downtown, 
including enhancements to Fourth Street and SR 65 west 
of the interstate, and (for Alternative 6 only) the extension 
of the new road along the abandoned rail corridor west to 
SR 65 (at South Pine Street).

What do you think?
ODOT requests your input on the study, including opinions 
on the effectiveness and possible impacts of the alternatives.  
Information on resources present in the study area that may be 
impacted by the project is also being sought.

Comments can be written on the comment sheets and submitted 
at this meeting.  Written comments can also be submitted by 
mail or e-mail to Kirk Slusher (Kirk.Slusher@dot.state.oh.us) 
by April 14, 2006.
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