
Do you have any general feedback about 
Concept A?  Aerial View, Cross Sections

Do you have any general feedback about 
Concept B?  Aerial View, Cross Sections

The following questions refer to the specific 
sections of Concept A shown below.

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E Smith Ave. and E 3rd St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 3rd St. and E Kirkwood Ave.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E Kirkwood Ave. and E 7th St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 7th St. and E 9th St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 9th St. and E 10th St.?

The following questions are specific to the 
locations shown below of Concept B. 

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E Smith Ave. and E 3rd St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 3rd St. and E Kirkwood Ave.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E Kirkwood Ave. and E 7th St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 7th St. and E 9th St.?

Do you have any feedback for the section 
between E 9th St. and E 10th St.?

Out of the two concepts, which do you 
prefer?

Please provide any other ideas and 
suggestions here:

I like it more, it fully protects cyclists and 
provides a bus boarding Island

I don't like it as much, it is an improvement but 
the parking between 3rd and Kirkwood puts 
cyclists at risk by suddenly ending the bike 

lanes, and cars and buses can encroach on the 
unprotected bike lanes

I don't like how the 2-way bike lane switches 
from one side to the other, though I do think it's 
better to have the bike lane on the east side of 
Indiana because the campus is on that side and 
has less intersections that cars have access to.

I like the protected bike lane

I like the raised crosswalks on 6th. I think there 
would be a right-turn lane at Indiana and 7th by 
reducing the width of the bike lane and buffer to 

improve bus traffic flow.

I like the raised intersections.
I think the timing of the crosswalk light should be 
improve for the crosswalk on the south side of 

the intersection.

I don't like that the parking spots make the bike 
lane end, I would avoid this section because I 

would be in conflict with cars on my bike.
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

We need the separated bike lane. I prefer 
Concept A because to induce biking demand we 

have to make biking very safe and separate 
from cars.

I do not like Concept B. Mixing cars and buses 
with bikes is not safe.

The bikers going up the hill on Indiana (heading 
north) need to NOT have to stop. Or, how about 

a roundabout here?
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Bloomington could have much more bike riding if 
there were more protected bike corridors, with 
bikes separated from cars. This is important to 
meet future climate goals. Everywhere I ride, 

people tell me to "Watch out for cars!" I shouldn't 
have to watch out for cars. This should be 

engineered into the traffic design that my bike 
and I are safe and protected. 

This is fantastic! I love the sidewalk and 
protected bike lane. I do wonder though with 1 

lane, where will the bus pull over? Will it be 
allowed to pull into the bike lane? This is not 

ideal because then it makes the cyclist smell the 
bike while they wait or get impatient and merge 
into the car lane. Please keep the bike lane safe 

for bikes  

This will not be safe. So many times on Indiana, 
cars pull over to drop off people - either 

friends/family/gig rides. Likewise, buses pull into 
it. Keep cyclists safe with a protected path. 

It is unclear to me how someone would turn left 
onto E3rd street safely. This road is much busier 
than the area near the IMU (7th and Woodlawn) 
and cars/busses often ignore the cyclists in the 
right protected lane as they try to turn left onto 
Woodlawn. It would be similar here, but on a 

much busier road. 

There would need to be signs to communicate 
to drivers that they have the space to the left, 

not the bike lane to drop off people. People want 
to go right because the university is on the right - 

 they want to drop people off closer, but that 
would put cyclists at risk. 

I've cycled and turned left at this intersection - I 
usually go into the road to let cars know I'm 

turning left because I have had issues with cars 
not acknowledging I'm turning left from the 
protected bike lane. It's not ideal. But this 

intersection hasn't been that busy when I bike, 
so I think it's overall okay. 

I think signs will be needed to remind cyclists 
that pedestrians have the right of way - like the 
nice signs on the Clear Creek [although I think 
these signs need to be updated to remind E-
bike/e-scooter folks that they have to yield to 
non-e-bike folks. They sometimes go way too 

fast for pedestrian areas. 

This looks fine. I like the additional sidewalks. I 
hope there are lights to remind cars to yield. 

This looks like a death trap. No one respects 
cycles on this area of E 3rd street - there is no 
shoulder so cars get frustrated with bikes - you 

can feel them on you. 

There isn't much of a difference than what we 
already have. It won't be great. I like the additional raised sidewalks. I am unsure if a light is really needed here. Why? Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Consider signage about who yields to who like 
on Clear Creek [yes, there could be roller blade 
folks if a protected lane happened]. Update the 

yield cycle signs to indicate that e-bikers/e-
scooters have to be more careful because they 
go way too fast and do not even yield to non-e-

bikers. 

Terrible idea.  A two lane bike lane here would 
not be safe.  Dunn is a great street to bike south 
on.  Indiana would be back.  The hills are less 
accommodating then Dunn and it won't put you 
anywhere helpful.  A bike lane on the east side 

of the road won't connect to the stupid west side 
bike lane you put on Henderson.  

Equally stupid.  A two lane road isn't any safer 
for bikes or pedestrians.  That this is even an 

option is insane.  

Just such a stupid idea.  How am I supposed to 
get here?  The bike lane on Henderson is on the 

west side of the street.  Seriously, have you 
even walked this stretch of roadway? 

Really dumb concept Obviously designed by a moron Great for killing bikers Definitely a deathtrap As dumb as a the other idea No bike lane at the stop sign.  Gonna be fun to 
get side-swiped The city wasted money on stupid ideas like this Raised crosswalks are a bad idea.  Bad for bikes Neither

Car/bike traffic from more directions = less safe.  
Keep the one way setup for both cars and bikes.

Keep it the way it is.  If you want to help bikers, 
remove on street parking/dining and use that to 

create a dedicated 1-way bike lane.  

Unrelated, as a cyclist, I fear pedestrians in the 
town as much as I fear cars.  So unless you can 
stop people from walking the bike lane, you're 

not really keeping bikers safe.

Raised crosswalks regularly cause cars to 
swerve laterally a few inches.  This has caused 
me to be struck while cycling.  They are not safe 

and encourage unexpected behavior from 
drivers. 

Love it! Separated infrastructure would add 
significant value, safety, and comfort to this 

corridor. The added crosswalks, including the 
raised ones, do well to shift the street toward 

those who need protection most

I like the raised crosswalks and bike slip lanes. 
Otherwise, it is not ambitious, and it is negligible 
in terms of safety improvements along Indiana 

Ave as a whole.

I love it! This design does not improve bike or pedestrian 
safety by any meaningful margin. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Raised crosswalks at 6th street are good. 
Provides a good buffer for pedestrians and 

cyclists. Will result in more traffic backups, and 
doesn't address the frequent need for vehicles 

to stop on Indiana Ave. to unload to IU, to 
businesses, or to drop off/pickup (mostly illegal 

stops, but frequent nonetheless. Finally, it 
doesn't address the contiguous route north of 

10th street, which is the reason most use 
Indiana avenue. 

It feels like this will only make the street more 
dangerous. I don't know how two-way streets 

are safer than one-way, but with Indiana Avenue 
being an important corridor north, this will 

greatly increase traffic on the street in both 
directions, and create less space for cyclists and 

pedestrians. It also will be a problem when 
vehicles inevitably stop to unload/load, pickup 
and dropoff, etc. on Indiana avenue. Finally, it 
doesn't address the contiguous route north of 

10th street, which is the reason most use 
Indiana avenue  

This is probably fine, no matter what happens 
north of here. 

Many cars and trucks stop in the road to 
load/unload or dropoff/pickup just south of 
Kirkwood. This makes this activity more 

disruptive. Design can't solve this without 
complementary enforcement. 

Fine

How will this work with the 10th street 
intersection, when it appears you are not 

addressing the continuing road north of 10th 
street, which is necessarily part of the reason for 

car, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic on Indiana 
avenue? 

Pedestrian-heavy area around Kirkwood will 
become more dangerous for pedestrians as a 

result of two-way traffic. 
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Please address the continuation of this route 
north of 10th street. Bikes and cars travel this 

route BECAUSE OF THE RAILROAD TRESTLE 
- it is the most accessible route north/south for 
many (a growing number due to construction 

north), especially pedestrians and cyclists, yet 
this short stretch of road is being completely 

ignored in this project. 

it's awesome!  don't let the engineers add turn 
lanes at 7th&indiana -- safety is formally a 

higher priority than capacity and a little 
congestion there will help slow drivers at 

6th&indiana.

it's awesome!  2-way roads are a huge 
improvement.  however, painted bike lanes are 
not very good, and alternating between painted 
lanes and sharrows is stressful and unclear.  
this design would make a lot of sense if it was 
part of a plan for indiana and dunn together.  i 
would assume the 3rd st corridor study will re-

connect dunn across 3rd street.  if both become 
2-way and contiguous through downtown, one 
could be for cars and one could be for bikes.  

but if it's just indiana ave that's two-way with half-
assed bike infra, i guess i'm not a fan.

the status quo here is such a speedway.  i avoid 
it.  i can't even imagine what it would be like to 

not avoid it.  one detail: the signal priority 
between atwater and indiana favors atwater too 

heavily.  it should treat the streets equally.

this reduces the surplus capacity that 
encourages people to ignore the stop signs at 
4th & indiana but still gives eastbound drivers 
who are turning left onto indiana no reason to 

scan to their left before turning left.

the crosswalk on the north side of kirkwood, and 
the crossing at 6th street, both carry a lot of 

pedestrian traffic that currently experiences it as 
a drivers-don't-yield or only one driver yields 
(multiple threat crossing).  raised crosswalks 
*and* reduced crossing distance -- this is the 

gold standard.

i avoid indiana north of 7th because the rail 
crossing on indiana is so miserable.  and 

likewise, 10th is so miserable.  this stretch will 
become important when those future projects 

are completed.

i'm worried about the intersection of 10th & 
indiana.  Kendall convinced me the intersection 

is workable with separate northbound and 
southbound phases but it's still a concern to me.  

 especially northbound -> left turn traffic.

even with two-way traffic, i imagine drivers will 
treat this little featureless stretch of road as a 
speedway.  they will straighten those turns on 
both sides, going straight from driving in the 

painted bike lane to crossing the double yellow!  
the only thing i really like is the increased radius 

for cyclists turning from 3rd st westbound to 
indiana northbound.  that would be a extra 
insurance against right hooks while turning.

not a fan of bike lanes that force mid-block 
merges.  they'll be full of parked cars anyways.  
otoh, if i was claiming the lane, i think this would 

be an improvement over the status quo.  
definitely gives eastbound 4th street drivers a 

reason to look both ways!

raised crosswalks at 6th will be a huge 
improvement, and the multiple-threat crossing is 

vastly reduced on a 2-way street like this.  
however, painted bike lanes don't give drivers 

the impression of a narrowed road except when 
a car is parked in them.  i expect speeds will 

occasionally be way too high, and there will be 
intermittent driver aggression against cyclists 
claiming the lane.  we'd almost be better off 

reducing it to a 20ft width and putting sharrows.

this starts to seem like the kind of pro forma bike 
lanes that are put in where we know no one will 

use them because it's not *actually* inviting

10th&indiana makes so much more sense as a 
2-way meets 2-way!  removing the southbound 

turn lane is brilliant too!
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane thank you!!!

Paint “Look Both Ways” on pavement & why 
aren’t the roads being widen?

Paint “Look Both Ways” on pavement & why 
aren’t the roads being widen? I prefer raised crosswalks Neither

Anything that gives way to prioritizing motorized 
vehicles is appropriate. Afterall, permanent 
residents in Indiana use motorized vehicles 
because it is a rural state & community. If 

temporary residents need to use bicycles and 
very small number of permanent residents use 

bicycles, then, there should be raised 
bike/pedestrian paths for them for secondary 

pathways/corridor accesses. 

I favor Concept A because I think the city should 
not be building unprotected bike lanes anymore. 
They are too dangerous. Even more important, 
inexperienced and less able cyclists will not use 

them.

I generally would applaud the conversion to a 
two-way street. It would eliminate the pedestrian 

danger faced when cars on cross streets turn 
north onto Indiana Ave but look only south for 
oncoming traffic. I have witnessed many near 
misses where a car finds no south oncoming 
vehicular traffic and then turns north without 

noticing that a pedestrian is crossing Indiana at 
the crosswalk just north of the cross street. I've 
worked at the law school for 32 years, and have 

seen this a lot.
But the lack of a protected bike line is a deal-

breaker. If the city is going to spend money on 
bike safety improvements, it should build only 

protected lanes.
Also, I think you'd face greater opposition on 

Concept B from citizens who don't like changes 
in traffic flow. 

I remain concerned about the transition from the 
protected two-way lane on Henderson South of 

Smith (located on west side of street) to the 
proposed new protected two-way lane on east 
side of Indiana. How would the infrastructure 

naturally lead cyclists to safely make that switch?
On the Indiana-Third intersection, please be 

aware that there is a lot of chaotic turning from 
both Indiana (via a left onto Third followed 

immediately by a swing over to the right) and 
Third into the first of the two curb cuts on the 

south side of the gas station. It is hard for Third 
St. westbound cyclists and southbound westside 
Indiana Ave. pedestrians to safely navigate the 

unpredictable vehicular behavior. You might 
consider closing that easternmost of the two 

Third St. curb cuts to the gas station. The city 
did just that on Indiana Ave. (removed the curb 
cut closest to the intersection) a few years ago, 

leaving just one option on Indiana Ave for 
ingress/egress to gas station. That improved the 
safety. Please finish the job by doing the same 

on Third.

Looks great. Bloomington Transit currently I 
think still has a stop just north of the  front of the 

law school. How would that work?

Looks great. Like the bus platform idea but can't 
picture how it will work. Seems do-able.

I worry about southbound Indiana Ave. traffic 
turning right onto third while looking only for 

westbound traffic and then turning directly into a 
pedestrian. That was the cause of the fatality on 

Lincoln when a southbound car killed a west-
side (of Lincoln) pedestrian crossing Third 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Please accept my gratitude for working on this.  
As someone who is on this stretch of Indiana 
everyday, I think it is a high priority for safety 

and mobility connectivity improvements.

Like this option better, more protection for bikers 
with dedicated section of the road

Cars *will* cut into this space more frequently 
when compared with option A, this is the less 

safe option.

Potential visibility issues: if a car is coming down 
East 3rd street and a bike is traveling along the 

route, the street corners should be carefully 
planted as to be wary of visibility (no large 

bushes or flowers). There should be some sort 
of warning to cars about the bikes traveling 
along this path, even if it's just a sign letting 

them know that there's a bike crossing at this 
intersection.

Again with visibility issues, just give cars fair 
warning that there is a bike crossing up ahead.

Enjoy the raised crosswalks, good way to slow 
down the people that try to fly down that road. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Loving the raised crosswalks in both concepts.
 With concept A, will there be a concrete divider

 between the lanes to protect bikes from car 
traffic? Biggest way I have almost been in 

accidents is when someone doesn't check their 
blind spot and comes into the bike lane 🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼🤼 ‍
makes me want to throw hands. Also, will the 

bike lanes be painted? And will the paint make it 
harder to bike in the rain? (Gets slick)

I prefer it No Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I like the dedicated bike lanes! I think there 
should be careful consideration of how 

deliveries/bus stoppings will impact traffic with 
just one lane. Perhaps in some sections, parking 
could be eliminated and there could be a second 

lane or a delivery/loading zone. 

The two-way will effectively slow traffic, but the 
lack of protected bike lanes is a little concerning. 

The stripes lanes don't feel very safe.

The transition from south of Smith to north of 
Smith is a little wonky. Long-term, there should 

be a two way bikeway on Henderson Street 
south

In front of Starbucks there should be a 
dedicated loading zone in lieu of parking 

because trucks often stop in the western most 
lane to load/unload.

I REALLY like how creative using the wider 
space here complements the bus platform. That 
will eliminate a lot of conflict at that intersection.

Looks good Looks good
The "share the road" bike designations 

northbound around Atwater feels dangerous for 
cyclists.

The disappearance of a bike lane northbound 
and southbound is concerning. No Good to have raised crosswalks. The speed of 

traffic there tends to be higher than it should be Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept A is the better option. Safe separation 
of cars and bicycles for the entire stretch, and 

the joint bike lane could be wide enough to 
accommodate emergency vehicles if necessary. 
One improvement would be to switch the sides 

that the bicycle lanes are on. That way, 
southbound bikes will not be riding next to 

northbound cars.

Concept B is terrible. The bicycles are not 
protected, and changing it to a two-way after 

generations of it being one-way will increase the 
accident rate. Also, a two-way street will more 

than double the car traffic. 

I never use that stretch because it is so 
dangerous. Any change that creates a distinct 
separation of vehicles from bicycles would be 

welcome.

Make sure that cars do not accidentally turn 
down the bike lane. I have witnessed that 

multiple times on both Morton and Grant when 
northbound cars are turning east onto 7th. It is 

not clear to visitors that the bike lane is for bikes 
only. If the bike lane was on the west side of 
Indiana rather than the east, that would be 
better. Also, elimination of on-street parking 

would be a great improvement

Ease of people entering and exiting buses would 
be improved if bike lane was on west side of 

Indiana.

Since more people walk on the west side of the 
street than the east side, it would make sense 

for the bike lane to be on that side of Indiana as 
an added protection from the cars.

You have the wrong picture posted here. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

It would be great if this could be extended all the 
way to 17th Street, or at least up to 13th  Street 

since there are so many more students now 
living up there than there were just a year ago, 

and there will be many more in the next few 
years given the developments slated to occur 

close to or on 17th. 

I prefer concept A, but would like more raised 
crossings combined with stop signs. I like that it 

connects with the 7 line to make a larger 
protected bicycle network

The only advantage of concept B is two-way 
conversion, which could make bus routes more 

efficient, but it's at the cost of safe bicycle 
infrastructure

I'd like to see raised crossings paired with stop 
signs on the 4th and Kirkwood intersections, so 
pedestrians are more visible to taller vehicles.

I like the bus platform. A yield sign on Kirkwood 
at the intersection with 6th would be helpful.

A yield sign on Kirkwood at the intersection with 
8th would be helpful. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I'm glad this is being done, and I'm excited about 
concept A. I'd like more raised crossings to help 

with pedestrian visibility and speed control. 
Thanks!

This is the better approach.
Two way at this area is not a good idea. I drive 
this every day to work and I think cross traffic 

will make the Sample Gates area too dangerous.
No This really should remain one way due to all the 

pedestrians around the Sample Gates. Keep this one way going north. Keep this One way going north. Keep one way going north 3rd and Indiana will get clogged up way too 
much with this change.

Kirkwood and Indiana would be really hard to 
cross. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Could just install raised crossings and keep both 
lanes one way heading north. If that isn’t an 

option, do option A.

Unsure

How many deaths? What exactly were the 
injuries? What specifically is the root cause of 

each? Would really like to see that and 
understand how these proposals would prevent 
the root cause(s). I see pedestrians walking and 
texting not paying attention. We know there are 
intoxicated pedestrians and drivers. Again, what 

is the specific cause of each? Thanks!

I prefer this concept (A). This area of Indiana 
Ave is one of the most-used pedestrian and 

cycling corridors in the city. The two northbound 
lanes were always underused by cars, 

especially north of Kirkwood. As a result the 
cars that did drive north of Kirkwood often went 

far too fast, making it very dangerous for 
pedestrians trying to leave or enter IU from the 
west. Giving over more space to pedestrians 

and cyclists makes a ton of sense here. 

I do not prefer this option. There are hundreds 
of IU employees who park their cars in the 
surface lots west of Indiana or the Poplars 

garage. They need to safely cross Indiana and 
adding another lane of traffic going in the 

opposite direction does not seem to address this 
issue.

If there's any way to reduce illegal double 
parking outside Starbucks, please do it. It gums 

up traffic and creates a safety hazard.

This is the speedway where drivers go far too 
fast given the number of people crossing Indiana 
to go to and from campus. I think moving the bus 

stop north of the stop sign is a good idea. 
However, as someone who crosses Indiana 

every day on foot to get to the Poplars garage, it 
will be especially important to keep sightlines 
open for pedestrians to watch for northbound 
traffic, and to reduce the speed of cars going 

around the bus stop. 

Another speedway. Any way to reduce car 
speed is a good thing. Another speedway. Reduce car speeds. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane Thank you for initiating this long overdue project.



The problem with 2 bike lanes is it makes the 
Road so Narrow that Big Vehicles like Buses 

Emergency Vehicles and all Trucks do not have 
enough Room to Navigate to turn onto it or off of 

it.   10th Street is perfect Example.  We watch 
Buses Struggle to Make the Turn onto 10th, and 
they have to Run up on Curb, We ran into same 
thing with Pick up Truck,  when there is a car in 
the westbound lane.  If we see a Buss getting 

ready to turn we always stay back and let them 
go first so they can swing out to make the Turn.  

Two way traffic makes more sense with Bike 
lanes on each side going the same direction as 
the cars.  I think you will find that most people 

driving on campus will tell you that the students 
will walk right out in front of you and not even 

look, and expect you to stop.  They need to only 
cross at Cross walks but they dont, and no one 
enforces it.  It use to be illegal to jay walk.   We 
had a Kid on a Bike drive right out in front of our 
company van and my husband slammed on the 
brakes, we came within inches of hitting him on 
11th street. My Husband ask if he had a death 

wish and the Student made it out as our fault.  it 
was in the middle between College and Walnut.   

 I think you need to have a Class on Common 
Sense re: walking and Riding Bikes.   

Bloomington has gotten so out of control with all 
this.   That is all we hear about is the Students 
walking out in front of you and not even looking 

up.

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

 I think a Class in High school needs added 
called Common Sense re: walking and Riding 

Bikes. Being Curteous to others etc.  
Bloomington has gotten so out of control with all 
this.   That is all we hear about is the Students 
walking out in front of cars and not even looking 

up.

Pros:
1. Protected bike lanes significantly increase 

cyclist safety.
2. Single lane of traffic will hopefully slow down 

traffic between Kirkwood and 7th.
3. One-way design consistent with current traffic 

pattern.
4. Easier to look for car traffic coming from one 

direction.
5. Raised crosswalks will hopefully also slow 

traffic down, especially at 6th.
6. Adds a much needed southbound connection 

for cyclists (currently the only options to go 
south safely from the Sample Gates requires 

either going to Washington St. or through 
Campus with some sidewalk riding to 

Hawthorne).

Cons/Suggestions:
Doesn't address the delivery truck bottleneck 

between 4th and Kirkwood.
Add dedicated delivery parking.

Overall:
I would strongly prefer concept A over concept B.

Pros:
1. Adds needed southbound car route between 

6th street and 10th.
2. Adds needed southbound connection from 

sample gates to Smith.
3. Easier for pedestrians to look for both vehicle 

and bicycle traffic moving together.

Cons:
1. Non-protected lanes will be used by cars and 

delivery vehicles for short-term 
loading/unloading parking from Kirkwood to 6th 

blocking bicycle traffic and creating vehicle 
bottlenecks.

2. No separation of vehicle and bicycle traffic, 
and traffic volume from from 3rd to Kirkwood is 

too high for safe co-mingling.  
3. Vehicles will still use the single northbound 

lane of traffic from 3rd to Kirkwood for 
loading/unloading of passengers.

Overall:
The section from 7th to 10th seems like it would 

help slow traffic and add connectivity.  The 
section from 3rd to 6th raises a lot of concerns 

for this highly congested area.

Looks great. See general comments. See general comments. See general comments. See general comments. See general comments.

I bicycle commute to work at Franklin Hall every 
day (the building on the north side of the Sample 
Gates).  Right now I use 3rd and then turn north 
on Indiana.  Heading home I go on the sidewalk 

through the sample gates to the turn around 
behind the Union, then through campus roads 
up behind the Biology building to Hawthorne 

and south from there.  I try to select routes that 
consist of protected bike lanes or when not 

available, designated bike routes with a very low 
volume of vehicle traffic.  Sometimes I'll go up to 
7th and head east through campus to Eagleson 

then south.  So, based on how I pick my routes, I 
still wouldn't use this section of Indiana to get 

south.  

See general comments. See general comments. See general comments. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane
Thank you all for managing this public comment 
and feedback process.  It takes the patience of a 

saint.  

I like the 2-way protected bike lane and 
maintaining the on-street parking.

I don't like the idea of bicyclists sharing a 2-way 
street with. buses without protected bike lanes. no no no no no

bike lanes are not protected, which does not 
improve safety for cyclists (applies to all of 

Concept B)
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Neither Avoid vehicle traffic altogether. Just like E. 
Kirkwood  make it a pedestrian area only  

Neither

I've worked on south Indiana avenue for almost 
20 years and I completely agree, it very 

dangerous and needs help. But neither of these 
concepts takes into account delivery trucks that 
block a traffic lane multiple times a day. Or, the 

cars who stop in traffic lanes and put their 
blinkers on while waiting to pick people up or 
while they go into a restaurant and get food. 

There needs to be better enforcement of this in 
general. 

Bloomington's one-way and two-way roads are 
very confusing for everyone. Changing their 

orientation all of the time only makes it worse. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I prefer the bike lanes with barriers. I think it is 
much safer when there are barriers to keep cars 
from driving on the bike paths, and the pathway 

doesnt collect so much trash.

I don't like the bike paths alongside the road. 
The path paths accumulate debris that is thrown 
there from the road and cars will still drive and 

park on the bike path, especially for 
loading/unloading

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I can't imagine feeling safe as a southbound 
bicyclist, sandwiched in between oncoming 

bicycles on my left and oncoming cars on my 
right, without being able to make an evasive 

maneuver in either direction if something 
happens. 

I currently feel very safe biking north on Indiana. 
I choose a lane, and cars use the other lane and 
have no problems overtaking me safely. If I want 
to bike south, I use Dunn, and that's not super 
convenient, especially with the hills and the 

miserable intersection with 3rd & Atwater, but I 
get a whole lane for myself there too. As a 

pedestrian, I can cross Indiana easily, usually 
only having to check for traffic coming from the 
south. Concept B seems like a worse option for 
all users than what we have now. The 2-way 

design with parking leaves no room for cars to 
pass me if there is any oncoming traffic, and the 

row of parked cars means they're unlikely to 
give me a comfortable amount of space when 
they do try to pass. As a motorist, the two-way 

design would make it easier for me to drive 
around searching for the optimal parking space. 
These plans are supposed to be about making 
this street better for bicyclists and pedestrians, 

not making it more convenient for motorists. This 
would be a good design if you were willing to 

ditch the on-street parking. 

Being able to legally bike south on Henderson 
from campus without going around on Dunn and 

2nd is great. But switching the bike lane from 
the left side to the right side at Smith is bad. It 
was honestly obviously bad design to have the 
bike/ped path on the left between Hunter and 

Smith, and this design really highlights the 
earlier design flaws. It might be better to have 

the bike/ped path be on the left for this section, 
and then on the right from 3rd north, to avoid 

conflicts with traffic turning from henderson onto 
Atwater and traffic going in and out of the 

parking garage. 

I am concerned about buses accumulating and 
blocking the crosswalk at Kirkwood. I usually 

use the crosswalk on the north side of the 
intersection. 

Neither

North- and especially Southbound pedestrian 
crossing signals for at least one side of the 

intersections with Atwater and 3rd should not 
require a beg button. Signals for southbound 
bicyclists and pedestrians should be clear but 

visually distinct from car signals. 

I think Concept A would be safer for pedestrians 
and bicyclists. As someone who typically drives 
rather than walks or bikes, I don't have a direct 

interest in that, but I see the value in making our 
community safer overall.

I think that this may lead to confusion initially 
when opened, and that it actually makes it less 

safer for all road users because pedestrians 
would have to cross 2 lanes of opposing traffic.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I think this is a good way of making this road 
safer for pedestrians and cyclists, but, between 

the reduction of lanes and the inclusion of raised 
crossings, it seems like it risks backing up traffic 
when there is a lot of students on foot, not unlike 

10th street in front of SPEA

This proposal seems really unsafe to me. I don't 
see how it would reduce accidents to add 

oncoming traffic and put cyclists right in the fray 
by having them share a lane with motorists 

(based on the cross-section view)

Why two raised crosswalks? It seems kind of 
odd to have two so close here

Again, are two raised crossings really needed 
here? If there is a main one to use that is raised, 
people will likely just take it and then cross the 

side-street after

Is the plan to eliminate the left-turn lane at the 
intersection? It's hard to tell from the design 

here, but I think this could clog up this section of 
road unnecessarily

I don't think unprotected bike lanes will help fix 
this dangerous section of road, as it might 

encourage cyclists to bike there without actually 
making motorists respect their space

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Could a mix of the current layout and plan A 
work? This would mean a protected bike-lane 
from 3rd to 7th street, joining up with existing 

infrastructure for cyclists, but not linked to 
places where it's already pretty hard to bike in 

(Atwater, 10th st)

Cars on E Third where the bike lane is restricted 
by low white barriers have cars pulling partially 
over pause/park in the right lane frequently.  I 

don't see these barriers as protective as 
apparently others only see them as a suggestion 
and not a block. It is slightly better than Concept 
B but will be very congested at certain times of 

the day and season.  It doesn't solve the 
problem I see frequently which is pedestrians 
stepping out from behind cars/trucks without 
sightline.  It doesn't address the traffic and 
double parking in front of restaurants and 

Starbucks at busy times.  

As a solution to the stated problem, this doesn't 
seem to address anything.

How about overhead pedestrian crossways and 
please, could bikes follow traffic rules for 

stoplights and four ways?  Bikes that don't follow 
rules of the road are hazardous.  There are 

places where I can't see a bike zooming up on 
me and if the bike is close enough it won't notice 

my turn signals.  Many bikes still don't take 
advantage of bike lanes.  (watch 7th street for a 

few days and you will see what I mean)

An actual stop light. Stop light Don't use this concept Don't use this concept Don't use this concept Don't use this concept Don't use this concept Neither

Some consistency as one enters Indiana 
Avenue from the south would be preferred.  I 

don't like the two way bike lanes on a one way 
road but since it is already there, just continue it 

onto Indiana Avenue.  

This is probably the best option, but it should 
include rerouting bus traffic or making side pull-

offs for bus loading/unloading. It would be stupid 
to allow city and campus buses to constantly 
cause back ups and traffic delays for one or 
more blocks behind them, particularly during 

busy periods (including traffic turning from 3rd 
Street, etc.). Some delays could be ameliorated 
by halving the number of stops on Indiana Ave. If 

none of this could be done, then Option B is 
probably better.

Eliminate street parking for businesses. Eliminate street parking. Unsure
Add speed bumps to bike lanes. There is a 

rising number of reckless e-bike users who are 
speeding too fast.

Put the bike lane on the other side.  Don't make 
cyclists have to cross over a lane of traffic to 

stay in the bike lane.  From 2nd to Smith there is 
a bike lane on the left side of the road.  From 
smith to 10th you are suggesting putting the 

lane on the right side of the road??? 

no 2 way street.

Cyclists will have to cross over at Smith, to get 
to the new bike lane?  You already put in a bike 

lane south of Smith, but you put it on the left 
side of the road.  Now, you want to put it on the 

right side of the road?  This is dangerous.

move to the other side move to the other side move to the other side move to the other side no no no no no Neither

I would go with Concept A if you align the bike 
lanes.  Either move the bike lane you installed 

last year between 2nd and smith on Henderson, 
or place the new one on the opposite side of the 
road.  Having to cycle over a lane of traffic is a 

stupid idea and highly unsafe.

I strongly prefer Concept A, because the bike 
lines are separated by a barrier. I exclusively 
use protected lanes and paths to ride around 

town   because they feel much safer.

I strongly prefer concept A over B; the bike lanes 
in concept B appear to be unprotected, which 
means I would never choose to use them (I 
would rather take the lane, or ride on the 

sidewalk where legally permitted).

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

In general, I believe that investing in protected 
bike lanes, as well as separated bike/pedestrian 

paths, is a much wiser use of funds vs. 
unprotected bike lanes. Building safer bicycle 
infrastructure will encourage more people to 
choose bicycling as a form of transportation, 
which will in turn increase public support for 

building more infrastructure. This will create a 
virtuous cycle that propels the city into a much 

more sustainable and human friendly future.

Concept A is solid and provides tangible safety 
benefits for all.

Concept B does NOT provide meaningful safety 
improvements for bicycles. This design needs to 

be scrapped!

The 10th / Indiana Ave intersection needs to be 
redesigned and signal phasing needs to be very 

carefully configured. The design as currently 
depicted introduces a lot of potential conflict 

points

Motor traffic here is too high-volume and high-
speed for sharrows or painted lines. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I love the idea of one driving lane and a two-way 
bike lane. As someone who drives, bikes, and 

walks there, and who works nearby on campus, 
this seems like the safest and most convenient 

option. And it might deter some drivers from 
using Indiana who could go elsewhere, which 

would relieve the congestion and safety issues 
there. Make sure there's room for buses to drive 
and turn. I've noticed that it's really cramped on 

7th St since the 7 Line was put in. Also, just 
yesterday I saw someone completely blow 

through the stop sign at 7th and Indiana heading 
west, like she didn't even pretend to stop. I 

would love to see accountability there for the 
many people who try to do that! I would also 

LOVE to see an end to delivery trucks idling in 
the driving lanes on Indiana (and other streets 

downtown). Isn't that what alleys are for??

Good, but not preferable because I feel better in 
a protected bike lane. But I can see how making 
Indiana 2-way would reduce speeding! It might 
be really hard for people to get used to though, 

which could lead to a lot of accidents at first.

See my answer above about horrible stop sign 
behavior at 7th and Indiana. More crosswalks would be nice Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

More frequent buses along all routes. Once an 
hour is not enough for commuting, forcing me to 

drive to work! I know that's not part of this 
survey, but it's related, and I will state it every 

chance I get.



My concern is congestion especially when you 
have delivery trucks for the businesses on 

Indiana blocking one lane, traffic at 5:00 pm is 
already horrible with two lanes

2 way lanes will be more hazardous than Indiana 
is now. Neither

So pleasant, safe and quick to just ride through 
campus or along the edge of campus will be 

surprised if this gets much bike traffic unless the 
dangerous high speed cross traffic on Atwater 
and Third is dealt with at the same time. Bikes 

will cross even if light is red so need to deal with 
the traffic speed at those intersections or no 

point. 

Great to get back to two-way streets that slow 
traffic down while improving convenience, street 
life and commerce. Please convert Indiana and 
then convert the very dangerous Atwater and 
Third streets. With the added convenience of 
two-way traffic there will also be less objection 
to much needed stop signs on these streets. 

Better for everyone. 

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion
Two-way streets have a long history of making 

cities more vital for everyone - great to see them 
coming back in fashion

This would be absolutely horrible for traffic. 
Campus busses come through here constantly, 
multiple bus routes take this road. Add to that 

delivery trucks for the businesses and this would 
be a nightmare for drivers.

This would also be horrible for traffic. Unless 
you somehow build bus stops so they can get 
fully out of the road, I don't see how either of 

these changes would help anything. Why are we 
even changing anything? Bloomington makes 

the absolute dumbest decisions on roads. 

This is the only part that could work as a two-
way, and might be mildly helpful but still 

unnecessary.

You have to leave this as two lanes going one 
way. Traffic will be a nightmare with so many 

buses, delivery trucks, and street parking.

You have to leave this as two lanes going one 
way. Traffic will be a nightmare with so many 

buses, delivery trucks, and street parking.

This section could go to two lanes I guess but I 
don't know why it would. 

Cutting off room to turn makes driving more 
dangerous. Cars are more likely to hit the curb, 
other vehicles, or pedestrians because there 

isn't adequate space to turn. Also - how on earth 
would busses turn here?? 

For the love of God do not turn this road into a 
single lane or a two-way street. 

For the love of God do not turn this road into a 
single lane or a two-way street. Neither

Leave it as it is. Why on earth would you change 
it? Just go outside and count the number of 

buses that come through here. 

I like the separated bicycle lane. As a cyclist, it 
makes me feel safer to be separated from car 

traffic, even just with plastic barriers.

I like the raised crosswalk at 6th St. This section 
of Indiana is a bit of a valley, so drivers tend to 
speed here, and the raised crosswalks will slow 

them down.

I recommend also adding raised crosswalks at 
Kirkwood. This is the busiest pedestrian 
intersection, and the raised crosswalks 

intuitively communicate to drivers that it’s a 
pedestrian-heavy intersection and make drivers 
slow down. Even though there’s already a stop 

sign, drivers don’t always obey them fully. A 
raised crosswalk will force drivers to slow down 

for pedestrians.

I don’t love painted bike lanes like this. The city 
eventually treats them like gutters. Debris (e.g., 
trash, leaves, branches, slush) tends to collect 

there, which is especially dangerous for cyclists. 
On 10th St, I have seen workers remove debris 
from the regular traffic lane and place it in the 

bicycle lane—this is not uncommon. Road 
surface repairs for these bike lanes seem to be 

low priority, too. So these lanes are often unsafe 
to ride in.

These lanes are especially dangerous when 
they merge with the regular traffic lane, which 
happens at 3rd and at Kirkwood. Drivers don’t 
expect for cyclists to merge, and it’s hard for 

cyclists to look backwards for safety when biking 
typically requires keeping eyes ahead 

(especially to look out for the debris that collects 
in these lanes).

For the second reason, I don’t bother using 
painted bicycle lanes like this unless they are 
long and continuous. If I have to keep merging 
and unmerging with the regular traffic lane, it’s 

too dangerous and uncomfortable. I’d rather just 
stick to the regular traffic lane the entire time so 
drivers are always aware of me. (But then they 
get mad at me for not using the bicycle lane, 

even though it’s not worth using. Please don’t 
put me in this position, I fear the anger of drivers 

over petty I conveniences).

I don’t really think cyclists need the slip lane at 
3rd. Turning right at 90 degrees is not difficult, 

and it will be confusing for bicyclists and 
pedestrians who has priority here, possibly 

leading to collisions. I think it would be better to 
enlarge the pedestrian corner here, making 
pedestrians more visible to both drivers and 

cyclists and shrinking the distance of the 
crosswalks.

Raise the crosswalks at Kirkwood, just like 
they’re raised at 6th St.

I love the raised crosswalks at 6th St! This will 
naturally slow down drivers in an area they tend 

to speed. It’s also good to slow down cyclists 
here too, so I have no complaints about cyclists 

sharing those speed bumps with drivers.

Once more, I like the raised crosswalks. Will 
pedestrians have priority here? Like will drivers 
and cyclists need to stop for pedestrians in the 

crosswalk?

The bicycle cross at 10th is gonna be really 
tricky for South-heading cyclists. This works at 
7th and Woodlawn because it’s an all-way stop 
and everyone needs to take turns. Will there be 
a specific traffic signal to allow cyclists to cross 

while all car traffic is halted?

The bicycle slip lane at 3rd is not necessary, but 
I elaborated in this in a different answer.

The north-heading bicycle lane is too short for 
cyclists to bother leaving the main traffic lane at 
Atwater and merging back into the main traffic 

lane right after 3rd. Drivers will not expect 
cyclists to be merging so soon, and this 

increases the danger of cyclists merging into 
regular traffic. I wouldn’t even bother using the 

bicycle lane here—I would stay in the main 
traffic lane.

Once again, I don’t like how South-heading 
bicycles must merge with regular traffic at 

Kirkwood.

I like the raised crosswalks at 6th—add them to 
Kirkwood as well.

Expand the SE sidewalk corner at Indiana and 
7th. There’s no need for a slip lane here, and 
this will make pedestrians more visible and 

decrease the crosswalk length.

I love the raised crosswalks!
The main advantage of plan B over plan A is 

that there is no need for South-heading cyclists 
to cross the middle of the intersection at 10th.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Remove any bicycle slip lanes and expand the 
sidewalk corner instead to improve pedestrian 
safety (I am saying this as a cyclist who likes to 

go fast. I sacrifice some of my speed for 
pedestrians.)

Add raised crosswalks at Kirkwood.

For Plan A, make sure the wonky bicycle 
crossing at 10th St is bulletproof and safe. This 
will work differently than the similar intersection 

at 7th and Woodlawn because 7th and 
Woodlawn is an all-way stop and this is a traffic 

signal.

Bike lanes are next to useless with out 
protection, but I still prefer protected bike lanes 
on either side of the street with a lane in each 

direction paralleling the car traffic lanes.  
Basically version B with protection.  When you 
put bikes going two ways and then traffic going 
one or two ways, you make cross sections very 
difficult and dangerous for *both* cyclists and 
cars.  I experience that both on my bike and in 

my car. 

Take the intersection at Morton and 7th/7-line.  
When I'm in my car, I often have to look both 

ways for bike traffic - then pull into the bike lane 
in order to look both ways again for car traffic.  I 
can't clearly see the car traffic with out pulling 

into the bike lane.  

When I'm on my bike in the 7-line, I experience 
that as uncertainty about what a driver is going 
to do every time I approach an intersection.  I 
have to watch the driver's face carefully to see 

where they are looking.

By contrast, when Bike lanes are protected and 
parallel to lanes of traffic, it makes it much 

easier for drivers when turning.

It's less of an issue here, since there's only a 
single proposed lane of traffic.  But still a 

potential issue.  When we're talking about a 
single bumper line of protection  we're really not 

Same feedback - add protection to this concept 
and you have my preferred design. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Add protection to Concept B and that's the 
preferred design.  Failing that, a two way 

protected bike lane is better than no protection 
at all.  Unprotected bike lanes are damn near 

useless.

Please do not create another 7th Street!!    I 
belong to several groups in town and know that 
most people are quite aggravated by that design 
and feel it’s very unsafe.  They just try to avoid it 

whenever possible.  As the article said, most 
people in the community don’t like Concept A.  

Get the message! 

Unsure

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I like having raised cross walks.  Currently with 
two lanes, drivers change lanes when someone 
is parallel parking or a bus is stopped.  The lane 

changes are confusing for other users of the 
corridor.  Having only one traffic lane, people 

will either have to wait or they might try to drive 
into the two way bike lane.  I worry about the 

cyclists going contrary to the direction of traffic.  
People (pedestrians, drivers on cross streets 

wanting to turn onto Indiana) will be looking for 
cars traveling north and might not see the bikes 

going south in the bike lane.

I don't like this idea.  

You will have a two way bike lane on the west 
side of the Henderson south of Smith and a two 

way bike lane on the east side of the street 
north of Smith.  I worry about cyclists making the 
transition at Smith.  This is similar to the problem 

faced by cyclists going west on 7th at 
Woodlawn, but worse.  Last fall one of my 

neighbors told me that she was hit by a bus on 
7th at Woodlawn.  She was not badly injured but 
bruised; I don't know whether it was reported.  I 
think that kind of thing would happen at Smith 
for a cyclist needing to transition through the 
Smith intersection. The whole Atwater, Third 

Street, Indiana, Dunn area is nuts.

I don't understand how this bus island will work.  
Will the buses drive into the island which is in 
the bike lane or is that for pedestrians to stand 
and wait for the bus?  Are cyclists going to have 
to bike through a crowd of waiting pedestrians?  
Are cars going to have to wait behind the buses?

There's a little bit less traffic in this area than 
south of Seventh and the buses turn onto 
Seventh, so the remaining cars speed up 

especially since there are no stop signs to slow 
them until you get to 10th.  

I don't understand how a cyclists traveling south 
on Indiana north of 10th Street is supposed to 

get safely from the right side of Indiana north of 
10th to the left side for the two way bike lane.  

This is similar to the cyclist heading west on 7th 
needing to cross over at Woodlawn.  Do you 

have data on how that's working out?

So cars and bikes going south on Indiana north 
of Atwater will have to turn left onto Atwater at 

the light, is that right?  Or can bikes go South to 
Smith? This whole area is already super 

confusing. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Why do we continue to build bike lanes that so 
people use? This is the best approach See above See above See above See above See above See above See above See above See above See above Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

Future bike lanes should never have excessive 
height curbs like those on Claritz and 7th street 

that are hazards in their own right.

Not a good idea Also nope Do not change it (again). 
Eliminate street parking. There’s a garage and 
multiple surface lots nearby. Keep 1-way. Add 

bike/scooter lane. 

Stop with the stop signs. Add a crosswalk or 2 
w/flasher light. Nope Nope Don’t do that. Not 2-way. Just stop the nonsense No 2-way. See above No 2-way Neither

Lose street parking. Give the lane to 
bikes/scooters. Add bus pull offs so traffic 
moves. Crosswalks are needed because 

students/people can’t be bothered with crossing 
at the corner. But, please, drop the 2-way 

options  

Between the two, I prefer this as a cyclist and 
pedestrian. There are problems that arise with 
trucks delivering to businesses on Indiana, and 
busses stopping (people normally pull around to 

pass). These scenarios have the potential to 
back up traffic, but this option seems safer 

overall. I have seen people turn into the 
protected bike lane on 7th and drive down it, so 
the bike lane should be clearly marked to avoid 

that.

I don’t like this one as much, it seems less safe 
for both cyclists and pedestrians. The issue of 

people trying to pass a stopped bus is still 
present here, but could be more dangerous if 

they try to pass into oncoming traffic.

This seems fine, I am rarely on this stretch of 
road.

Would the lane need to be widened to 
accommodate parking spaces in front of 

businesses? Cars are bigger now than they 
have ever been and I notice that other 

remodelled roads (the ones around the kmart 
apartments by target) are too narrow.

Seeing the bus platform helps me visualize the 
bus stop easier here, but as a cyclist it feels a 
little dangerous. What is stopping random cars 
from pulling over to pick up/drop off students? 

This seems fine. Will there no longer be a turn lane at 
Indiana/10th? It is unclear from the photo.

This seems a little more confusing since it looks 
like its still a one-way past atwater. This would 
probably be more dangerous for auto accidents 
especially with non-locals (and even with locals 

who are unfamiliar with the change.)

Pedestrian and cyclist concerns with two-way 
aside, it looks like for the parking spaces you 

would be pulling through the bike lane to park, 
which would be a problem for cyclists on that 

side of the road.

The intersection of Kirkwood and Indiana will be 
significantly more dangerous with this plan. 

College students will get hurt there. 
This is fine. Also fine. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

If i had to pick one, it would be A. However I 
think that the safest option would be to make the 

stretch between 4th and 6th 
bus/cyclist/pedestrian only during the school 

year. (mandatory turning at 4th, getting back on 
through 6th if needed.) This is an area of high 

activity during the IU school year and we already 
shut down Kirkwood for a significant portion of 
that time. This way busses can still route past 

sample gates while providing ease of access to 
the students and faculty who need to get around 

campus quickly and safely.The staff can still 
access the parking at Von Lee and Poplars 

easily (both in and out) while the students don’t 
need to worry about traffic when going to and 

from Kirkwood.

This would certainly be an improvement over the 
current situation. However, I'm concerned about 
keeping street parking. It should be eliminated to 

further encourage walking, cycling, not 
dangerously cruising the street looking for 

parking, and simply because eliminating parking 
is one of the most effective ways to discourage 
driving. As a small bonus, parked cars are ugly, 

and having them off the side of the road is a 
major aesthetic improvement. I'm also concerned 

about research that suggests that one-way 
traffic tends to encourage faster driving. Why 

not just create a narrow two-way street without a 
center line and lots of traffic calming to keep the 

speed below 20 mph? Then you don't need a 
protected bike lane. Better yet, just close the 

street to car traffic except deliveries and open it 
to pedestrians and bikes. There is virtually 

nothing that cars need to be able to access on 
this street for the entire area in the concept. 

Road is way too wide in this concept. I think two-
way traffic is better, but this design is barely an 
improvement over typical American road design. 

This stretch of road should be closed to cars 
and made accesible only to bikes and 

pedestrians. This technique of giving bikes 
routes that give them a leg up on cars is an 

excellent way to encourage cycling. This section 
of road has never seemed very important to 

cars. It's easy to go up the street and get 
around, and it would be even easier if 3rd and 

Atwater were both made two-way.

No additional traffic calming? Why aren't these 
crossings being raised? How about some 

additional bumps?

Why are the crossings at Kirkwoods and 7th not 
raised? The bicycle lane crossing 7th should 

also be raised. 

Bizarre that 8th will be raised but not Kirkwood 
or 7th. I'm all for raising 8th too, but definitely 

lower priority than Kirkwood or 7th.

The only way that I can make sense of this is 
that the raised crossings are placed to be 

convenient for cars, not for helping pedestrians. 
There is no reason that 8th and 9th should be 

raised while Kirkwood and 7th should not. There 
are way more pedestrians at the latter two.

Hardly an improvement. Cars will drive and park 
on unprotected bicycle gutter. All pedestrian 

crossings should be raised.

Hardly an improvement. As above, all of these 
crossings should be raised.

Kirkwood and 7th should absloutely be raised 
crossings. 6th and not Kirkwood?! Cars will 

drive and park on unprotected bicycle gutter as 
they do on 3rd.

Cars will drive and park on unprotected bicycle 
gutter. 

Crossing should be raised. Cars will drive and 
park on unprotected bicycle gutter. Neither

The pedestrain crossings chosen to be raised in 
these concepts only makes sense from a car-
centric perspective. It's as if the city was told 
they had to raise three corssings and they 

picked the three that would inconvenince cars 
the least while endangering pedestrians the 

most. If the city sincerely cares about improving 
pedestrian and cyclist safety and had a limited 
budget to only raise three as in the plans, then 
4th, Kirkwoods, and 7th would clearly be the 
priority places for raised crossings given the 

amount of pedestrian traffic at 4th and Kirkwood 
and the bike lane on 7th. Quite simply all of the 
pedestrain crossings need to be raised. Why 

raise some and not others in this way? It doesn't 
make sense if pedestrain safety is the goal here 

as the city is claiming.

In my opinion, Indiana Avenue should just be 
closed to car traffic except for deliveries. It's not 
an important throughfare for cars, and it has far 

more value to pedestrians and cyclists. 
Bloomington presents itself as a cyclist and 

pedestrian friendly place, but at the end of the 
day the city always ends up valuing cars over 
human lives. Stop being whimps and just start 

closing streets to cars. Cities that do this are so 
much nicer as a result, and once people get 

used to it they quickly come to love it.

I must say I'm disheartened that this is the best 
the city has to offer in 2024 for one of the areas 

Not clear this is an improvement Likely cause more problems than current or A As biker in area, I use other, less travelled roads 
near by.  Bike lane here likely would not help I bike on this part now, without problems I bike on this part now, without problems; 

Protected bike lane might not be useful
Don't like this, unprotected bike lanes on two-

way car lanes are not safe
Don't like this at all, unprotected bike lanes on 

two-way car lanes are not safe
Don't like this, unprotected bike lanes on two-

way car lanes are not safe Unsure

No change or A, protected bike lane seem better 
than B, but it is unclear that either A,B would 

improve traffic situation or reduce accidents.  I 
bike on this road now often, without problems.

Concept a seems the best. Protected bike lane 
and only having to worry about one direction of 

traffic. 

Strong dislike this one. No protection from bikes. 
Now introducing a new traffic flow to a street 

that has been one way for decades. Will cause 
issues for awhile as people adjust  

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane



Concept A all the way. I like this one a lot. The 
only thing i hope y'all do is make sure that it's 

clear what's the bike lane and what's not. When 
the seventh Street bike lane went up people 
complained because they turned into the bike 

lane on accident when making a right onto 
seventh. Less of a problem here since Atwater is 
the only cross street where you would be likely 

to make a right into the bike lane but still 
something to think about

Not in favor of this one. I think traffic is less of a 
concern here than pedestrians. Is Dunn street 
really that congested? Because to me, that's 

what the additional south bound lane would help 
with and Dunn doesn't seem that busy unless 

there's an event or something.

Maybe itd be good if the intersection at 3rd and 
Indiana did a pedestrian scramble? I think 
maybe right on red going north on Atwater 

turning on to 3rd should not be allowed. 

I think right turn on red shouldn't be allowed from 
any direction at third and Indiana.

For cars, I feel like the intersection at Kirkwood 
and Indiana is going to be a pain in the butt if 

traffic goes both ways on Indiana.
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane Why are these maps laid out so east is up? 

Confusing.

This is better. I agree with the city. One lane. 
Slow things down  Terrible idea. Much more dangerous. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane
Close the entirety of downtown to cars, and 

make the entire radius surrounding the square 
pedestrian only :) 

The best way to create a safer pedestrian 
environment is to slow down traffic and remove 
a lane of traffic.It is just common sense to go 

with option A if safety is the goal, plus it'll have 
the added benefit of reduced emissions in that 

area and encourages more alternative 
transportation

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Even with option A though I agree we should still 
maintain outdoor patios for businesses. The 

patios are part of why there is pedestrian traffic 
and hurting local businesses by removing what 

is often a big draw for people to pick somewhere 
would be shitty.

No. Meaning "no" to this option

Yes. Better to have two way traffic with 
separated bike lanes on each side going in 
same direction. 7th street could benefit from 
having been designed this way. The most 

important thing (IMO) is that it be consistent 
throughout the whole corridor being studied  

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

I like it a lot. This change was already adopted 
on Indiana Ave between Atwater and 2nd St. 

and it works well.

Not a fan. Indiana Ave has been a one-way road 
for a long time and motorists have learned to 

adapt to this reality. Adding 2-directional traffic 
will increase car traffic on Indiana which will 
seriously undermine any proposed safety 
improvements for pedestrians and cyclists.

It's awkward that under this proposal cyclists will 
need to cross the road just south of Atwater to 
stay in the bike lane (as the 2-way bike lane is 

on the west side of the road south of Atwater but 
it's on the east side of the road north of Atwater 

in the proposed plan). That said, I get that 
preventing cyclists from having to cross traffic at 
the intersection of 3rd and Indiana is probably 

the higher priority so this does make sense. Just 
seems like the 2-way bike lane between 

Henderson and Atwater probably should have 
been on the other side of the road in the first 

place. Oh well!

There should be a traffic light with pedestrian 
crossing lights and bicycle crossing lights at the 

intersection of Indiana and Kirkwood. The 
current set-up endangers the safety of 

pedestrians in the name of giving them priority in 
crossing the intersection. Not a good trade in my 
opinion! (There should also be a traffic light w/ 
pedestrian/cyclist lights at the intersection of 

Kirkwood and Dunn which is a complete safety 
nightmare in the current setup, and in my view is 

probably the most dangerous traffic pattern in 
town.)

As mentioned previously, traffic light with 
pedestrian and cyclist lights at Indiana & 

Kirkwood is needed. Otherwise, this looks great.
Looks great! Looks great.

I don't like the two-way Indiana motor traffic, but 
otherwise this seems reasonable given that 

proposed constraint.

Again, 2-way traffic on and Indiana Ave. that has 
been 1-way for decades is completely 
unnecessary and will greatly endanger 

pedestrian/cyclist safety for no particularly 
defensible reason. If 2-way traffic on Indiana is 
introduced, there should be traffic lights at both 

the 4th street and Kirkwood intersections. 
Anything less will increase pedestrian injuries.

Indiana Ave. should remain a 1-way road. But if 
it is turned into a 2-way road, there should be 
traffic lights with pedestrian/cyclist lights at the 

intersections with Kirkwood and 7th street rather 
than relying on raise crosswalks to slow down 

car traffic.

There is virtually no pedestrian traffic at 8th and 
9th streets. Even with a 2-way Indiana Ave, 

there is no need for raised crosswalks at these 
intersections. Seems like a way to justify 

unnecessarily turning Indiana into a 2-way road 
rather than an actual safety proposal.

No, other than the 2-way stretch south of 10th 
street, this looks good. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Please address the intersection at Kirkwood and 
Dunn. It's very dangerous for motorists and 

pedestrians. If Kirkwood is to remain open to car 
traffic, there should be a traffic light with 

pedestrian signals at this intersection. Ideally, I 
think Kirkwood would be closed to car traffic and 

Dunn would be reduced to a single lane, one-
way road with a 2-way bike lane (in which case 
a stop sign would probably suffice for car traffic 

since they would only have to yield to pedestrian 
traffic crossing Dunn.

This is the best solution of the two plans and 
nearly as good as could be. As a bicyclist who 

rides Indiana about three times a week, I’d 
prefer that the divide between autos and the 

bike lanes be a concrete curb similar to the one 
on 7th St. I think the south side of the 

intersection at Atwater (Henderson) is flawed 
and the recent strange rebuild there seems 

disjointed from this plan. Am I to cross the auto 
lane onto that weird sidewalk where traffic will 
be backed up the whole block during commute 
times? Maybe I have to look at that intersection 
more closely. Normally, I arrive from the south at 

3rd St via Woodlawn, turn left at the light and 
join the now wonderfully protected bike lane to 
Indiana. Instead of that Henderson mess, we 

need a bike path east on 3rd Atwater to 
complement the one on Third St. Or much 

better, convert 3rd to two-way bike path and 
Two way bus lans and let Atwater be the car 

sewer going both directions. 
But back to Indiana. Your plan would be a vast 
improvement over the drag strip we have now. 

I’d ask for another raised pedestrian crossing at 
the alley behind the Von Lee, but am very happy 

that they are raised at 6th. 
Thanks fo a good plan. 

The flaw is between 3rd and Kirkwood. Cars will 
block the alley and the left lane when accessing 

Starbucks and such. 
So here’s my big solution. The whole route of 

Indiana gets a 5’ northbound curb-protected (2’) 
bike lane, cars get one lane and parklets and 

parking gets the remaining width. 
Dunn gets the same treatment going South. 

Bikes don’t have to turn left in front of cars going 
straight. Parking is remains status quo. Traffic 

speed is controlled by frequent raised 
pedestrian crossings. One last idea: convert 

parking on Dunn north of Kirkwood to the alley 
into a truck loading zone. 

That Henderson section south of Atwater is 
such a mess I will continue biking south on Dunn 

and jump the curb in front of Burnham 
Apartments to get onto the stub end of Dunn. 
Please cut the curbs there for bike access. 

Please 

Maybe add a couple raised pedestrian 
crossings?

Add a raised pedestrian crossing at the alley 
coming from behind the Von Lee. Nope Nope Is there room for a raised island on the northeast 

corner? Nope Nope This would be nice. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Well, I provided plenty earlier but I would say 
again that the best plan would be to convert a 

lane on Indiana to curb-protected bike lane 
beside one lane of autos going north. And do 

the same to DunnSt going South. This 
configuration keeps parking (and I don’t have to 

pass parked cars with opening doors), puts 
bikes where cars expect them and slows traffic 

with narrow lanes and raised pedestrian 
crossings. 

Thanks for working to improve life in 
Bloomington. 

Please see final comment section. Both 
suggedted solutions create issues.

Please see final comment section. Both 
suggested solutions create issues.

This area will become more dangerous with the 
proposed solutions. Please read my final 

comments below.

Proposed solutions will make this area more 
dangerous for pedestrians (watching for bike 
and cars from two directions) and potentially 

backup traffic due to bus routes.

This area will probably be more congested with 
the potential of making crossing the streets 
(bikes and pedestrians) more dangerous. 

Neither

Your survey needs to look at the whole road and 
not each section. As a local for over 40 years 

the proposed solutions seems to make a 
congested road worse. Why not Grant for the N 
to S bike lane? Indiana is a bad choice. I think 

there are two separate issues the city is trying to 
affress with one bandaid; 1.) How to help keep 

our pedestrians safe 2.) What is a good 
placement for a N -S bike lane. The solution for 
two different problems should not be one bad 
solution. Leave Indiana alone and put a bike 
path on a different N S road. Install flashing 

lights (solar powered) for pedestrian crossings 
especially where they have been hit. I wish we 

would invest in more multi-use paths (no cars in 
the way!) instead of trying to fit a square peg in 
a round hole. The B-Line is great, and makes 
space for for bikers, walkers, runners (more of 

our community).  

I have concerns about the crossing diagonally in 
front of cars, as well as the bike lane ending and 

spitting cyclists out onto a one way. 

Concept B seems safer but I think parking and 
loading zones should be a lower priority. These 
lots have parking lots on the backside that could 

be better utilized maybe? 

Dislike diagonal crossing Rightmost section is confusing Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

Bus pull offs that accommodate traffic would be 
nice, as long as they are large enough to keep 

the buses out of the lanes
Same as above, buses hold up everything Neither Pull off lanes for buses

This is my preferred concept. Drivers might not 
like it, but we need to make this city more 
accessible for pedestrians and cyclists. 

Expanded safe infrastructure for cyclists like this 
will encourage people to leave the car behind 
and navigate this city in ways that are more 
environmentally friendly. I would love it if our 

cities were a bit more like some of those in the 
Netherlands.

I have concerns with this plan. I think it's 
inherently unsafe for cyclists, and I think it would 
do little to alleviate the inherent lack of safety for 
pedestrians at many crosswalks across Indiana 
Avenue currently. It seems clear that this plan 
prioritizes convenience and accessibility for 

drivers over those for other groups, and I don't 
think we should be designing the roads that run 

through the heart of our cities around drivers. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

It's not clear if the delineation between the 
bicycle lane and the motorized traffic lanes is 
more like the 7-Line or more like the current 

experiment on 3rd Street, with the very low curb-
like things. I think this will have way more 

support, if it's more like 3rd Street, because the 
cost will surely be less. As a cyclist, I'm not crazy 
about two-way bicycle lanes. But now that the 7-
Line is there and it's not gonna be torn out, so 
maybe adding more two-way lanes will start to 

feel more "normal"? I dunno. I don't hate this, but 
think that reverting to two-way might be better

I think adopting 2-way traffic is a bone simple 
approach that doesn't require anybody to learn a 
new way of doing things, just remembering that 

Oh, holy crap, gotta look north for oncoming 
cars as a ped! I think this is more likely to slow 
speeds, because going down the hill heading 

north is so easy for people to pick up steam, but 
if there's cars coming at you in the other lane, I 
think you are more likely to slow down because 
of that than you are because of the bicycle lane. 

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

I did not follow this super close, but I get the 
general idea that this was handled  in a pretty 
decent way as far as outreach goes. I mean, 
hats off for holding the meetings out on the 

street. I did not go, but heard about them. Keep 
after this sort of thing. There will always be 

people who feel like they are left out, but that's 
not an excuse for not maintaining the effort. 

Thanks!

A is a superior plan.  Putting 2 way traffic on that 
section of Indiana Ave seems problematic given 
how many pedestrians are in the area.  It would 

add to confusion and create more chaos.

Not a good plan; not in favor of enacting 2 way 
traffic here. Create one lane of traffic plus bike lane. Create one lane of traffic plus bike lane. Create one lane of traffic plus bike lane. Create one lane of traffic plus bike lane. Create one lane of traffic plus bike lane. This is not a good plan. This is not a good plan. This is not a good plan. This is not a good plan. This is not a good plan. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Leaving Indiana a one way street seems safer 
for pedestrians than making it two way. In 

general, I think the roadway should be used for 
traveling- cars and bikes -  not for restaurants to 

expand onto the street. 

Taking away parking on Indiana is not in itself a 
particular problem if there can be additional 
parking nearby.  IU and Bloomington should 
work together to build a multi level parking 

garage on the lot/s facing Indiana. 

No comments 
Build a parking structure on that lot and do not 

allow parking on Indiana at all. Just 
loading/unloading

What is a raised crosswalk? If you mean the 
curb controlled walk as added on 3rd by but 

burger, it is a good idea - but please make sure 
the are well lit at night.  The crosswalks on 3rd 
are in between lights and it forms a dark patch 

just where you need the light. 

No comments No comments No comments this version should also have raised crosswalks No comments No comments No comments Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Making the bike and pedestrian paths safer is 
great and will encourage more people to use 
those options but we will never stop needing 
places to park cars.  IU takes up a lot of real 

estate for parking lots and they should step up 
and build a multi level garage on the big lot near 

the Law building to improve access for the 
downtown area as well as the University. 

This plan will create a serious traffic jab at the 
7th street intersection.  It already backs up from 
the Union to this corner when IU is in session.  

Do you plan to eliminate all parking between 3rd 
and Kirkwood?

This concept is even more unsafe than Concept 
A.  Please go sit at the Sample Gates and watch 

what students are doing when they cross 
Indiana.  They are looking at their phones 
discounting traffic now coming from two 

directions

Neither Use traffic calming techniques and make the 
speed limit 20 mph.

This looks like a very nice way to improve this 
street.  As someone who has worked across the 
street for 6 years, this would be much nicer for 

me

This doesn’t seem any better than what is there 
now. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

This is excellent. It buffers pedestrians from 
motorists on both sidewalks. It protects bicyclists 

who are otherwise safety afterthoughts for 
motorists here. It limits the total RoW width 

dedicated to motor vehicle throughput, which 
should be the lowest overall user mode here 

based on density and proximity to restaurants, 
housing, and campus. 

This is an improvement compared to current 
state, but not as safety-first as Concept A. The 

reason is, there is still a lot of RoW being 
dedicated to car throughput. Keeping the 

vehicular RoW down to 1-lane is the best way to 
ensure safe crossings for all users. Forgoing the 
physical barriers to protect cyclists also seems 

like a mistake. Cyclists, even in this proud 
bicycling town, are not treated well as shared 

lane users with cars. 

I am assuming this is already the case, but I 
highly recommend the intersections be "no right 

on red". 

This is the best place segment to remove 
parking spots and introduce temporary loading 

zones. Let's be real, people park in the middle of 
the travel lanes regularly to pick up their 

Starbucks and Buffalouies orders. This is illegal 
and dangerous and needs a design remedy. 

Cops can't be expected to address dangerous 
loading/unloading parking behaviors in a timely 
manner. This segments needs raised crossings 
just as badly as the Kirkwood-to-7th segment 

does  

Excellent use of vertical deflection. This is direly 
needed since motorists like to speed through 

crossings as possible. 

As with the last section, this looks great. 
Connecting to the 7-Line will be a boon for 

cycling access to IU and other nearby hot spots. 
No.

No physical protection for cyclists. I would only 
retain two lanes of vehicle travel if one of those 

was a dedicated bus lane. This is a high 
density, high demand area. We shouldn't let it fill 

up with cars willy nilly. 

No physical protection for cyclists. No physical protection for cyclists. No physical protection for cyclists. No physical protection for cyclists. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Thank you for addressing this ghastly road 
section! The proposals in Concept A would be a 

life saver for non-car road users. Scooters, 
bicyclists, walkers, skateboarders. This is utterly 
necessary as Indiana Ave is a gateway to IU, a 

heavily pedestrianized region. 

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.

So bus patrons will have to board and leave a 
bus by having to cross a bike lane? That sounds 

dangerous.
Neither

What if there wasn't street parking on Indiana as 
it passes adjacent to campus? The bike lanes 
could be on the west side of the street, busses 

could still stop on the east side, and vehicle 
traffic could still continue north in the lane that 
wasn't blocked by the bus. AND bus patrons 
don't have to deal with bike traffic! We'd lose, 

what, 15 parking spaces? If we're trying to make 
it safer for pedestrians and cyclists, seems like a 

small price to pay. And those businesses 
already have the advantage to being adjacent to 
campus; none of the students need to park a car 

to pick up a coffee, chicken strips, or a burrito.



I do not endorse any change to make Indiana 
Avenue anything other than one way north 

direction.

Again, I do not endorse any change to make 
Indiana avenue anything other than one way 

north direction.
Retain one way north direction only Retain one way north direction only Retain one way north direction One way north direction One way north direction Retain one way north direction Retain one way north direction Retain one way north direction One way north direction One way north direction Neither

The safety issue currently on Indiana avenue 
relates to speed and congestion. A two-way 

configuration is going to add to major congestion 
and will not, repeat, will NOT, result in increased 

safety. I am appalled that a two-way 
configuration is being considered. 

While I support bicycle use and safety, I'm 
amazed that serious consideration is being 
given to putting a bicycle lane on Indiana 

Avenue. 7th Street is a disaster. Why not have 
bicyclists use a nearby street that is less 

congested? The congestion again will be far 
worse with a two-way design, and including the 
bike lane will make use of Indiana Avenue worse 
for BOTH cars and bicyclists. The best course 

here is to leave Indiana Avenue alone except for 
addressing the speed issue.

Too Congested
Worse than Concept A.  Is leaving it as is not an 
option?  This option will be far less pedestrian 

friendly than it currently is or Concept A
Neither Leave it alone and save the money, if these are 

the best ideas that we have.

Neither
This would really help me on my morning 

commute. That may put me in the minority, but I 
know there are plenty of other folks who bike to 

campus each day

Ambivalent Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Not a big fan. I get stuck behind people that just 
stop (are they on their phone? asleep? 

confused? taking photos?) all the time. It's a 
very active street. Bicyclists don't always use 

the lanes for 7th Street for them, why would they 
use them here? Why not keep it with the two 

lanes and have the same pedestrian crosswalk 
system used at Moores Pike and Clarizz/Arbor 
Lane? It's push button and actively lights up 

when pedestrians use it. This way there are two 
lanes so buses can stop and people can pass 

them. If people stop on Indiana for random 
reasons (on phone, confused, taking photos, 

etc.) you can still go around them either on bike 
or car.

Not a big fan. I get stuck behind people that just 
stop (are they on their phone? asleep? 

confused? taking photos?) all the time. It's a 
very active street. Bicyclists don't always use 

the lanes for 7th Street for them, why would they 
use them here? Why not keep it with the two 

lanes and have the same pedestrian crosswalk 
system used at Moores Pike and Clarizz/Arbor 
Lane? It's push button and actively lights up 

when pedestrians use it. This way there are two 
lanes so buses can stop and people can pass 

them. If people stop on Indiana for random 
reasons (on phone, confused, taking photos, 

etc.) you can still go around them either on bike 
or car.

Neither

Not a big fan. I get stuck behind people that just 
stop (are they on their phone? asleep? 

confused? taking photos?) all the time. It's a 
very active street. Bicyclists don't always use 

the lanes for 7th Street for them, why would they 
use them here? Why not keep it with the two 

lanes and have the same pedestrian crosswalk 
system used at Moores Pike and Clarizz/Arbor 
Lane? It's push button and actively lights up 

when pedestrians use it. This way there are two 
lanes so buses can stop and people can pass 

them. If people stop on Indiana for random 
reasons (on phone, confused, taking photos, 

etc.) you can still go around them either on bike 
or car.

Indiana Avenue gets backed up due to buses 
and pedestrians crossing, especially at the 

intersection of Indiana and Kirkwood. I think the 
most reasonable solution to keep traffic flowing 
in this area would be to install a traffic light at 

Indiana and Kirkwood. I think ride share 
companies and taxis should be prohibited from 

dropping off and picking up passengers on 
Indiana between 3rd and 7th Streets.

See feedback for Concept A. Neither See feedback for Concept A

Love protected bike lanes.  As a bicycle 
commuter, I feel the safest on the new 7th st. 

route.

Accidents will continue on this route with a mix 
of bike lanes and traffic.

3rd St. and Atwater can be vehicle 
expressways! Protected lanes would feel safer 

here.

This area can have lots of pedestrians, traffic 
turning, stopping, door dashing etc.  A protected 

lane here would feel much safer.  

This area is not as nerve wracking although 
pedestrians tend to cross wherever they feel 

here.  
Cars accelerate here that our heading north.

Before or after the bridge, I will often turn east to 
get on an adjacent road less traveled.  Indiana 

narrows at the bridge which can make it 
challenging with some cards

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane
I think some of the cycling specific lights like the 

7th st. corridor would be super helpful too.  
Thanks for helping with community safety!  

In general, the majority of traffic in Bloomington 
is vehicular, not bicycle. Reducing the number of 
lanes would hinder significantly more residents 

who drive, than help bicycle riders.

This idea could work, but would need to extend 
from 10th St to 2nd St. This would make 

Indiana/Henderson two way for the entire length 
of the street.

See above Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

The design is too tight and congested. Despite 
being born in Bloomington and attending IU, I've 

never seen cyclists regularly use any of the 
designated bike paths that have been built 

across our city.  I use to bike often but never 
needed the designated bike lanes to commute.  

The newly proposed design introduces a 
functional and practical South corridor, 
addressing a critical need for improved 

infrastructure.﻿

Have no input on this. No feedback No feedback No feedback
Indeed, this is the most logical solution to 

alleviate the southbound traffic from the north 
side of the campus. ﻿

Consider installing a streetlight on E 4th Street. I 
have repeatedly observed pedestrians narrowly 

avoiding vehicles due to poor visibility at this 
corner, particularly as it is a congested area with 

drivers frequently searching for parking.﻿

Looks good Looks good as well I like it Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

While I'm not overly worried about bicyclists, I 
believe scooters pose a greater danger. There 
needs to be more consideration regarding the 
regulation of scooter access and usage within 

city limits. ﻿

I think this concept is the better of the 2 and 
would generally help to make Bloomington a 

more non car friendly city 

As a frequent bike rider over the past 4 years in 
Bloomington, I feel much less safe in the bike 

lanes of this time and tend to avoid them. 
Nope Nope looks good Looks good to me Nope Nope Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept A is essentially the same as The 
Mutilation of 7th St, which resulted *decreased* 
safety for pedestrians, cyclists and cars.  I live 

on 7th St; as a pedestrian I now cross mid-block 
rather than risk becoming part of the frequent 

crashes at the intersections.  The removal of the 
stop signs at the cross streets encourages 
speeding, further decreasing overall safety.  

Even worse than Concept A. Neither Please learn from the many problems with the ill-
conceived 7th St project!  

Concept A is far more attractive, better for 
cyclists & pedestrians, AND would encourage 

business along the street to develop. This is my 
much preferred option

Just a road. Further, the street is already one-
way, why change it? Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

The illustrations are downloaded rather than 
displayed on the website. Once I understood 

this, no problem. You may wish to add a note to 
the Google Form page

Too much room for bicycle lanes and not 
enough for vehicle travel lanes.  Remember that 

this street carries buses, emergency vehicles 
and commercial vehicles.  Take a look at E. 3rd 

Street or 7th Street.  There is nobody using 
them during the summer and only a handful of 
bikers during the rest of the year (the 200 per 
day counts are clearly false).  This is a lot of 
project and $ investment for a problem that 

doesn't exist   

Probably the better option of A and B (but 
neither concept is really needed).  How are you 

going to account for on-street parking for the 
downtown businesses?  Delivery drivers? On-

street dining spots?  Ubers drop-offs and 
pickups?  

Receives minimal bicycle traffic and has 
excellent pedestrian facilities already in place.  

No need for this proposal.

On-street parking, delivery driver spaces and 
outdoor dining options for the businesses along 

this section?  I don't think the planners have 
adequately considered these 

options.....especially since they involve vehicles 
and not bicycles.  

Bicycle lane cannot be on Indiana University 
property?  Why not make a separate, 12' path 

along the eastside of Indiana Avenue for 
bicyclists and pedestrians?  The users would 

roughly be 99.9% Indiana University 
students.....why doesn't the university bring 

anything to the table here?  The burden (both 
financially and via infrastructure) are fully falling 
on the City of Bloomington and that is not right.  

Receives minimal bicycle traffic and has 
excellent pedestrian facilities already in place.  

No need for this proposal.

Receives minimal bicycle traffic and has 
excellent pedestrian facilities already in place.  

No need for this proposal.
Neither

Scrap this proposal entirely.  It's solving a 
problem that does not exist.  Add to that it's a 

very high bill to fix said non-existent problems.  
Use the funds instead to invest in needed public 
safety equipment and raises for 1st responder 

personnel.  If IU wants this project, let them pay 
for it and place it on their property.  

It will be a disaster for car access.  Traffic will be 
tied up all the way back to Smith.  Plus 

deliveries and bus stops will completely stop any 
car traffic

Same as A, this is a plan to prevent car traffic 
entirely because of the tie ups Neither A stop light on Indiana-Kirkwood would help the 

pedestrian/car conflicts

I strongly prefer a protected bike lane because 
"bike gutters" (painted, unprotected bike "lanes") 

do not protect cyclists as they allow drivers to 
still make contact with cyclists. To align itself 

with a sustainable, walkable city, 

Painted, unprotected bike lanes do not protect 
cyclists and are unsafe. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Not a wise choice for auto or bus traffic flow. Better overall for motor vehicles and bicycle 
traffic. Best choice. Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

Bloomington allows it's bicyclists to breech every 
conceivable rule on the book.  Or maybe there 
are NO RULES for them.   I want to see these 

rules enforced!  Part of sharing the road means 
that there should be no riding on sidewalks, no 

wrong way riding and no white lining and 
passing on the right.   I could list many other 
acts such as running stop signs and traffic 

signals but I think you get my point. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane LOTS OF TREES

This one is best as it prioritizes bikers and 
protects pedestrians

This one is not as good as we should have 
protected bike lanes Love protected bike lanes Love protected bike lanes Love protected bike lanes Love protected bike lanes Love protected bike lanes Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept A is much better as it protects 
pedestrians and bikers in an area with large 
amounts of both near IU’s campus. The only 

thing that could make it better is if Indy Ave was 
completely closed off to cars near sample gates 
and it was just bus and Bike traffic. Automobiles 
endanger students and pedestrians at such a 

busy intersection
guessing there's a typo here- says two way but 

s/b one way? keep it one way
two way is bad idea under any version, 

especially with added bike lane   one way! hope you get good ideas- none here no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas no new ideas Neither leave indiana as one way

I love this one most. The bike like appears to be 
more separated from the lanes of the traffic than 
in plan B which makes a huge difference. Love 

the raised crosswalks too!!

This one is alright. I don’t prefer the bike line on 
either side. But it’s nice to still see raised 

crosswalks.
Only that it could extend longer! ;) - - - - - - - - - Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane Love bike infrastructure just want more 

This section of Indiana St between  E 3rd and E 
6th st should be closed to all traffic except 

pedestrian traffic.
That implies that the length between Peoples 

Park and the Von Lee on Kirkwood may not be 
used. 

But it is possible to park at the Von Lee around 
the rear at E 6th street.

This thing with the bicycle curbed road area that 
is being presented:

I reference a fire truck right there. 

That curb in the middle of the road for a bike 
lane does not actually help in certain emergency 

situations. 

But if you leave Indiana St Between E 3rd and E 
6th the same EXCEPT that is a pedestrian only 

area then it "looks intelligent'. 

How to do that?

That is a question for fire truck drivers and/or 
Ambulance EMT drivers. 

But I think you have to deal with the gas station 
there. 

The stop light should be a three way stop on E 

You need to block the section between E 3rd 
and E 6th concerning Indiana.

That helps to solve this problem. 

Neither

This section of Indiana St between  E 3rd and E 
6th st should be closed to all traffic except 

pedestrian traffic.
That implies that the length between Peoples 

Park and the Von Lee on Kirkwood may not be 
used. 

But it is possible to park at the Von Lee around 
the rear at E 6th street.

This thing with the bicycle curbed road area that 
is being presented:

I reference a fire truck right there. 

That curb in the middle of the road for a bike 
lane does not actually help in certain emergency 

situations. 

But if you leave Indiana St Between E 3rd and E 
6th the same EXCEPT that is a pedestrian only 

area then it "looks intelligent'. 

How to do that?

That is a question for fire truck drivers and/or 
Ambulance EMT drivers. 

But I think you have to deal with the gas station 
there. 

The stop light should be a three way stop on E 

This is the solution for the future economic 
growth of the city and region

less safe and less attractive to bring people into 
the community- economic development Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Protected bike lanes are the future!  The 
unprotected lanes are a waste of the money 

spent on them as cars will drive and park in the 
area

I much prefer this option over B. Indiana is 
already a one way and we should leave it that 
way. It should definitely be designed in a way 

the supports the permanent closure of Kirkwood. 
Also, I would like to see rain gardens/ more 

progressive storm designs incorporated into this 
design. Potentially the trees could incorporate 

silva cells  

This does not support bicycle/pedestrian 
infrastructure very well and will be confusing for 
motorists and pedestrians. I would only support 
this if it were the only way to permanently close 

Kirkwood to motorists. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane



Added stop signs are a good idea, the two way 
bike lane is not; there is already too much traffic 

restriction on Indiana due to road width and 
parking issues. Bicyclists are if anything, less 

attentive than drivers in my experience, or more 
arrogant, and two way traffic will provide more 

opportunities for issues.

Again, added stop signs are an improvement; 
converting Indiana to two way, without 

addressing the parking issues inherent in the 
width of the road, will simple make an already 

existing issue a thousand times worse. Allowing 
businesses to encroach on the road for extra 
seating capacity is also a recipe for disaster, 
exhibiting extreme short sightedness as far as 

an already horrible parking issue and other 
basic safety concerns.

Leave it as it is. Leave it as it is, add stop signs at intersections 
that do not have them.

leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none. Eliminate business seating on 

sidewalk and in parking area.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none.

Leave it as it is, add stop signs to intersections 
that have none. Neither

Try educating the pedestrians and bicyclists to 
do simple things like look both ways, and don't 
assume others will see you and stop, or make 

room. Requires the least amount of expense and 
infrastructure modification, making it the 

cleanest alternative; However, since it does not 
fit in with the narrow niche idea that no one 

needs cars, it will never even be considered. 
Never mind about supplies for restaurants and 

businesses, or vehicles required to carry 
supplies and tools to maintain buildings and 
infrastructure; they can bring all that in by 

bicycle as well
I'm confused whether the traffic is two lanes or 
the bike lane is two ways. I think the bike lane 
needs to be two ways, they are going to ride it 

that way anyway and it stays one way for 
vehicular traffic. People also NEED to look 
before crossing the street. I see too many 

people on their cell phone, instead of watching 
traffic. It's not only the drivers job to see them, 
it's a pedestrians job to see the driver as well. 

It's everyone's job for safety of pedestrian, 
cyclist and driver. Stop signs are an opportunity 

for everyone to see what's going on around 
them before moving on

Going two way vehicular traffic will only increase 
the amount of traffic in the area, regardless of 

stop signs, since no one seems to be enforcing 
stopping at a stop sign or stop light. Slowing 

traffic and keeping it one way is the best way to 
ensure peoples safety. 

Enforce the stop signs and pedestrian cross 
walks. I go to other states and as soon as I'm at 
the curb waiting to cross ALL traffic stops for me 
to do so. I was so taken aback because I'm not 
used to it. Enforce the rules we have in place 

and people will comply.

I've been in communities with raised crosswalks. 
It made it VERY clear to drivers to slow down to 

protect the undercarriage of the car and that 
pedestrians were important too. People stopped. 

It was enforced.

Raised crosswalks are good for ALL high traffic 
areas and pedestrians. It will control the traffic 

pace.

I vote yes to raised crosswalks and preserve our 
walking culture, slow the vehicular traffic.

I do not think our one ways should be made into 
two way streets. That is not the answer for 
those that turn up one ways no matter how 

many times it happens. It's the drivers job to pay 
attention, not to rewrite the traffic laws.

Stop signs are great. Enforce them. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Will cause considerable congestion, especially 
when busses stop to pick up passengers.  

Increased danger for cyclists when busses stop 
and make right turns.

Will substantially increase the danger in the 
corridor for pedestrians.

Raised cross walk at Kirkwood makes more 
sense than at 6th.

Concern about interaction between bikes and 
busses/cars turning onto narrowed 7th Street. Neither

Focus on raised sidewalks at Kirkwood and 
maybe 6th.  The proposed solutions are likely to 
have significant consequences on businesses, 

safety, congestion and traffic diversion.

It's an improvement, but I think it will be a 
parking lot, slowing buses which should take 

priority over vehicles and pedestrians.  

I think this one will only cause more vehicle 
accidents as impatient drivers will try to get 

around buses.   

There was just work with bicycle infrastructure 
2nd/Henderson, what fits?  We are not doing the 

project in isolation.  It has to fit with a bigger 
picturer.   

Buses, buses, and buses, we need to ensure 
bus traffic flows is on time. Residents and 

students depend on making it to their destination 
on schedule. 

Neither

a 3rd option that keeps both lanes from 3rd 
street to Kirkwood that includes Speed Tables, 
Chicanes, narrowing lanes, raised crosswalks, 

enhanced landscapes, and better signage.  
Then North of Kirkwood creates the one-lane 
traffic.  This is a bus corridor that I feel will be 

hurt by both options, B more than A.  

I think this design is excellent. I have a few 
quibbles, but overall I like the amount of space 
dedicated to pedestrians, cyclists, and transit 

users

This would be an improvement over the current 
street design, but I still would not feel safe 

cycling on this street.

I think a leading signal for cyclists would make 
these intersections a lot more comfortable for 

them.

Removing street parking would give the city a lot 
more room to work with. This area is 

surrounding by parking lots and garages, so 
parking shouldn't be an issue

I like the bus platform and elevated crosswalks. I like the elevated crosswalks. I like the elevated crosswalks. I would not feel safe cycling here without some 
physical separation from cars.

Removing street parking would give the city a lot 
more room to work with. This area is 

surrounding by parking lots and garages, so 
parking shouldn't be an issue

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

The city should consider removing street 
parking along the corridor. That space could be 
used for the benefit of the community rather than 

storing personal property

As a bike rider this feels safest! Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Only note I have is that doing 2 Way with 2 Bike 
lanes will end up being more dangerous as 

cars/Ubers/etc. tend to see the extra lanes as an 
excuse to park or take them up which means 

bikes swerving in and out across four potential 
lanes  Thanks!

This is great for bikers but not everyone is a 
biker. 

I feel like this better meets the needs of all 
community members. Not everyone bikes where 

they need to go so with this option, bikers, 
pedestrians and drivers are accommodated. 

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

This is a great idea! The dedicated bike lane 
allows for multiple modes of safe transportation. 

The raised crosswalk focuses on the 
pedestrians safety. This arrangement will make 

this area much more accessible for all. 
Businesses are more likely to benefit from the 

foot and bike traffic  

This is not much improvement over the current 
situation. It is car centric, and will probably not 

improve the safety for pedestrians or vehicles. It 
functions like a highway rather than a city street 
and making it a two directional street is not likely 

to improve safety.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I'd note that pedestrians may cross at 6th Street 
in some numbers at times as it is the outlet from 

Dunn Meadow.

Please, please, please NO 2-WAY 
AUTOMOBILE TRAFFIC on Indiana. 

PEDESTRIAN DEATH!!!!

Glad to see Indiana stop at 4th St./Law School 
where pedestrians taking slanted path from 3rd 

St. may cross. 

I know a stop sign at every corner is a drag, but 
pedestrians do cross to and from Dunn Meadow. 

I don't know about 8th or above (my own walking 
patterns usually don't take me notrh of 7th)

Please no 2-way auto traffic on Indiana!!!!  
(comment stands for notion B in general, I can't 

see any justification for the extra 
difficulty/danger for foot traffic attempting to 

cross.

I suppose it does isolate the university a little -- 
place a barrier between students and the town, 
though to me that's bad symbolism. I'd rather 

see Bloomington be more, not less, welcoming 
to the IU population.  My opinion anyway (in this 
respect Sample Gate was not so good an idea 

either -- I remember the continuation of 
Kirkwood onto camupus before it was built -- tho 

increasing traffic probably made it necessary. 
But the gate itself I assume is on the University, 

not the city.)

Similar comments on 2-way auto traffic 
throughout Plan B. Please, no, no, no, no, no!!!! ditto Here too, though the Isolate the University 

symbolism no longer might apply. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Lots of bikes from 2 directions could be a 
problem if it becomes over-crowded, but even 
then would probably be only at limited "rush 

hour" times. 

Neither

Narrowing the roadway, as proposed in these 
plans, will unduly block traffic on this busy 
street. The area in question is necessarily 

congested and hence the situation is inherently 
dangerous, but the two solutions proposed 

would be more disruptive and expensive than 
necessary, in my view. Looking at the accident 

map, and being familiar with the situation on 
Indiana Avenue, I suggest simple remedies be 
tried. Leave the street one-way as it is. Install 
traffic lights at the Kirkwood and the Seventh 
Street intersections to control vehicular and 

pedestrian flow. Install well-marked (and 
perhaps raised) pedestrian crosswalks as called 

for in Plan B, along with yield-to-pedestrian 
signage and better street lighting. I would 
suggest that these changes, simple and 
inexpensive compared to what is being 

proposed, would go a long way toward meeting 
the city's safety goals without the need for the 

excessive and disruptive changes being 
proposed. Then maybe the city could use some 
of the money saved to repair its decaying streets. 

yes eliminate parking in that section to allow 2 
car lanes and 1 bike lane Neither

I love concept A as a person who bikes that road 
frequently. It definitely it is appropriate if 

Kirkwood is to remain open. I love the dining as 
well as the restaurants on Indiana definitely 

need that extra space. 

I think this concept only works if Kirkwood is to 
be closed. Using this will make the food 

deliveries, buses, bikers, and restaurants in a 
huge disadvantage. Dunn already goes the 

other way that indiana does so adding this extra 
lane would not be very beneficial for flow. 

Yes! It already is a bike friendly area farther 
down it makes sense to continue it. 

As stated before this makes the most sense for 
the businesses, bike riders, busses, and anyone 

else who want to be in that area. 

To have this to remain a one way definitely 
depends on what occurs with kirkwood. Dunn 
already does what an additional lane would 
accomplish but adding a bike lane/bus lane 

would be huge for flow 

I don't have much preference for this area but to 
continue with a one way does help with getting 

people out of campus and to the stadium 
effectively. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

PROS
I liked that Concept A uses a one one-way lane 
for motor vehicles to provide room for the other 
street needs. This concept clearly defines the 

modes of transportation and where they should 
operate. The bicycles are protected from cars 

that take up the shoulder; pedestrians are 
protected from bicycles on sidewalks. 

Additionally, the outdoor seating is brilliant! It 
feels more like a proper avenue that you'd find in 
European cities (e.g. Madrid or Barcelona). This 

falls right in line with the culture of Downtown 
Bloomington/Kirkwood being a walkable part of 
town that people want to sit down and spend 

time in.

CONS
I worry that allowing this area to be traversed by 
personal vehicles does *not* solve the problem 
of safety here. I'd greatly prefer the lane be a 

bus-only and service-vehicle-only lane. It would 
make buses and city vehicles more efficient, 

while prioritising the aforementioned pedestrian 
nature of downtown and overall safety (the cars 

always seem to be going too quickly down 
Indiana Ave). 

Pedestrians and bicycles that walk through 
Sample Gates into Downtown *must* use these 
crossings, and I think they should be the priority, 
since they're the most vulnerable. A good deal of 
the cars are through-traffic and do *not* have to 

be using that intersection

PROS
The two motor vehicle lanes can obviously 

handle more traffic load, and I appreciate that 
the bike lanes in the second diagram are 

mapped to the side of the road that suggests 
their direction (i.e. use right lane to go straight). 

CONS
Referencing the first image, combining bike 

traffic with personal vehicle traffic is certainly 
unsafe. I personally would never ride a bike on 
this road, and I've talked to many people who 
agree. Combined car-and-bike lanes actively 

deter people from using bikes and pushes them 
to use their cars for mere safety reasons. 

(Shouldn't we be promoting the reduction of 
traffic?) Additionally from a user experience 
perspective, even with bike markings in the 
lanes, one still would describe this street as 

designed for cars. Many wouldn't consider using 
bikes on this street because there's no 

dedicated lane for them. If this were not Indiana 
Ave, I might be more open to this design; 
however, it doesn't feel like this design is 

targeting the key design issues of the area. 

I like concept A as-is for this section. I think my 
note about bus-only lanes is only applicable 

along the length of the campus-Kirkwood 
"border" perhaps. Here, it is important that we 

allow pedestrian cars to access 3rd St. As 
stated in the above notes, I think it still holds that 

this section of road would benefit from a one-
way design and prioritise bicycle traffic.

This is exactly where I think we should have the 
bus-only lanes. Cars are free to utilise parking 
lot access by way of 3rd to Grant or Lincoln. 

These businesses could benefit greatly from the 
dedicating dining boxes, and bike traffic to 
Kirkwood and campus would be safe. This 
region would have less traffic and make the 
crosswalks at Kirkwood Ave and 4th St a lot 

safer for pedestrians.

Between Kirkwood Ave and 7th Ave, I still 
support concept A with a bus- and service-

vehicle-only lane... no personal-vehicle traffic 
allowed. This might mean you could also shift 

the bus platform to the other side of the street, if 
it would be in the way of bike traffic. (Busses 
would only be blocking other city vehicles and 

buses.) This also effectively eliminates the need 
for a 6th St. outlet onto Indiana unless needed 
for bus/city service. The parking lots would just 

outlet onto 6th St, with service to Dunn or Grant. 
7th St traffic flow remains unchanged. 

The mockup as-is makes total sense. Allow 
personal vehicles from 7th St to go northward, 
but still keep it a one-lane one-way. The traffic 

on Indiana Ave. has been reduced as a result of 
the bus-only lane, so only one lane of motor 
vehicle traffic north of 7th St will likely suffice.

Same as between 7th St. and 9th St. Keep 
designs as is! Allow personal vehicles.

As previously stated, I don't think a two lane 
road helps target the design areas of safety and 
efficiency. Honestly, this actually might make it 
worse than it already is... bc currently we don't 

have south-bound traffic on Indiana Ave 
currently, and this design allows for it.

Same as above. I don't think a two lane road 
helps target the design areas of safety and 

efficiency.

Same as above. I don't think a two lane road 
helps target the design areas of safety and 

efficiency.

Same as above. I don't think a two lane road 
helps target the design areas of safety and 

efficiency.

Same as above. I don't think a two lane road 
helps target the design areas of safety and 

efficiency.
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I prefer A, with the aforementioned changes. In 
summary, I would entirely agree with A if the one-
way motor traffic between 3rd and 7th St. were 
restricted to only buses and other city vehicles. 

The other aspects of A are very strong and 
provide concrete solutions to the existing issues.

I think the placement of the bus platform should 
be moved Sample gates is the main entry for the 

University and the site of many pictures for 
students and their families...not a place where a 

large loud bus should ba picking up and 
dropping people off

I do not think you should convert the road to a 
two way road ..changing the road to two way will 
lead to more accidents and fatalities as folks on 
bikes or walking will have to look both ways to 

cross streets

why is the bike lane on the left side instead of 
the right side

the bike lane should be on the right side of the 
street

the bike lane should be on the right side of the 
street

the bike lane should be on the right side of the 
street

the bike lane should be on the right side of the 
street

the street should not be converted to a two way 
street

the street should not be converted to a two way 
street

the street should not be converted to a two way 
street

the street should not be converted to a two way 
street

the street should not be converted to a two way 
street Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

 I do not think you need a two way bike lane I 
think a one way bike lane is sufficient for the 

amount of bike traffic for that corridor

The most important attribute of this design is the 
two-way PBL along campus. We have seen 
through experience that adjacent to campus, 

striped bike lanes are frequently used for drop-
off/pick-up parking with impunity. This causes 
crashes and increases the risk of death and 

serious injury for all users (but especially 
bicyclists) relative to a street with PBLs—directly 
counter to the city's codified goal of zero deaths 
by 2039, which was cited as part of the impetus 

for this project. Another major benefit is the 
southbound connectivity for bicyclists from 3rd 

St., which is currently a difficult direction of 
travel to navigate as a bicyclist. Shorter street 
crossing distances for pedestrians and raised 
crossings to enhance pedestrian safety and 
comfort are great too, although pedestrian 

safety risks (at least perceived risk as noted by 
survey participants) is a much less severe issue 

that bicyclist safety on this corridor. Finally, 
fewer drive lanes minimize the opportunities for 

crashes as well.

While I appreciate the two-way connectivity, we 
could consider converting Dunn St. to two-way 
instead without incurring the negative safety 

attributes of Concept B. I'm concerned about the 
choice of sharrows between 3rd and Kirkwood, 
which are not responsive to the safety risks and 

discomfort communicated by residents in the 
early stages of this project (survey noting that 
2/3 of bicyclists feel unsafe or very unsafe on 

the corridor). Regarding the bike lanes between 
Kirkwood and 7th, it's very well established from 
our past decade of experience on 3rd St. south 
of campus that people will frequently pull over 

and park in non-protected bike lanes along 
campus in order to pick up and drop off 

passengers. This creates an very unsafe 
environment on the street (with corresponding 
crashes), especially for vulnerable roadway 

users like bicyclists. No matter how much green 
paint or signage is used, we can be certain that 
this behavior will occur. We also saw it on 7th 
St. (prior to the 7-line's construction) and still 

see it on Woodlawn, 10th, Fee, etc. This 
particular issue is one of the primary safety-

related complaints and concerns I've heard from 
constituents throughout my council service, and 

again, the design does not seem to be 
responsive to what residents have shared.

Adding southbound bicycle connectivity from 3rd 
St. to Smith Ave. is a terrific and much-needed 

improvement. I've heard frustrations from 
constituents about the difficulty of southbound 

bicyclist connectivity in this area (and also 
experienced it myself in a former commute 

pattern). Also, it's a little difficult to tell from the 
aerial, but the transition from a two-way bike 

lane on the west side of the corridor to the east 
side of the corridor (at Smith & Henderson) is an 
area of some concern. An AWS or other design 

may be needed to minimize bicyclist and 
motorist conflict at that point. (Though I agree 
that a transition to the east side of the corridor 

heading north to campus makes sense.)

A protected bike lane here is very important to 
prevent motorists from driving and parking in the 

bike lane (as regularly seen all over campus, 
including 3rd St. and 7th St. until we added 
PBLs). Also, a raised pedestrian crossing 

(across the bike lane) or other demarcation for 
transit loading may be helpful to manage 

potential conflict points.

A protected bike lane here is very important to 
prevent motorists from driving and parking in the 

bike lane (as regularly seen all over campus, 
including 3rd St. and 7th St. until we added 

PBLs).

No No
I worry about cars driving in the bicycle lane and 

the relatively lower-comfort facility along this 
stretch.

I'm worried about the use of sharrows as a sub-
par facility for bicyclist safety, especially given 
the 2/3 majority of bicyclists who currently feel 
safe or very unsafe on the corridor. Another 

option would be to at least include striped bike 
lanes on this portion of the corridor (still not as 

good as a PBL, especially along campus due to 
pick-up/drop-off in striped bike lanes). While that 
would entail eliminating on-street parking, other 
on-street parking exists on adjacent streets as 
well as a city-owned surface lot a block away. 
Additionally, most survey respondents noted 

they do not utilize parking on this corridor. 

I think it is virtually certain—based on well-
documented local experience—that the bike 

lanes between Kirkwood and 7th St. (especially 
on the east side of the street) will be used for 

drop-off / pick-up parking, endangering all street 
users and especially bicyclists.

While striped bike lanes are not fully living up to 
our goals to provide high-comfort, all ages & 
abilities infrastructure, I am less concerned 

about the risks posed to bicyclists here than I 
am along campus.

Same as prior comment for the two blocks to the 
south. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I think enhancing two-way connectivity in this 
area is desirable, but not at the expense of 

safety. Thus, I think Option A is the clear choice 
that is responsive to resident input solicited for 

this project. However, I think Dunn St. could 
quite easily be converted to a two-way (for 
motor vehicles) street, granting many of the 

same benefits of a hypothetical Indiana two-way 
conversion. Additionally, if Option A is pursued, 
the northbound motor vehicle lane will of course 
entail transit stops—this may functionally nudge 
more traffic to use alternatives, and a two-way 
Dunn St. (from 3rd to 10th) would be a great 

new northbound option in this case. 

I prefer the concept that retains the one-way  
street and adds a bike lane. to me this is the 
safest one because ther is so much foot and 
bicycle traffic on and crossing Indiana Ave

I had a hard time seeing this one but if ifis the 
one that makes Indiana Ave 2 way I oppose it. 
THere is way too much activity on Indiana and 

cross streets for this to be safe

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane



Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

The difference between the two seems to be 
mostly paint, and a few of the small barriers like 

there are on 3rd Street. I prefer the small 
barriers; but I hope the city is thinking about the 

future of Dunn Street as well. I recommend 
closing Dunn and Kirkwood to car traffic and 
making it into a Barcelona-style superblock. 

Doing this would require that Indiana have two-
way traffic on it

I love it. I wish we had more protected bike lanes 
and I think putting one on this street would 

reduce traffic, increase biker safety, and act as 
a testament for our commitment to  encouraging 

alternative travel.

I would need an explanation on how a two way 
street concept improves safety. Upon first 

glance and imagining it, it seems it would just 
increase the amount of traffic pedestrians have 

to look our for when crossing that area. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane
Adding speed bumbs along thesew routes may 

reduce speed of drivers and encourage 
alternative routes.

I like the idea of increasing bike lanes. Reducing 
the number of car lanes should make crossing 

the street safer for pedestrians.

Two way traffic seems like it would increase the 
number of pedestrian/car conflicts. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I really like this option. I bike near campus 
frequently, so the bike lane is very appealing.  I 

also like the option for dining sheds

While I am glad to still see the dining shed in this 
option, I would not feel safe biking on Indiana 

Ave under this option
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I prefer this concept to one in which traffic flows 
two ways. I use this section of road on a daily 

basis, either driving or as a pedestrian.  I would 
agree that as it currently stands, the intersection 

is confusing for drivers and pedestrians alike 
(many of the latter not paying attention as they 
are traveling to and from campus).  As a city, I 
would like to see pedestrian and bicycle usage 

prioritized above cars. A slight delay in driving is 
preferable to someone being hit with a car. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2022/11/27/upshot/roa
d-deaths-pedestrians-cyclists.html 

I really hate dual use lanes for cars/vehicles. 
Cars don't understand them and do not respect 
the rights of cyclists. I think this concept would 

be confusing for all and would not help the 
incidences of bicyclists and pedestrians being 

hit by cars. 

I would like to see the bicycle lane extended 
from South of Smith to the Stoplight. Often at 

this exchange, cars dangerously change lanes 
without regard to pedestrians or bicyclists. 

This is the section that experiences the most 
traffic, and, in my experience, the only back-ups 
and the most aggressive driving. I think for this 
to function well, there should not be allowed 

drop-offs during certain times of day, and that 
includes by buses and apartment buses. When 
they stop, they hold up traffic, which frustrates 

drivers and results in aggressive behaviors. 

Again - going down to one-lane with a bicycle 
lane would be the safest here. I find that the 

intersection at 7th can be confusing to drivers. 
Having only one lane of cars to navigate the 

intersection would be much preferable, than two 
cars who arrive at the intersection at different 

times and who must also navigate the other two 
stops, as well as the bicycle crossing. It's too 

confusing. Traffic going in two directions would 
really cause havoc. Please don't do it. 

I drive this section frequently, and very rarely 
encounter other traffic or any back-ups. This, 
however, is where I see the most aggressive 
driving from individuals frustrated by delays 

between 3rd and Kirkwood, and the frustration 
of traveling through the intersection at 7th street. 

see above. This is a bad and dangerous idea. 
This is going to cause more confusing for 

pedestrians and be dangerous for the large 
number of students who commute by bicycle. 

I think the intersections at kirkwood and 7th 
would be more confusing with two way traffic, 

and not as safe as Concept A
see above see above Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I hope the city will review the literature on 
protecting bicyclists and pedestrians as a 

primary basis for road planning. I think whatever 
federally produced municipal guides the city 

currently relies on is outdated and car-forward. I 
am not anti-cars. I drive everywhere. But the city 

needs to prioritize the safety of pedestrians, 
particularly since the vans and SUVs that most 

people drive are far more dangerous to 
pedestrian safety.  

https://www.nytimes.com/2022/11/27/upshot/roa
d-deaths-pedestrians-cyclists.html

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I really love the protected bike lanes. Based on 
safety, bicyclists need physical protection from 
cars. This is true everywhere, but potentially 

more important adjacent to campus, where we 
have a very big problem with cars parking in 

painted bike lanes. I also like that in this case, 
Concept A decreases the crossing distance for 

pedestrians being in front of cars.

Painted bike lanes won’t provide sufficient 
safety for bicyclists. 

I think bicyclists and pedestrians should have 
their own traffic light here. 

I would want to make sure it is easy for bicyclists 
to cross from the bike lane to Kirkwood (and 
other cross streets, but this one seems used 

most, along with 4th and 7th). 

This looks scary to me. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I prefer adding a two-way bike lane and keeping 
auto traffic one-directional. This area of town 

especially is heavily frequented by cyclists and 
pedestrians, so providing additional, safer zones 

dedicated to cyclists would provide far more 
benefit than the added hazards of two-way auto 

traffic.

If converted to two lanes, one or both of these 
intersections would greatly benefit from being 

changed to roundabouts and/or stoplights rather 
than stop signs. This is an area of heavy traffic 
congestion and often results in vehicles stopped 
in the middle of the intersections which further 
exacerbates the issue. Two-way auto traffic 

funneling through two all-way stops in very close 
proximity to each other would make it even 

worse.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

The protected two-way bike lanes would 
promise the easiest adoption as the downtown 
traffic is based on one-way street traffic. I would 

recommend removing the street parking and 
keep two lanes of traffic to avoid major 

congestion. 

The option to remove the already limited street 
parking for clearly marked bike lanes is very 

promising and would make me feel safer 
traveling. Integrated bike lanes with vehicle 

traffic can get overly congested impatient drivers 
that "get stuck" behind a biker. 

With this portion being so close tothe other 
protected bike lanes on Henderson, will there be 
a plan to guide bike traffic from the other side of 

the street? 

Adding a stop sign for traffic headed north at 6th 
Street could limit some of the pedestrian traffic 

confusion when crossing to Dunn Meadow. 

Adding a stop sign for traffic headed north at 6th 
Street could limit some of the pedestrian traffic 

confusion when crossing to Dunn Meadow. 
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

While I can see that concept B could pose a 
quicker and potential cheaper installation, 

concept A would provide a higher feeling of 
safety for pedestrian traffic. 

If I had to ride a bike, I would greatly prefer a 
protected path. Losing 1 of 2 driving lanes 
doesn't seem so bad, just don't make the 

remaining one very narrow

I think having 2 lanes of traffic just gives more 
chances of a pedestrian being hit. Pedestrians 
would need to look both ways and there would 

be overall more traffic

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

This is a great concept for the area. It gives 
flexibility to businesses for patio space or 

parking, it provides a safer environment for 
cyclist. My hope for the city is to build bike 

infrastructure sufficient enough where it feels 
safe for my children to bike around town with 

their friend unsupervised like I experienced as a 
child. I strongly prefer keeping the one way 

since it makes interactions/conflicts between 
cyclist and motorist more predictable. 

One more observation about protected bike 
lanes in general. I have seen disabled neighbors 

utilize their wheelchairs in these lanes. I think 
that's a major benefit to that portion of our 

community to not have to worry about getting hit 
by a car whilst they utilize the bike lanes instead 

of the car lanes.

My concern for this design is that it will create 
more conflicts between cyclist and drivers not 
less; especially for the Kirkwood to 6th street 

section. Just having painted lanes on each side 
for cyclist means they are less predictable for 

drivers and drivers are typically less attentive to 
cyclist. 

Design A would flow wonderfully in this section 
since we already have dedicated bike lanes 

starting on Henderson at this point. It would be a 
smooth sensible transition. It would also be nice 
to finally be able to take a left turn (southbound) 

from 3rd street whilst on a bike.

I'm glad the concept has the patio and parking 
as well as the biking lanes. I prefer the biking 

lanes on the campus side of Indiana in the 
concept to make sure there are no (or extremely 
minimal) chances of a cyclist getting hit by a car 

as someone exits the vehicle.

Even driving down the street it always feels too 
wide / underutilized when driving. Giving the 

extra space for cyclist/students/disabled 
neighbors. I would think the protected lanes 
would be a good transition into the already 

created separated lanes on 7th street. A bus 
platform on Indiana will make a great addition to 

the area! Allowing motorist to go through 3rd 
without worrying about the bust stops for 

students.

The protected lanes would be nice to have for 
future bike infrastructure in the northern areas 
since there is a high student population that 

could use the bike lanes.

The protected lanes would be nice to have for 
future bike infrastructure in the northern areas 
since there is a high student population that 

could use the bike lanes.

I dislike making this section a 2-way. It creates 
many new conflicts especially since cyclist will 
be changing sides of the road when they cross 
Atwater. There are already a lot of unexpected 

driver behavior at 3rd and Indiana and this 
would probably exacerbate the situation.

The bike lanes next to businesses would create 
some potential conflicts. I would fear some 

cyclist getting hit by car doors while they ride.

The two bike lanes might make it easier for 
cyclist to cross but I would expect motorist to 

have more stress dealing with the extra potential 
conflicts.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I'm not sure if the concept has any "Bike Boxes" 
but these are small painted dedicated turning 

spots for cyclist. This would be most beneficial 
for concept B if that is decided. 

I would also like to recommend investigating 
using sensors to detect cyclist movement to 

adjust signals. These improvements have been 
noted to improve driver and cyclist experiences 

on the road.

I am a cyclist and like this option. Keep Indiana 
Ave one way with bike lanes. No, no, no! Not 2 lane traffic, please!

Indiana Avenue has been 1way for too long to 
change. There will be MORE accidents there, 

not fewer  for years  
Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I would love to use protected bike lanes through 
this area and anywhere in town the city would 

be willing to invest in them

I prefer one way (instead of two way) because it 
is simpler and easier for pedestrians to track 
traffic and for drivers to pay attention to street 

crossers! Best is bike lanes though.

Magnificent Ideal Links with 7th St bike lane! Thank you for thinking about the environment 
and the safety of cyclists and all people in traffic! Great! There are sooo many car roads and so few bike 

roads Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Please consider working with IDOT to make 446 
between Moore’s Pike and East 3rd safer for 

pedestrians and cyclists as well as local 
residents who are driving slowly enough to enter 

their neighborhoods. It’s not a freeway to the 
lake  Thank you for everything!

Great design. Helps needed protected bike lanes

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Is there a text description of what's being 
proposed and why?  All I see are the mock-ups 
but no clear explanation of what problem you're 
trying to address.  Indiana has been one way for 
many decades.  How would making it two-way 
address safety concerns?  Are there people 

driving the wrong way and thus causing safety 
issues and this would fix that?  Or is the safety 

concern more with bicycles?  I've biked that 
stretch many times and don't recall feeling 
unsafe, but obviously something must've 

happened on Indiana Ave. at some point that 
created the safety concern, so it would be good 

to have an understanding of the perceived 
problem and the way each proposed solution 

addresses that.

This is the best concept. I hate this concept. I love this. I love this. I love this. I love this. I love this. This is dangerous for cyclists and motorists. This is dangerous for cyclists and motorists. This is dangerous for cyclists and motorists. This is dangerous for cyclists and motorists. This is dangerous for cyclists and motorists. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane
Extend the protected bikelane all the way up to 

Evolve to increase the protected bikelanes 
usage massively

I think keeping it a one-way and adding a bike 
lane would be beneficial. I hope we can maintain 

the two lanes so traffic doesn't get worse. 

I think changing Indiana Ave. to a two-way street 
would cause a bunch of accidents/running stop 

signs since people are used to the one way. 
This could also create more traffic considering 
there are bus stops by Kirkwood and Indiana 

Ave which would block the whole lane of traffic.

Just add a bike lane if necessary. 

Maybe add flashing stop signs, people run these 
all the time. Maybe add something to prevent 

bikers from constantly messing with the flow of 
cars + pedestrians. 

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Please make bike lanes clearer because I see 
people drive into them all the time. Maybe make 
the boundary/median taller?? I like the idea of 

raised crosswalks to draw attention to 
pedestrian crossings. Add more one way 

signage or do not enter signs. I'm not opposed 
to it just staying the same!! Hopefully finishing 
up before school starts since that's a popular 

road  

This is my preferred concept based on the 
narrowing of the streetscape using trees, curbs, 
and protected bike infrastructure. The downtown 
area thrives when it's more pedestrian-friendly. 

The shared car/bus/bike lanes is a workable 
idea. As a bike commuter, I would need to pay 
additional attention to parked cars and sight 

lines to avoid getting doored.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Raised crosswalks at the intersections would be 
a physical reminder to cars to slow down. This 
would reduce the risk of injury to pedestrians, 

people with disabilities, and cyclists.

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I was repetitive in my answers above to highlight 
the usefulness of physical reminders to drivers 
to slow down. Posted speed limit signs are less 
effective at reducing speed-related accidents 
than thoughtful street design. Curb bumpouts, 
raised crosswalks (not elevated), and trees all 

help protect less powerful modes of 
transportation.

Indiana should stay a one way. Bike Lanes are 
too large. Traffic is too great for a single lane. 

How is EMS to get around cars?
Neither

Indiana should stay a one way, and the bike 
lanes are too large. They will not be used 

enough to justify the size. Look at the bicycle 
traffic on 6th street. The city put in oversized 

bike lanes, and they are rarely used. Causing a 
headache for the overwhelming majority in order 

to accommodate a very small minority a huge 
mistake. The traffic on Indiana is too great to 

take it down to one lane. It would be a nightmare 
for EMS. You will also be taking out a lot of 

parking spaces. You need to add an additional 
garage.

See response at end of survey. See response at end of survey. Add raised crosswalks. Add raised crosswalks. Add raised crosswalks at all intersections. Add Raised crosswalks going all directions at 
7th.  Keep the raised crosswalks at 9th. Add raised crosswalks at both intersections in all 

directions. Add raised crosswalks . Add raised crosswalks at all intersections. Keep the raised crosswalks! Neither

Prefer one-way street with ONE protected one-
way bike lane.  Bikes need to follow the same 
rules as cars, and go the same directions as 

cars.   Bike lane SHOULD NOT be as large as 
the car lane, as on 7th Street!   Prefer raised 

walkways over as many intersections as 
possible, throughout the route.   PLEASE…..no 

more traffic signals!  
As someone who bikes downtown, this options 

seems safer to me Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion
I like the safety of the physical buffer, especially 

when riding next to buses Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I like the raised cross walks. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Adding a two-way bike path creates the same 
dangerous issues we have on 7th Street I do not this have two-way traffic is a safe option Neither

Leave vehicle traffic as 2 lanes one way north. 
Add a wide bike/pedestrian path along east side 

of Indiana (something like the b-line) 

Have you analyzed the use of the bi-directional 
use of a bike lane?  Seems foolish and 

continued to be dangerous to me.  I am an avid 
cyclist - keep bike flow the same direction as 

traffic flow, even with medians (and a narrower 
spot for bicycles).   If cyclists want to go the 

other direction, as with cars, they should find a 
one-way road or bike path/lane that goes in the 

direction they want to go.  There is so much 
cycling infrastructure, but not much use.  

The changes along Ballantine Rd. should more 
safely allow cyclists to move south.

Unbelievably stupid.   Her the strategy to calm 
traffic is to create traffic jams?  Trucks stop with 
deliveries all the time for the businesses along 

Indiana Ave. 

Drive this a lot.  It seems safe w/o any other 
mods.

Is fine, keep as is.  If you are going to do 
anything, a traffic light at Kirkwood would make 
things safer.  That's it for the whole stretch that 

you are considering.

Fine as is. Fine as is. Fine as is. So stupid. Ditto Ditto Ditto Ditto Unsure Concept C: retain one-way, narrower one-way 
bike lane.



Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion

Bicycle riders are a very small but vocal 
percentage of the population of Bloomington. 
There is not a need for every street to have 
bicycle lanes. I definitely do not want to see 

another safety hazard like the cement blockade 
on 7th Street  

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Unsure

Because I am not a traffic engineer, it's difficult 
for me to evaluate the impact of essentially 

changing from one-way to 2-way (setting aside 
the bike lanes which I support). Traffic on 

Indiana (with the current 2 lanes) can often be 
congested between 3rd and 6th so I'm 

concerned that decreasing it to one, one-way 
street will make that worse. However, leaving it 
as a one-way street feels to me like it is safer for 
both bikers and pedestrians. I do tend to support 

keeping it a one-way street but still have 
concerns about traffic back-up.

Neither

Neither of your ideas improves things on a major 
thoroughfare. If you want to move traffic 

smoothly, do not squeeze traffic to a single lane. 
Leave Dunn and Indiana as they are EXCEPT 
(for Indiana) add a stoplight at Kirkwood, put in 

crosswalk “bumps” at Kirkwood to keep traffic at 
a reasonable pace and funnel pedestrians to 

limited crosswalk options. Other than enforcing 
traffic rules for cyclists, I don’t know what you 

can do about them. DO NOT make travel 
through this area more challenging by creating a 

bottleneck. DO NOT add all sorts of visual 
distractions. They will only increase risk. 

This is my preferred plan. Providing a 2-way 
bicycle corridor which also helps buffer 

pedestrians. I preserves the current auto traffic 
essentially undisturbed. 

This plan encourages bicycles and cars to cross 
each others paths at various intersections. 

Pedestrians crossing Indiana Ave will have to 
watch two corridors of traffic on each side of the 

rode and each corridor having two general 
speeds. Again this makes crossing the street 

inherently more complicated and therefore more 
dangerous  

A way should be provided for bicycles to trigger 
the lights for crossing.

Start working on plans to put in a two-way 
bicycle corridor on 10th St on the south side of 

the road. 
Cross traffic collisions will increase with this plan. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

Some benefits / excitement about: great bike 
loop completion between 3rd and 7th, could 

divert through traffic demand / encourage local 
trips, great reduction in design speed along 

corridor, great reduction of friction to 
pedestrians crossing corridor with some concern 

for bike speeds | Some concerns about: bus 
bottlenecks or service speed issues, space for 

large vehicles to navigate safely, event / 
business loading and unloading, wondering if so 
much space for bikes outpaces demand, would 

separation of bike traffic be preferable to not 
cram so much into one space?

Compared to Concept A, generally the same 
benefits with less strong bike loop, speed 

reduction, and pedestrian ease from one-way 
traffic | less concerns about: bus bottleneck, 
vehicle space, event / loading space, more 
versatile temporary space modifications, 

reduced bike speeds with option to take over 
vehicle lane

Some concern on collision / conflict risk at high 
speed and short visual lead up to Atwater 

junction - calming of the 2 one-way pairs might 
calm everything else downstream, some 

concern with IU Garage entrance and exist 
conflict zone

Seems like the easiest  / calmest portion already 
and easy to bike on - the approach to Kirkwood / 

Sample Gates may benefit from something to 
slow down cyclists in a high traffic pedestrian 

zone

Currently a fast section that delays pedestrians 
wanting to go across corridor and with plenty of 

demand from Dunn Meadow events, would 
benefit from any speed reduction, may also still 

warrant slower / caution from bikes, bus platform 
makes sense to be placed after junction but 
some concern on conflict between boarding / 

deboarding passengers and cyclists but 
alleviated if fencing and raised platform funnels 

traffic

Fast section with less pedestrian crossings that 
may benefit from faster bikeway

One-way to two-way transition of Indiana at 
higher speed 10th street corridor may benefit 

from further bumpouts at intersection (to 
reinforce no turn on red and slower turns) 

A bit more concerned / less comfortable for 
cyclists with current traffic volumes / speeds but 
seems like an effective low cost, low stress on-

street cycling route if calming is enacted

Seems like the easiest  / calmest portion already 
and easy to bike on in this configuration - same 

as Concept A the approach to Kirkwood / 
Sample Gates may benefit from something to 
slow down cyclists in a high traffic pedestrian 

zone

Transition between left side bike lanes on 7-Line 
going west to Indiana Ave may cause 

unpredictable / unexpected / blind spot conflicts 
at intersection

Comfortable if there is further narrowing at 
intersections and slower speeds / lower traffic 

levels

10th Street intersection is more predictable and 
seems to be effective assuming traffic calming 

and bumpouts to slow turning traffic
Concept B: Two-Way Street Conversion Prefer B assuming lower cost and more flexibility 

for vehicle / event operations

What’s a parklet? How’s bus platform work? 
What happens when delivery vehicles tie up the 
only lane? In cross section what is that big black 

box?

Very dangerous pedestrians crossing two way 
bike and car traffic. What happens when 

delivery vehicles block a lane? Leave it as it is
Neither

Make bikes follow traffic rules!!. Make Indiana 
Ave. No parking. Keep two lanes going the 

same one way.  Limit J-walking in front of IU with 
obstacles like near stadium  

Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane

I greatly support a protected bike lane!!! there's no protection for the bikes in this design. 
I don't support it.

a stop light is unnecessary here and just wastes 
fuel a stop light is unnecessary and just wastes fuel. Concept A: Two-Way Protected Bike Lane thank you so much for asking for public input on 

this!! and for protecting bicycles in this area!!!

I do not like this idea. It will take an already 
congested roadway and make it more so. In 5 

years there was 7 or 8 accidents on this section 
of road and while we all want this number to be 

zero, we all know that humans error whether 
driving an automobile, riding a bike or walking. 

Consider building elevated crosswalks and 
expanding the sidewalk eastward, since 99% of 

the cycling traffic will be campus-related, to 
make the bike path. This city continues to 

become less and less friendly to residents not 
directly associated with the university and to 
those who can not, or do not want to, cycle 

everywhere

I do not believe making Indiana Ave 2-way is a 
good idea. I believe this will lead to confusion 

and more accidents.
I stand by my comments above regarding Plan A. Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 

Plan A.
Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 

Plan A.
Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 

Plan A.
Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 

Plan A. I stand by my comments above regarding Plan B. Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 
Plan B.

Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 
Plan B.

Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 
Plan B.

Again, I stand by my comments above regarding 
Plan B. Neither See my comments regarding Plan A. 

Neither

1. DON'T make Indiana 2 way 
2. Descriptions listing changes would have been 
helpful. It is not at all clear what the differences 
are between the two conceptualizations from 

poorly explained and defined graphics.
3. Adding stop signs is a great idea. Taking out 
ALL the stop signs on 7th was beyond stupid, 

especially for Dunn, Washington, Lincoln.  Stop 
signs should be for bicyclists too.

4. Adding a light at 10th and Dunn synched to 
the light at 10th and indiana would be a great 

idea. 
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