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INTRODUCTION1
This chapter provides an overview of the 
planning process, engagement opportunities, 
EHnHfiWV RI EiNH and SHdHVWrian WraYHO� and WKH 
plan organization. A strategy focusing on the 5 
(·V RI EiNing and SHdHVWrian SOanning iV idHnWifiHd 
WR adYanFH ZaONing and EiNing in 7HrrH +aXWH�

CHAPTER CONTENTS
• PLANNING PROCESS 
• ENGAGEMENT OPPORTUNITIES
• BENEFITS OF BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAVEL
• PLAN ORGANIZATION



Part 1: Assessment of Existing Conditions and 
Opportunities
Part one of the project 
included data collection, 
assessment of existing 
physical conditions and 
the collection and analysis 
of opportunities related 
WR VSHFifiFaOOy WKH SrRMHFW 
IRFXV arHa aOVR NnRZn aV 
the “Thompson Ditch Trail” 
corridor.

In the summer of 2025, the City of Terre Haute was awarded a Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Master Planning Grant from the Indiana Department of Health (IDH). With this grant, the 
community developed a plan to accomplish the goals set as part of the grant guidelines 
as well as community needs and priorities. 

The primary objectives of this plan were to:

• Focus on addressing health disparities and traditionally under-served populations 
in the community (such as minority or low-income populations)

• Prioritize investments in walking and biking based on cost, use, and overall network 
connectivity.

• Strengthen applications for future state and federal funding opportunities.

The planning process developed for this Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan sought to 
combine local leadership input and public engagement to identify opportunities and 
challenges related to walking and bicycling in Terre Haute. The process utilized these input 
mechanisms to direct the planning process for bike and pedestrian routes. In addition, 
special emphasis is placed on the “Focus Corridor” of the Thompson Ditch as a potential 
new major trail connection. The method by which these goals are met are outlined in 
the graphic on this spread.
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Part 2: Route Development and Conceptual 
Trail Design

Part 3: Trail Plan Recommendations

The second part of the 
planning process was 
synthesizing and prioritizing 
WKH finaO dHVWinaWiRnV and 
routes and assembling 
the support information 
for the preparation of the 
recommendations.

The third part of the 
planning process was 
finaOi]ing WKH SOan EaVHd 
upon input received 
during the Trail Plan 
Advisory Committee and 
public meetings. 
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An Advisory Committee was developed to aid in directing the planning efforts 
and to provide feedback throughout the planning process. The committee 
Zas comprised of elected officials and Ne\ staff of tKe &it\ of 7erre +aute� )our 
advisory committee meetings were held throughout the planning process:

7Ke first of four advisor\ committee meetings 
was held on August 11, 2025. At this meeting 
with project planning staff and the Advisory 
Committee members, the team discussed the 
overall project, timelines, and processes. Existing 
data, maps, plans and other resources were 
identified to aid in tKe planning process, and a 
site walk of the focus corridor was facilitated. 

The project team facilitated the second meeting 
on 2ctober ��, ����� %ase data identified in 
the project kickoff meeting was compiled 
into an overall existing conditions inventory 
and assessment. This inventory allowed for the 
mapping of opportunities and constraints for 
future connections, destinations, and route 
alternatives.

The third meeting took place on December 9, 
2025. In this meeting, sections of the draft plan 
including the existing conditions, community 
profile, and surve\ feedbacN Zere discussed� 
Feedback from the advisory committee on the 
findings Zere used to maNe adMustments to overall 
plan goals and objectives and establish direction 
for draft plan priorities and recommendations. 

The fourth and last advisory committee meeting 
took place on February 17, 2026. In this meeting, 
the committee reviewed a complete draft of 
the trails plan. Special focus was placed on the 
recommendation and implementation sections. 
Members were given a copy of the draft to make 
additional comments.

Engagement Opportunities
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

PROJECT KICKOFF MEETING

TRAILS PLAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING #2

TRAILS PLAN ADVISORY Committee MEETING #3

Trails plan advisory committee meeting #4
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Project Website

Community Survey

Interactive Map

Community Meeting

7Ke proMect team created a proMect specific Zebsite 
that allowed members of the community to access 
important project information including a project 
overview, timeline, and maps. Community members 
were encouraged to visit the website to provide 
feedback on the plan by using an interactive map 
feature as well as a survey to gather perceptions on 
walking and bicycling in Terre Haute. Over the course 
of the planning process, there were 955 total visits, 
79 unique users, 73 online survey responses and 62 
comments generated on the digital map. 

A community survey was conducted on the project 
website to obtain information about how the public 
interacts with Terre Haute’s trail system and their 
perceptions of walking and cycling. The survey helped 
to identify priorities for placement of future trails, 
destinations to be connected, and important amenities 
to be included. The survey was open from August 31, 
2025 to December 14, 2025 and captured 73 responses. 

In addition to the survey, a digital map was available 
for users to interact and provide site�specific comments� 
This tool allowed users to see all existing, planned, and 
proposed trails overlayed on a map of Terre Haute. Users 
were instructed to identify destinations, key linkages, 
and areas for improvement by placing a marker. 
Each marker could be designated as a “comment” 
or “destination” to identify areas of strength/weakness 
or key destinations respectively.

A public open house was held on March 25, 2026 with 
approximately 40 community members in attendance. 
7Ke meeting Zas Keld in tKe second Áoor conference 
room of The Hub in Terre Haute from 3-5 p.m. Attendees 
received a brief presentation followed by an open 
house to discuss plan materials.

A combination of online and in-person engagement opportunities were 
provided to facilitate the planning effort. These methods were utilized to 
maximize the number of community members participating in the study by 
providing Áe[ible options for input� (acK metKod is summari]ed beloZ�

Community engagement
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%enefits of %iNe and 
Pedestrian Travel
Improving pedestrian safety and connectivity has the potential to address several 
cKallenges ZKile providing man\ benefits to tKe communit\ and users� %\ designing streets 
that are safe for all modes of transportation, the City of Terre Haute can become more 
inviting for pedestrians and cyclists. A more inviting pedestrian environment encourages 
regular physical activity which can reduce the risk of chronic disease, improve mental 
health, and boost overall quality of life. A transportation system that provides varying 
modes of travel greatl\ benefits tKose in tKe communit\ tKat do not Kave reliable access 
or have an inability to travel by car. By increasing the number of people using walking 
and cycling as a mode of transportation, the city is also improving the environment by 
producing less air pollution and reducing their dependence on fossil fuels. Sidewalks, shared-
use patKs, and trails also provide economic benefits b\ increasing communit\ livabilit\� 
These facilities are valuable amenities that attract and retain residents, businesses, and 
tourists. By striving to create a more walkable and bike-friendly city, Terre Haute is taking 
steps to improve public health, safety, and equity while also enhancing environmental 
stewardship and economic development.

5 E’s of Bike and Pedestrian Planning
While roads, sidewalks, crossings, and trails are critical to improving the pedestrian 
experience of a city, other pieces such as local policies, ordinances, and programs must 
also be used to create walking and bike-friendly communities. The League of American 
Bicyclists has adopted a set of essential elements that help make a pedestrian and bike-
friendly community. These elements are the 5 E’s, and they form a multi-pronged strategy 
for an equitable and safe framework that focuses on building safer walking and biking 
routes through a combination of means. The 5 E’s include:

• Engineering: The design and construction of pedestrian and bicycle    
infrastructure, sucK as sideZalNs, trails, sKared�use patKs, crossZalNs, traffic signals, 
and signs.

• Education� *iving people of all ages tKe NnoZledge, sNills, and confidence to ride 
and walk. This can be geared towards pedestrians and cyclists but also applies 
to drivers.

• Evaluation: A community’s ability to track and measure travel behavior, safety, 
and the condition of its infrastructure. With plans and policies as a framework a 
community can be proactive in addressing issues of pedestrian accessibility, safety, 
and comfort. 

• Enforcement� (nforcement activities often include traffic safet\ laZs and regulations� 
Community-based speed reduction programs, public education, and roadway 
engineering are also recommended.

• Encouragement: Creating a culture that supports and encourages active 
transportation within the community. A culture can be created through community-
based programs like walking groups, organized bike rides, and special events.

12



Plan Organization

This chapter provides an overview of the planning process, opportunities for 
engagement, benefits of ZalNing and biNing, and tKe plan organi]ation� $ strateg\ 
focusing on the 5 E’s provides a multi-pronged approach to advancing walking and 
biking.

Chapter 1: Introduction

The goal of this chapter is to depict a clear image of where the community is at now 
in terms of pedestrian infrastructure and use it to form a vision of where the community 
wants to be in the future. The analysis reveals the opportunities and challenges that will 
need to be addressed to achieve the larger vision laid out in this plan.

Chapter 2: Existing Conditions Analysis

This section introduces the vision and goals that form the framework for the policy, 
program, and project recommendations. The vision is derived from the communities’ 
aspirations as captured during public engagement and tKe findings of e[isting 
conditions analysis. Goals are broad statements that support the vision by outlining 
a desired outcome� )urtKermore, obMectives provide specific action items and 
recommendations on how to move forward and complete goals.

Chapter 3: Vision, Goals and Objectives

This chapter suggests a complete bike and pedestrian network based on gaps 
located in the existing system and desire areas indicated by the community. There is 
a focus on the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a north-south spine that would connect a 
variety of existing trails. Lastly, this chapter highlights standards for potential trailheads 
that would enhance trail access as well as prototypical design standards that can be 
applied to both the focus corridor as well as the entire bike and pedestrian system.

Chapter 4: STRATEGIC RECOMMENDATIONS

The proposed trail connections are sorted by priority and additional details regarding 
the implementation of ideas found within this masterplan are outlined in this section. 
Each prioritized trail includes supporting strategies for implementation, a prototypical 
trail design, and a facilities toolbox outlining key trail amenities that could enhance the 
user experience.

The appendix provides project meeting summaries, public open house materials, and 
public input summaries in the form of graphs and tables.

Chapter 5: Implementation

Appendix a: Public input and Meeting Summaries
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 
ANALYSIS2

To better plan for future pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure 
and programs, it is important to understand how the 
community has planned for pedestrians in the past, the 
current demographic and economic trends, and how the 
FRPPXniWy IHHOV aERXW ZaONing and EiNing WRday� 7KHVH 
findingV KHOSHd dHWHrPinH WKH rHFRPPHndaWiRnV IRr WKH 
projects, programs, and policies outlined within this plan. 

CHAPTER CONTENTS
• RELEVANT PLANS
• COMMUNITY PROFILE
• PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT FEEDBACK
• SYSTEM WIDE OVERVIEW
• FOCUS AREA OVERVIEW



Relevant Plans

Prepare and Advance Terre Haute 2050: Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan

Previous planning efforts helped inform the project team and the Advisory Committee on 
how the City has prioritized connectivity and planned for future routes in the past. Prior 
plans that were reviewed as part of this planning process include:

2025-2029 Terre Haute Parks and Recreation Masterplan
7erre +aute adopted its five�\ear masterplan tKat outlines goals, 
strategies, and recommendations for maintaining and enhancing the 
city’s natural and man-made resources. The plan builds upon George 
Kessler’s 1921 vision of an interconnected network of green spaces. 
In following this historic concept, the plan outlines goals to expand 
trail systems, improve recreational programming, and develop new 
blueways along the Wabash River. The plan also emphasizes branding 
improvements and sustainable management practices.

2025 Wabash Riverfront Masterplan
The Wabash Riverfront Masterplan builds upon the 2009 Riverscape 
effort to enhance the Wabash Valley Riverfront, leading to the creation 
of the Wabashiki Fish and Wildlife Area. The plan recognizes mobility 
and connectivity as key players in creating “people-centric” urban 
environments. While the plan does not cover the city of Terre Haute 
as a whole, it focuses on improvements to seven designated districts 
on the east bank of the Wabash River. These districts frame the river 
as a community asset and incorporate a crucial part of Terre Haute’s 
downtown area.

Safe Streets Terre Haute – Safety Action Plan
The Safe Streets Terre Haute Safety Action Plan is a comprehensive 
safet\ plan aimed at eliminating fatal and serious traffic inMuries� 7Ke 
plan uses crash data and public input data to recommend policies 
and strategies such as Complete Streets, transit stop design standards, 
traffic calming, and education� 7Kese strategies all ZorN to create 
safe streets and safe people in a way that directly correlates with 
the goals of the Terre Haute Trails Masterplan. 

The 2050 MTP is a long range planning document that guides planning, 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the integrated, multi-
modal transportation network in the Terre Haute Metropolitan Area. 
It outlines the region’s transportation goals, strategies, and projects 
through the year 2025 and encompasses all modes of transportation 
including those relevant to the Terre Haute Trails Plan. 
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Total Population

All data presented in the following section has been gathered from the United States 
Census Bureau American Community Survey. Data was collected from 2013 and 2023, 
a decade apart, to give a more up to date snapshot of where Terre Haute stands and 
ZKere trends are going in terms of demograpKics and communit\ profile� ,t is important 
to note that the American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates include populations living 
in correctional facilities, college dormitories, and nursing homes.

In 2023, Terre Haute had a population of approximately 58,491 people. Over the last 
decade, the number of residents in Terre Haute has been slightly declining. Between 2013 
to 2023, the city saw a 4.1% decrease with the population in 2013 being approximately 
61,002.

+istoricall\, 7erre +aute Kas Kad a stable population ZitK onl\ sligKt Áuctuations� ,n ����, 
there was a slightly larger decrease but population has since stabilized. This can be 
explained in part by the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020.

&ommunit\ 3rofile

Key Takeaways

Population change

17



Age/Gender

Key Takeaways

The median age in Terre Haute is 32.6 years old, slightly younger than the national median 
age of ����� 7Ke median age of 7erre +aute Kas not seen a significant cKange since ���� 
with only a marginal decrease from 32.7 to 32.6. 

A population pyramid can illustrate the distribution of a population by age group and 
gender. A community with stable population growth generally has a similar number of 
people in all age groups, except the oldest, and appears as a rectangle shape. Based 
on Terre Haute’s population pyramid, the city has a stable population, but its structure is 
skewed toward the 20-29 age range. This can be explained in part by the presence of 
Indiana State University (ISU). Students living in dormitories are not counted on the census, 
but students living off campus can be. According to ISU’s enrollment data 64% of 6,224 
undergraduate students commute or live in off campus housing.

Nationally, younger populations are more demanding of multi-modal transportation 
facilities, with large numbers preferring to live downtown. Terre Haute has a relatively young 
population distribution with 20-29 year-olds being the largest age range. The dominant 
age range could be explained by the presence of various universities. 

Age pyramid 2023

32.6
3,983

Years Old
(Median Age)

Undergraduate students 
commute or live in 

off-campus housing
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Key Takeaways
7erre +aute Kas become more raciall\ diverse from ���� to ����� 6pecificall\, tKe &it\ 
has seen a growth in those identifying as 2 or more races.

Race/Ethnicity
Race and ethnicity are considered two separate and distinct characteristics. Race refers 
to a person’s physical characteristics, and ethnicity describes a person’s origin or cultural 
identity. In terms of race, Terre Haute is 83.39% white, with a 0.1% increase from 2013. The 
racial category that has grown the most since 2013 is those who identify as members of 
two or more races. In terms of ethnicity the percentage of people who identify as Hispanic 
in Terre Haute is 4.32%, which is up 1.18% from 2013. 

Race 2o13

Ethnicity 2o13 Ethnicity 2o23

Race 2o23
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Income
As of 2023, The median household income (MHI) in Terre Haute was $41,960. This is 
significantl\ KigKer tKan in ���� ZKere 0+, Zas ���,���� 7Ke ��,��� difference marNs 
a ������ cKange� :Kile tKis cKange is significant, it is loZer tKan tKe state of ,ndiana·s 
increase of 46.12% from 2013 to 2023. The median household income in the state of 
Indiana for 2023 was $69,447. The poverty rate in Terre Haute is higher than Indiana as 
whole. In 2023, the overall poverty rate of Indiana was 14.79%. Terre Haute’s was 8.88% 
higher at 23.67%. 

Key Takeaways
Terre Haute’s median household income (MHI) was $41,960 in 2023. MHI is trending 
growth with a 29.3% increase from 2013 to 2023. Despite its growth, Terre Haute’s MHI is 
significantl\ loZer tKan tKe overall median for tKe state of ,ndiana, ZKicK is ���,���� Due 
to Terre Haute’s low MHI, bike infrastructure can serve as a low-cost recreation option.

Income ranges

Median income
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Labor Force Participation
Of the population of 16 years-old and above in Terre Haute, 54.6% were participating 
in the workforce as of 2023. This rate is 0.6% higher than the 54% seen in 2013. Overall, 
Terre Haute’s labor force participation is lower than Indiana’s which has been around 
64% for the last decade. Although the participation rate is lower, Terre Haute’s upward 
growth (0.57%) has almost matched that of Indiana’s (0.69%). This small disparity can be 
attributed to Terre Haute’s change in number of people in the labor force which has 
dropped 3.75% while the state of Indiana’s has grown 7.2% 

Key Takeaways
Terre Haute has a low labor participation rate in comparison to the state, which may result 
from various factors including the presence of retired people, stay-at-home parents, or 
those not seeking work for other reasons. A lack of job opportunities or a mismatch between 
existing jobs and residents’ skill sets is another possible cause. The implementation of bike 
and pedestrian infrastructure lowers the barrier to employment created by needing a 
car for transportation to and from work.

Labor force

Unemployment
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Industries/Occupations
Over 30% of Terre Haute’s workers are employed in educational services, health care, 
and social assistance. This sector has not seen any growth between 2013 and 2023 but 
remains tKe most prominent field� $griculture, forestr\, fisKing, Kunting, and mining Kave 
more than doubled in worker count from 88 workers to 224 (155% change) but remain 
the smallest industry sector at only 0.9% in 2023. Other sectors that have seen notable 
growth are wholesale trade and retail trade with both seeing 20-24% changes in worker 
count. Transportation, warehousing, and utilities have seen a steep decline in Terre Haute, 
going from 4.3% of the workforce to 2.9%, a 32.3% decrease. In terms of occupations, 
the majority of the labor force work in management, business, science and art (32.2%) 
folloZed b\ services �������, and sales and office ��������

Industries 2013-2023
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Commuting Trends
The average work commute in Terre Haute is 18.4 minutes, which is lower than the rest of 
the state of Indiana which averages 24.3 minutes. The majority of people in Terre Haute 
drive to ZorN ����� but tKe amount of people driving alone Kas decreased significantl\ 
from 81% driving alone in 2013 to only 72% in 2023. This decrease indicates that people 
have shifted to either carpooling or working from home. Working from home has more 
than doubled since 2013. This is a work trend that has in part been popularized due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic, but it remains a small portion of the workforce at only 5%. The 
number of people walking or using other means of transportation (bike, scooter, etc.) 
totals 8% of the workforce. This is proportionally much higher than the rest of the State of 
Indiana which has only 3% of people walking or using other means. 

Key Takeaways
Strong bicycling and pedestrian facilities provide residents with alternative commuting 
options and has the potential to reduce commuting reliance on cars. By providing safe 
and appropriate facilities, communities can create denser residential areas that are 
walkable.

Commuting patterns
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Public Engagement Feedback 
User Experience and Perceptions
$ person·s Zillingness to ZalN or ride a biNe is directl\ inÁuenced b\ tKeir perception of 
safety and comfort. It is important to consider the factors that make bike and walking 
facilities safe or perceived as such when planning a pedestrian network. Facilities without 
elements such as buffering, signage, and amenities often are perceived as unsafe. In 
order to understand Terre Haute’s resident’s perceptions, the community was provided 
with several opportunities to get involved in the planning process and share their input 
related to walking and biking.

PERCEPTIONS AND NEEDS COMMUNITY SURVEY
An online survey was available from August 31 – December 31, 2025. During this time 
there were 77 total survey contributions. The survey was used to understand the current 
perceptions and to identify opportunities and challenges related to walking and biking 
within the city of Terre Haute. A series of common themes were collected based on survey 
results and used to guide the development of the Terre Haute Trails Plan recommendations. 
The common themes are highlighted below.

• A majority of respondents live within 1 
mile of a trail. When survey participants 
were asked how far they live from 
an existing trail, 58% responded that 
they live within 1 mile or closer. 27% of 
people replied that they do not live 
close to a trail.

• People in Terre Haute are frequently 
active. When asked how often they 
walk or bike in Terre Haute, 69% said 
they walk or bike daily or weekly. In a 
separate question regarding duration 
of activity, 72% said they were active 
for an hour or more.

• WaONing and EiNing arH WKH PRVW 
desired trail activities. Among other 
options such as running, skating, 
mobility device, and electric scooter/
bike – 85% would like to use trails for 
walking and 75% would like to use 
them for biking. A sizable portion also 
indicated they would like to run on 
trails (48%). 6 respondents indicated 
they would like to use the trails with a 
mobility device, meaning accessibility 
should be considered.

• 7HrrH +aXWH ORYHV SarNV� When asked 
to rank destinations that are most 
important for trails to connect to, 
parks and recreational facilities were 
consistently ranked number one. The 
next highest ranking in order were 
other trails, residential areas, and 
public facilities such as libraries and 
community centers.

• A majority of trail users are there for 
exercise. When asked what their 
primary reason for using a trail, 85% of 
respondents replied physical exercise. 
Only 2 responses (3%) indicated they 
use trails for their commute to work.

• Over half of respondents do not 
FRnVidHr 7HrrH +aXWH ZaONaEOH� 57% 
responded “No” to the question “would 
you consider Terre Haute walkable.” 
31% do consider it walkable and 12% 
do not know. When asked the same 
question about whether they would 
consider Terre Haute bikeable, an 
even larger majority responded “No” 
at 68%.

24



Online mapping

• Deming Park
• Dobbs Park
• Maple Avenue Nature Park
• Collett Park
• Voorhees Park
• North and South Vigo High School
• Union Hospital
• Robinwood
• Ouabache Elementary
• 12 Points
• ISU Campus

• Hawthorne Park
• Baesler’s Market
• North Terre Haute
• Kroger
• 3ost office
• Haute City Center (shopping area)
• Wabashiki Wetlands
• St. Mary of the Woods
• Vigo County Public Library
• Terre Haute Regional Hospital
• Elementary Schools

• /aFN RI VidHZaONV and EXVy rRadV 
create the biggest challenges. When 
asNed ZKat factors maNe it difficult to 
walk or bike, lack of sidewalks was the 
largest factor indicated with 83% of 
responses. Roads being too busy and 
crossings not being safe were the next 
highest options. 40% also indicated 
that destinations are too far apart.

• People feel safe in Terre Haute, but 
mostly during the day. Only 22% of 
people do not feel safe at all. The 
majority of responses (53%) indicated 
that they do feel safe but only during 
the day. 24% feel safe all the time.

• Shade is heavily desired, among other 
amenities. When asked to rank what 
types of amenities are most important 
for trails in Terre Haute, shading was 
the highest rated. Close behind were 
trailheads/parking and restrooms. 
Directional signage was also a highly 
desired amenity.

• 2YHraOO� SHRSOH WKinN WKaW EiNH and 
pedestrian facilities in Terre haute are 
average to below average. 53% of 
participants stated that facilities were 
average. 43% indicated that facilities 
are below average. Only 4% believe 
that facilities are above average.

In addition to the survey, a digital 
map was available on the website 
for users to interact with. This 
engagement tool allowed users 
to provide destination-specific 
feedback over a map of existing 
and proposed trails in Terre Haute. . 
In total, 63 users made contributions 
to the map. This exercise allowed 
for data to be gathered on key 
destinations, safety concerns, and 
community desires. Key destinations 
identified on tKe map are listed 
below. A further breakdown of 
comments is available in the 
appendix of this plan. 

Key destinations
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Existing Conditions

The Maple Avenue Nature Park is a city 
park located at Maple Avenue and 3rd 
Street. It includes a shelter and a fishing 
lake surrounded by a .6-mile paved 
loop trail. The trail is well-maintained, 
smooth, and easy to follow. It offers 
a continuous and scenic view of the 
lake with the western portion passing 
through a shaded tree grove.

EXISTING SYSTEM

EXISTIN
G

 C
O

N
D

ITIO
N

S

Located in Indiana’s Vigo County, Terre Haute covers approximately 35.5 square miles. 
The city is the county seat and is the largest city of the county. Terre Haute hosts four 
colleges across the city including Indiana State University, Ivy Tech Community College, 
Rose Hulman Institute of Technology, and Saint Mary-of-the-Woods. With the size of the 
city and the presence of t he universities, connectivity is vitally important to join and unite 
the city as a whole. 

Terre Haute has a strong existing framework of trail infrastructure, with 12 distinct trails 
spanning approximately 41 miles. These trails exist as a variety of typologies such as 
separated off-street trails, wide street-adjacent sidewalks, dedicated bike lanes, and 
parN trails� :Kile tKere is no design or branding standard tKat defines tKese trails tKe\ are 
recognized by the community and serve as a strong recreational asset. Each existing trail 
is identified and described in detail in tKis section�

1 MAPLE AVENUE NATURE PARK TRAIL
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The Sycamore Bike Trail serves as an 
extension of the National Road Heritage 
Trail. Where the Heritage Trail terminates 
at 7th avenue, a bike lane connects to 
the start of the Sycamore trail at North 
4th Street. The meandering trail follows 
the curve of the CSX St Louis Rail Line 
to 1st Street. The trail loops around the 
ISU Gibson Track and Field Complex to 
travel along the Wabash River before 
returning to 1st street. It then follows 1st 
Street until it terminates at Ohio Street. 
In total, the trail is approximately 1 mile 
and is paved with concrete.

The Collett Park Pathway is a 1.6 mile 
spur of the Heritage Trail. It travels 
northbound from the Indiana State 
University (ISU) campus on the tree-
lined east side of 5th street. The trail 
jogs east at 1st Avenue and continues 
north on 6th street to Maple Avenue 
where it terminates at Maple Avenue 
Nature Park and Collett Park. The trail 
averages 9’ wide with a 2-5’ buffer from 
the road. The trail connects residences, 
healthcare facilities, and Oubache 
Elementary School to recreational 
opportunities at the mentioned parks.

2

3

HISTORIC Collett PARK PATHWAY

SYCAMORE BIKE TRAIL
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The Hulman Street Trail is a street-side 
trail that spans approximately 2.4 miles 
on the south side of Hulman Street. 
The trail begins on the west side of 
Terre Haute at South 4th Street and 
terminates before it reaches the 
Thompson Ditch Corridor. The trail is 
paved with asphalt and is consistently 
10’ in width. A majority of the trail 
has a grass buffer from the road that 
ranges from 4-6’ with the exception 
of a few areas on the east end of the 
trail where the trail abuts the road. The 
overall condition of the trail is good but 
predominantly lacks shade. The Hulman 
Street Trail is the second longest trail in 
Terre Haute, running east to west and 
serves as a major connector for both 
sides of town.

The Historic Farrington Grove Trail extends 
south on 4th Street from Tippecanoe 
Street down to Hulman St. The trail is 
approximately 1.9 miles long and exists 
as multiple typologies. From Tippecanoe 
Street to Chestnut Street the trail is 12’ 
and set back 9’ from the road. From 
Chestnut Street to Cherry Street the 
trail is a 11’ protected bike lane with a 
centerline. From Cherry Street to Poplar 
Street the trail is a sidewalk of varying 
widths with no buffer. Once the trail 
passes Poplar Street it is a consistent 10’ 
trail with a 6’ buffer. The trail terminates 
at Hulman Street where it then connects 
to the east-west traveling Hulman Street 
Trail. 

4

5

HISTORIC FARRINGTON GROVE TRAIL

HULMAN STREET TRAIL
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The National Road Heritage Trail is the 
crown jewel of Terre Haute’s trails. It 
is part of a regional effort to connect 
Indiana from border to border via a 
complete off-road trail. One notable 
existing section is the Pennsy Trail 
in Indianapolis. In Terre Haute, the 
trail spans 6.5 miles with the eastern 
starting point at the Jones Trailhead on 
Chamberlain Street and the western 
terminus at North 7th Street, connecting 
the trail to ISU’s campus. The trail exists 
as a variety of typologies from rail trail, 
to off-street and sidewalks. It is typically 
10’ wide and paved with asphalt. The 
trail connects major destinations in 
Terre Haute such as the ISU campus, 
Rose-Hulman Institute of Technology, 
Memorial Stadium, and many other 
parks, businesses, and residential areas.

The East Margaret Avenue Trail is a 
street-side trail that spans approximately 
2 miles along the north side of Margaret. 
It travels east to west starting at South 
1st Street and ending just past South 
25th street at Bible Baptist Church & 
Academy. The trail is consistently 8’ wide 
and paved with concrete. A majority of 
the route abuts the road with no buffer 
for the exception of 0.3 miles from South 
9th Street to South 13th Street that has 
an 8’ buffer that is lined with trees. This 
trail serves as another major east-west 
connector for southern Terre Haute. It 
connects many residential areas to the 
commercial district along US Highway 
41.

6

7

EAST MARGARET AVENUE TRAIL

NATIONAL ROAD HERITAGE TRAIL
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Named after a retired police dog, 
Shadow’s Trail is a part of the National 
Road Heritage Trail system. The trail runs 
approximately 1.6 miles starting in the 
north at North Vigo High School. It travels 
along the north side of Maple Avenue 
and crosses south at North Brown Avenue 
where a bridge takes the trail over Lost 
Creek. It then continues south down 
Brown Avenue to the Indiana Veteran’s 
Memorial Mile and continues on to Ohio 
Boulevard. The trail is a 10’ paved path 
that slightly meanders through large 
areas of lawn and trees on the west side 
of Brown Avenue. It connects North Vigo 
High School and a large portion of the 
residential areas around Sheridan Park to 
Memorial Stadium and the National Road 
Heritage trail which further connects to 
downtown.

The Indiana Veterans’ Memorial mile is 
a unique trail surrounding the Indiana 
State Memorial Football Stadium. It is 
a 1-mile interpretive loop trail in the 
shape of the state of Indiana. It features 
amenities such as fitness stations, 
benches, sculpture, and interpretive 
signage. Many portions of the trail are 
well shaded by trees that cover the lawn 
outside of the stadium. The trail itself is 
paved with asphalt as is typically 8’ wide 
with the exception of certain portions 
at 12’ wide. This loop trail serves as a 
key connection from the National Road 
Heritage Trail to Terre Haute’s Downtown 
along Wabash Street. 

8

9

INDIANA VETERAN’S MEMORIAL MILE

SHADOW’S TRAIL
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The Ohio Boulevard Trail is an on-street 
trail that spans approximately 2 miles 
along the north and south sides of the 
boulevard. Ohio Boulevard is a scenic 
tree-lined route that serves as the formal 
entry from downtown to Deming Park. 
It was placed on the National Register 
of Historic Places in 1989 and has 
many historic homes along the route. 
The trail is a painted bike lane with 
no buffer. There are also 6’ sidewalks 
along the boulevard. The crossing of 
South Fruitridge Avenue at the east 
end of Ohio Boulevard has been highly 
indicated by the public as a dangerous 
crossing.

The Deming Park – Dobbs Park Trail is an 
approximately 1-mile trail that connects 
two of Terre Haute’s most prominent 
parks, Deming and Dobbs Park. The trail 
extends from the southeast corner of 
Deming Park’s internal trail system and 
follows Poplar Street to the entrance of 
Dobbs Park. The trail is consistently 10’ 
wide and paved with asphalt. There is a 
grass buffer that ranges from 4-6’ wide 
as the trail follows along Poplar Street. 
As the trail crosses intersecting streets, 
there are large stop sign markings 
on the ground as you approach the 
intersection.

10 DEMING PARK - DOBBS PARK TRAIL

OHIO BOULEVARD TRAIL11
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The Paul Dresser Heritage Trail extends 
approximately 1.3 miles along the east 
bank of the Wabash River. It starts in 
the north from an access point off of 
the Theodore Dreiser Memorial Bridge 
and ends approximately a quarter 
mile south of the Vigo County YMCA. It 
traverses through various recreational 
amenities such as the YMCA, Fairbanks 
Park, Vectren Bark Park, and the Forsythe 
Community Center. North of the YMCA 
the trail is 12’ wide and paved in 
concrete. South of the YMCA, the trail 
is crushed stone.

The Wabashiki Trail is Terre Haute’s 
longest trail loop at 7 miles long. It circles 
the perimeter of the Wabashiki Fish and 
Wildlife Area, an area that is preserved by 
both the Vigo Country Parks Department 
and the Indiana Department of Natural 
Resources. The trail is primarily crushed 
stone and 8-10’ wide with some areas 
being paved with asphalt/concrete. 
The route offers many scenic views of 
The Wabash River, wetlands, and the 
various ponds within the FWA. The trail 
can be accessed from downtown Terre 
Haute by crossing the sidewalk along 
the Theodore Dreiser Memorial Bridge. 

WABASHIKI TRAIL

PAUL DRESSER WABASH RIVER HERITAGE TRAIL

12

13
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Proposed Conditions
PLANNED SYSTEM
,n 7erre +aute·s past parNs and recreation master plans, planned trails Zere identified� 
These trails do not exist yet, but for the purpose of this plan they serve to identify current 
gaps in the existing system. On the map to the left, planned trails are labeled in a solid 
blue/green. These are corridors that have been recognized in both the 2025-2029 Parks 
and Recreation Master Plan and the Indiana Department of Natural Resources GIS trails 
map layers as areas that need trail infrastructure. In some cases, plans have already been 
put into place for their establishment. Planned trails include Wabash Avenue, Innovation 
Grove, The River District, and the Thompson Ditch Corridor. There are approximately 76 
miles of planned and potential trails. They make up a portion of recommendations for 
future trail system programming.

Along with priority ranking of the planned trails, special attention is paid to The Thompson 
Ditch Corridor as the focus area corridor of this plan. It forms a critical north-south 
connection that links key existing trails.

The 2025 Wabash Riverfront Masterplan lays 
out a vision for the development of the east 
bank of the Wabash River and the adjacent 
downtown area of Terre Haute. It proposes the 
development of multiple trails in this region and 
is reflected in this plan.  

Destination Wabash is another plan that 
factors into this planning process. It envisions 
the transformation of Wabash Avenue into an 
activated streetscape to include an Urban Trail.
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Thompson Ditch Corridor

RAILROADS

PLANNED TRAILS

EXISTING TRAILS
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Focus Corridor
THOMPSON DITCH CORRIDOR

Corridor condition

Destinations along the corridor:

Connecting Trails

Intersecting Roads

Challenges

The Thompson Ditch Corridor is a planned route that would serve as a major north-south 
connection from the Blakely Avenue Trailhead to East Margaret Drive. It also presents the 
opportunity to tie in multiple existing trails that run east-west. This would essentially form 
multiple loops throughout Terre Haute allowing for greater connectivity.

A trail constructed along the Thompson Ditch Corridor would mostly be located between 
the active rail line and Thompson Ditch, a steep drainage channel. North of Deming 
Park, the proposed trail splits away from the railroad, following along Blakely Avenue, 
and crossing Wabash Avenue to the Blakely Avenue Trailhead. The areas the corridor 
cuts through are primarily residential with a few businesses scattered along the route. 

• Deming Park
• Blakely Trailhead
• Logan’s Ribeye
• US Marine Corps Reserve
• Terre Haute Fire station 8

• St. Mark United Church of Christ
• Bunch Nurseries 
• Weust Woods
• Sugar Grove Free Methodist Church
• Bible Baptist Church and Academy

• National Road Heritage Trail
• Ohio Boulevard Trail

• Hulman Street Trail
• East Margaret Drive Trail

• Locust Street
• Butternut Avenue
• Hickory Avenue
• Wabash Avenue
• Ohio Boulevard/Deming Drive

• South Fruitridge Avenue
• College Avenue
• Hulman Street
• Wallace Avenue
• East Margaret Avenue

Multiple challenges exist that are addressed later in the plan including:

• Difficult conditions crossing Deming Drive and )ruitridge $venue
• Coordination with railroad owner regarding safety and regulations
• Trailhead placement
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VISION, GOALS, AND 
OBJECTIVES3

This chapter provides an overview of the trail plan 
IraPHZRrN� ZKiFK inFOXdHV WKH YiViRn VWaWHPHnW� gRaOV� 
and objectives that serve as the foundation for the strategic 
recommendations found in the next chapter.

CHAPTER CONTENTS
• INTRODUCTION
• VISION STATEMENT
• GOALS AND OBJECTIVES



The Terre Haute Bike and Pedestrian Plan is a comprehensive guide for creating, enhancing, 
and maintaining a network of pedestrian systems that are accessible to people of all 
ages and abilities. The plan provides a framework that focuses on the improvement of 
existing infrastructure and facilitation of expanding new infrastructure through partnerships, 
programs, and policy. The following chapter outlines a vision rooted in the needs and 
desires of the community as well as four goals based on input from the advisory committee 
and community outreach. 

The goals serve as an organizational element to categorize supporting objectives and 
strategies. These objectives and strategies provide policy, program, and partnership 
recommendations that are crucial to implementing the physical project recommendations 
outlined in Chapter 4.

A key part of this planning process was to understand the underlying vision for the future 
of Terre Haute’s trail network. The following vision statement is a community-derived, 
aspirational statement that outlines the big picture goals of the community regarding 
the future of Terre Haute’s connectivity, safety, and recreation. The statement captures 
the aspirations of the next 10-15 years, as many of the recommendations within this plan 
reTuire significant financial and time�intensive contributions� 7KrougK focused investments, 
Terre Haute strives to improve connectivity, safety, and community health while also 
bolstering public perception of walking and biking in the city. 

The City of Terre Haute aspires to create a safer and more connected environment for 
bicycling and walking through strategic investments in bike and pedestrian infrastructure. 
Using community-driven approaches, Terre Haute will implement policies, programs, and 
partnerships to facilitate the development of a vibrant and equitable pedestrian system. 
Investment in these approaches will improve the safety, experience, connectivity, and 
perceptions of biking and walking in Terre Haute.

Vision Statement

Introduction

The Vision
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The trails plan framework includes two distinct planning elements that provide varying 
levels of specificit\ to address tKe proMect vision� 7Ke goals and obMectives Zere derived 
from various conversations with the Advisory Committee and community. This framework 
serves as a supplement to the physical improvement strategies outlined in Chapter 4. A 
brief description of the two planning elements is provided below.

Goals – A broad statement intended to outline a desired outcome or big idea.

Objectives – A more direct statement intended to describe a general activity or course 
of action that supports the goals

Establish the Thompson 
Ditch Corridor as a major 
north/south connector for 
WKH EiNH and SHdHVWrian 
system of Terre Haute.

Improve the safety, 
comfort, and overall 

sense of place of trails 
through careful design, 

maintenance details, and 
branding. 

Boost public perception 
RI ZaONing and EiNing�

Create a safe, 
comfortable, and 

aWWraFWiYH nHWZRrN RI EiNH 
and pedestrian facilities 

that connect all Terre 
+aXWH rHVidHnWV WR NHy 
destinations within the 

community.

Goals and Objectives

Connectivity

Experience

Catalyst corridor

Awareness/perceptions
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• Plan and construct bicycle and pedestrian facilities that serve both 
transportation and recreational purposes.

• Fill in existing gaps in the trail network.

• Prioritize routes between residential areas and key destinations such 
as parks, schools, and businesses.

&rHaWH a VaIH� FRPIRrWaEOH� and aWWraFWiYH nHWZRrN RI 
EiNH and SHdHVWrian IaFiOiWiHV WKaW FRnnHFW aOO 7HrrH +aXWH 
rHVidHnWV WR NHy dHVWinaWiRnV ZiWKin WKH FRPPXniWy�

GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY

OBJECTIVES:

Reference Image: Burke-Gillman Trail - 
University of Washington
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Photo HerePhoto Here

• Adopt branding and design standards that makes trails easy to identify 
and navigate.

• 8tili]e pedestrian signaling at identified dangerous street intersections�

• Provide trail amenities that ensure all members of the community are 
comfortable using the trails. (Benches, water fountains, shade, etc.).

• Establish community guidelines for trail use.

Improve the safety, comfort, and overall sense of place 
of trails through careful design, maintenance details, and 
branding.

GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE

OBJECTIVES:

Reference Image: Indianapolis Cultural 
Trail - Glick Peace Walk
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• Work with railroad owner to coordinate safety and design.

• Establish key linkages of east/west trails, informed by community 
desire and analysis.

• Provide enhanced mobility options for residential areas along the 
Thompson ditch corridor.

Establish the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a major north/
south connector for the trail system of Terre Haute.

Photo HerePhoto Here

GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR

OBJECTIVES:

Reference Image:
Thompson Ditch Corridor
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• Develop and initiate new awareness campaigns about the trail 
network to make residents aware of bike and pedestrian facilities.

• Develop formal education opportunities for teaching safe driving, 
bicycling, and walking in Terre Haute to residents of all ages. 

• Partner with local businesses for bicycle and walking initiatives and 
awareness campaigns.

• Explore opportunities to broaden the multi-modal user facility needs 
or equipment.

BRRVW SXEOiF SHrFHSWiRn RI ZaONing and EiNing�

GOAL 4: AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS

OBJECTIVES:

Reference Image:
Indy Greenways
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STRATEGIC 
RECOMMENDATIONS4

This chapter suggests recommendations for the development 
RI a EiNH and SHdHVWrian VyVWHP in 7HrrH +aXWH inFOXding 
RYHraOO VyVWHP� dHVign VWandardV� and NHy SROiFy 
recommendations. 

CHAPTER CONTENTS
• CONNECTIVITY RECOMMENDATIONS
• EXPERIENCE RECOMMENDATIONS
• CATALYST CORRIDOR RECOMMENDATIONS
• AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS RECOMMENDATIONS



Overall System Recommendations

The focus of the system-wide recommendation is comprised of a series of trails that 
work to form a more connected and accessible trail system within Terre Haute. Routes 
Zere selected based on Ne\ destinations as identified b\ tKe public outreacK and an 
overall desire for more connectivity to parks, other trails, residential neighborhoods, 
and public facilities. In total, there are 11 new trails of varying typologies that can be 
established to create a more comprehensive trail system for the City of Terre Haute. 
7Kese recommendations do not include tKe previousl\ identified planned trails from 
other studies, although these planned trails are incorporated as prioritizations in 
section five of tKis plan along ZitK neZ trails�

Recommendation #1: CONNECTIVITY

Description

Overall System Components
Location Starting Ending Est. 

Mileage
East Park Avenue Clinton Street Mill Dam Road 1.2
Clinton Street East Rosehill Avenue East Park Avenue 1.5
North Lafayette Street East Park Avenue North 7th Street 3.8
North 7th Street North Lafayette Street Tippecanoe Street 0.4
Maple Avenue North 7th Street North Brown Avenue 1.9
College Avenue North 4th Street Thompson Ditch 2.7
North 13th Street North 10 1/2 Street/NRHT East Voorhees Street 2.3
East Voorhees Street South 14th Street Prairieton Road 1.4
South 4th Street Hulman Drive Lincoln Street 0.3
Lincoln Street South 4th Street South 7th Street 0.3
South 7th Street Lincoln Street East Margaret Avenue 0.7
Total Miles of New Infrastructure (purple) 16.5
Total Miles of Planned Trails (blue) 76
Total Miles of Existing Trails (orange) 41
Total Miles in Entire System 133.5

1.1 new segments

48



Terre Haute Trails - Overall

PROPOSED TRAILS

RAILROADS

PLANNED TRAILS

EXISTING TRAILS

N
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Design Standards
Recommendation #2: EXPERIENCE

The implementation of design standards for bike an pedestrian systems is critical 
for ensuring safety, accessibility, and connectivity for all users. Standardized design 
creates predictable and safe conditions that encourage walking and biking as viable 
transportation options. In addition, applying design standards creates a stronger 
visual identity for the trail system. The use of standards can also aid in the long-term 
maintenance and sustainability of the system. Terre Haute’s current trail system lacks 
uniformit\ of elements sucK as branding, Za\finding, accessibilit\, and amenities� 7Kis 
recommendation contains examples of these elements that can be implemented 
across a variety of trail typologies. It is recognized that not all trails are identical, so 
it is important tKat design standards are Áe[ible in var\ing conditions�

Description

This section of the design standards is intended to set guidelines for how a trail is 
accessed in varying contexts. To ensure maximum accessibility, it is important to 
establish a standard that accounts for the various types of infrastructure that the trail 
is connecting, including existing sidewalks, trails, trailheads, and intersecting streets. 
At the junction of each type it is typical that a node is placed. A node is an area that 
acts as a focal point tKat alloZs for tKe strategic placement of Za\finding and trail 
amenities such as benches, water fountains, parking, and more. For the purpose of 
this plan, trailheads, trail connection nodes, sidewalk connection nodes, and major/
minor rest nodes are detailed.

Different applications of trail typologies are outlined to provide general guidance for 
trail development in a variety of physical conditions. Ideally, a trail would maintain 
tKe same conditions from start to finisK but tKat is often not possible� 7Kere are 
instances in which a trail may need to join with the road and become a bike lane, 
or due to right-of-way restrictions the trail may not have space to be maximum width 
or include an adequate buffer. The range of trail typologies include both on-street 
and off street prototypical standards that can be applied to the Terre Haute System.

Recommendation components:

2.2 access standards

2.1 trail typologies
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Trail branding is a deliberate and intentional selection of visual elements that identify a 
trail system including color, logos, and materiality. These elements are typically applied to 
a variety of aspects within the trail system such as signage, amenities, and site furniture. 
A consistent brand for the trail will enhance user experience and safety by establishing 
trust that the trail user is on the right course.

:a\finding and signage ZorNs Kand�in�Kand ZitK trail branding to ensure tKe navigabilit\ 
of a trail s\stem� :a\finding ZitK uniform branding alloZs tKe user to verif\ tKe\ are on tKe 
correct route at a glance� 7o establisK KierarcK\ ZitKin tKe Za\finding s\stem, multiple 
scales of signage are as part of a compreKensive Za\finding s\stem for tKe 7erre +aute 
trail system. These different sign types include:

• Trailhead signs
• Informational kiosks
• Directional signs
• Mile markers
• Interpretive signs

%iNe and pedestrian infrastructure needs to be specificall\ designed at all roadZa\ 
intersections to create the safest solution for all users and vehicles. The development 
of crossing standards allows for the establishment of a common design “language”. A 
standard crossing is beneficial to botK tKe pedestrian and tKe motorist b\ increasing 
familiarit\ and visibilit\� ,n tKis section of tKe design standards, five t\pologies are outlined 
with guidelines for design. These typologies include arterial street, collector street, mid-
block, and railroad crossings, as well as neighborhood connections.

2.4 trail branding

2.5 wayfinding and signage

2.3 Crossing Standards
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2.1 trail typologies
7Kere are si[ trail t\pologies identified in tKis biNe and pedestrian plan� (acK one identifies 
a typical trail condition within Terre Haute. The details illustrated in the following sections 
can be used as guidelines for design of trails for most applications in Terre Haute. The 
implementation of these typologies will vary, but the prototypical standard provides 
guidance for basic trail accommodations. 

The neighborhood typology should be used in residential areas where the right of way is 
50-65 ft. wide. It includes a 12 ft. trail with a 6 ft. planted buffer. Buffer sizes should be no 
less than 4 ft. wide. The trail width may range from 10-12 ft. with a minimum width of 8’ 
in narrow right-of-way conditions. Standard trail surface would be asphalt or concrete, 
depending on context.

The natural typology is used in off-street open-space scenarios with the purpose of 
providing both active recreation and an extension of the community’s transportation 
network. The trail should be 10-12 ft. wide with aggregate extending at least 1 ft. beyond 
on either side to reduce edge deterioration. A clear zone should occur on both sides of 
the trail at a minimum width of 2 ft.

Arterial roads and highways often present the opportunity for a direct route between 
major destinations. Wide right-of-ways often provide ample space for trail development. 
When constructing a trail along these types of roadways there should be at least 5 ft. 
of separation from the edge of roadway pavement. Stormwater drainage should be 
maintained at all times. 

Rail corridors offer unique opportunities for trail placement. When placing a trail along an 
active rail corridor there must be at least 25 ft. of separation from the centerline of the 
rail. Additionally, a fence or other type of physical barrier is needed as a further degree 
of separation. Fence height may vary depending on the speed and distance from the 
trail, but in general, a 6 ft. fence barrier is recommended. Dense vegetation may be used 
as a barrier where feasible.

Bike lanes and cycle tracks are on-street solutions that are to be used in scenarios where 
right-of-way width or budget does not allow for an off-street trail. Cycle tracks are two-way 
biNe lanes ZitK a barrier separating tKem from tKe ÁoZ of traffic� /anes sKould be � ft� 
wide and separated by a single yellow line. The barrier should be no less than 2 ft. wide 
and can take a variety of forms including planted verges, concrete curbs, or striped 
]ones ZitK Áe[ible delineator posts� %iNe lanes sKould adKere to tKe same principals of 
separation but onl\ consist of one directional traffic on a minimum � ft� lane�

Neighborhood

Natural

Adjacent to roadway

Rail corridor

bike lanes & cycle tracks
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Neighborhood

Natural
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Adjacent to roadway

Rail corridor

*

Guidance for trail buffer is derived from “Rails with Trails: Best Practices and Lessons Learned”    
published by the Federal Railroad Administration. 
In areas where the 25 ft. minimum buffer cannot be achieved, a trail may be placed no less than 13 
ft. from the centerline of the rail per guidance from the Indiana Southern Railroad Company.

* 
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bike lanes

Cycle track
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2.2 access standards: Trails & sidewalks
Trailheads, major/minor rest nodes, trail connection nodes, and sidewalk connection 
nodes are the components that comprise the access standards for Terre Haute’s trails 
system. These elements are located at areas where there is need for access to the trail 
system and each provides a varying level of programming and amenities. Each access 
type is detailed below.

Trail connection nodes are areas that offer the typical amenities 
located at a trailhead, but without the parking. This access 
type is typically used when connecting to an existing trail, a 
neighborhood park, or notable destination. Amenities that might 
be found at a major access node include benches, trail signage, 
special paving, trash receptacles, and hydration.

Trail Connection node

7Ke sideZalN connection node serves to define an entr\ to tKe 
trail from residential communities. This connection was among 
the highest requested during public feedback. The inclusion 
of a sidewalk connection node gives the user access to a trail 
information kiosk, a trash receptacle and seating. Removable 
bollards can be used on the approach to the node for safety.

Sidewalk connection node

Trailheads are provided at major access points to the trail where 
significant egress and ingress are liNel\ to occur� 7Ke\ t\picall\ 
provide 8-20 parking spots and host the full set of amenities. 
Larger trailheads may warrant restroom facilities. At a minimum, 
trailheads should include parking, identifying signage, and an 
informational kiosk. 

Trailhead

Major rest nodes include the same amenities that might be 
found at a trail connection node, but are placed at select road 
intersections and along large lengths of trail that have minimal 
access to trailheads. Featured amenities include: benches, an 
information kiosk, water fountains, and trash receptacles.

Major rest nodes

Minor rest nodes are the smallest access infrastructure and should 
be placed at even intervals on large lengths of trail that have 
minimal access to trailheads. Rest nodes offer minimal amenities, 
a bench and trash receptacle at minimum.

Minor rest nodes
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• Trailheads should be placed at major connections between trail segments or other 
areas ZKere significant ingress and egress from tKe trail is liNel\ to occur�

• Trailheads should be accessible by vehicle, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle
• Trailheads should include parking for both vehicles and bicycles. Parking may be on 

trailhead parcel or be provided via a shared-use agreement with a nearby owner 
of a parking lot. Where feasible, a landscape buffer should be placed between 
the parking area and the trail.

• Trailheads should contain important trail information to orient users to their location 
and to the system as a whole. 

• All connections between the trail and trailhead facilities should be universally 
accessible and meet all ADA criteria.

• Trailhead features should allow for users to exit the main travel paths of the trail and 
not impede bic\cle or pedestrian traffic passing tKrougK tKe trailKead�

• Trailheads should include benches that allow users to rest at trailheads. They should 
also provide trash receptacles and recycling receptacles where appropriate.

GUIDELINES

Trailhead
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Trail Connection node

• Locate trail connection nodes and amenities at places where an existing trail links 
with the trail being constructed/planned. At minimum, provide access points at 
2-mile intervals. Access points should be accessible by pedestrian and bicycle.

• Amenities and function of access points should not impede trail users.
• Major access nodes include connections to major neighborhood trail systems, 

transit lines, schools, community facilities, parks, or other areas where high levels 
of local pedestrian traffic is e[pected�

• At these locations, nodes should include Terre Haute Trails information kiosks/
Za\finding signage, conceptual pavement treatment tKat ties to tKe overall tKeme 
of the trail, places to sit, and recycling receptacles.

• Additional amenities can include bike racks, bike maintenance stands, and 
decorative seating blocks.

• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 
trail or from the trail.

GUIDELINES
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Sidewalk Connection Node

• Locate sidewalk connection nodes and amenities at places where a sidewalk 
intersects with a trail and there is need for access. At minimum, provide access 
points a 2-mile intervals. Access points should be accessible by pedestrian and 
bicycle.

• Amenities and function of access points should not impede trail users. Minor access 
nodes include smaller neighborhood connections, sidewalk connections, or other 
access areas ZKere onl\ limited local pedestrian traffic is anticipated�

• 0inor nodes sKould include 7erre +aute 7rails identification marNers�Za\finding 
signage and limited conceptual pavement treatment that ties to the overall theme 
of the trail. 

• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct the views onto 
the trail or from the trail.

GUIDELINES
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Major Rest Node

• Locate major rest nodes and amenities approximately 1 mile apart where there 
are long distances between trailheads and other access points.

• Location of major rest nodes should be done in conjunction with points of interest, 
educational opportunities, historic sites, or other interpretive signage locations.

• Amenities and function of rest nodes should not impede trail users.
• Rest nodes should provide places to sit and should include trash receptacles and 

recycling receptacles where appropriate.
• Design materials should include the branding of Terre Haute Trails.
• Interpretive signage may be incorporated into rest areas where appropriate.
• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 

trail or from the trail. 

GUIDELINES
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Minor Rest Node

• Locate minor rest nodes in areas where space for a major node is not available, 
or where the amenities included in a major node are not needed.

• Location of minor rest nodes should be done where there are long sections of trail 
between trailheads or other destinations.

• Amenities and function of rest nodes should not impede trail users.
• Minor rest nodes should provide places to sit and should include trash receptacles.
• Design materials should include the branding of Terre Haute Trails.
• Interpretive signage may be incorporated into rest areas where appropriate.
• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 

trail or from the trail. 

GUIDELINES
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2.3 ACCESS STANDARDS - CROSSINGS
%iNe and pedestrian infrastructure needs to be specificall\ designed at all roadZa\ 
intersections to create the safest solution for all users and vehicles. The development 
of crossing standards allows for the establishment of a common design “language”. A 
standard crossing is beneficial to botK tKe pedestrian and tKe motorist b\ increasing 
familiarit\ and visibilit\� ,n tKis section of tKe design standards, five t\pologies are outlined 
with guidelines for design. 

Arterial streets are among the most unsafe for pedestrian 
crossing. The proposed solution outlines strategies such 
as signalized crossings, specialty crosswalks, and amenity 
nodes at intersection corners.

Arterial street crossing

Collector streets are a considerably more safe and 
common crossing for bike and pedestrian infrastructure, 
but safet\ is still a primar\ concern as traffic ÁoZ can be 
high and relatively fast. 

Collector street crossing

Special consideration is taken when trails cross streets 
at areas other than designated intersections. Typically 
crossing a street mid-block is unsafe. Providing infrastructure 
to ensure safety is key to executing mid-block crossings.

Based on public outreach, the desire for neighborhood 
connections is high. It is important to set a standard for 
how a trail can connect to the existing infrastructure and 
provide support amenities that facilitates use of the trail.

Mid-block crossing

Neighborhood connection

Typically, it is ideal for trails crossing railroads to do so at an 
existing street crossing. When this option is not available, 
careful consideration must be taken to ensure that the 
crossing is safe for bikers and pedestrians.

Railroad Crossing
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• The greatest potential safety hazard to users is when bike and pedestrian infrastructure 
crosses an arterial street. The best way to increase safety is to increase visibility. It 
is important that crossings are visible to both trail users and to motorized vehicles. 

• All arterial street crossings should include pedestrian light signals in which a button 
is pressed by the trail user to activate a signal alerting drivers of their crossing.

• Crossings in each direction should have a standard painted crosswalk, crossings 
including a trail may have a specialty crosswalk that differentiates it from other 
crossings and increases visibility to motorists.

• :Kere crossing traffic is particularl\ KigK, grade�separated crossings �sucK as a 
pedestrian bridge) may be warranted, given the appropriate conditions and budget.

• Major or minor nodes should be provided on at least one corner where a trail is 
crossing an arterial street.

• Bike and pedestrian infrastructure should cross roadways at right angles. In cases 
where trails approach the roadway at a skew, the trail should be routed to achieve 
a right-angle crossing wherever possible.

• 7rail branding sKould be placed on tKe crossbar of tKe traffic ligKt above ZKere tKe 
trail is crossing. This gives a visual cue to motorists that they are about to cross a trail.

• Detectable warning tiles should be used on all curb ramps to ensure accessibility 
for trail users with poor vision. When selecting detectable warning tiles, their affect 
on bike tires should be taken into account.

GUIDELINES

Arterial street crossing
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• Collector streets including a trail crossing should have painted crosswalks connecting 
all four corners of the intersection. A specialty crosswalk may be used to differentiate 
the trail crossing.

• A major or minor rest node should be applied to at least one corner of the intersection 
along the trail.

• $ll applicable Za\finding signage sKould be included� $t minimum, a directional 
sign should be placed where the trail intersects with vehicular or pedestrian 
infrastructure.

• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 
trail or from the trail. 

• 7rail branding sKould be placed on tKe crossbar of tKe traffic ligKt above ZKere tKe 
trail is crossing. This gives a visual cue to motorists that they are about to cross a trail.

• Detectable warning tiles should be used on all curb ramps to ensure accessibility 
for trail users with poor vision. When selecting detectable warning tiles, their affect 
on bike tires should be taken into account.

GUIDELINES

Collector street crossing
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• Mid-block crossings should be used sparingly and only in situations where an existing 
intersection is not available.

• At minimum, a standard painted crosswalk must be included with advanced yield 
marNings �sKarN teetK� included on oncoming traffic lanes�

• Stop signs should be included on both sides of trail intersecting the roadway.
• A sidewalk connection node should be placed on both sides of the mid-block 

crossing. These nodes should include an information kiosk, benches, and a trash 
receptacle at minimum.

• Detectable warning tiles should be used on all curb ramps to ensure accessibility 
for trail users with poor vision. When selecting detectable warning tiles, their affect 
on bike tires should be taken into account.

• $ll applicable Za\finding signage sKould be included� $t minimum, a directional 
sign should be placed where the trail intersects with vehicular or pedestrian 
infrastructure.

• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 
trail or from the trail. 

GUIDELINES

Mid-block crossing
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• Standalone rail crossings should be avoided when feasible. Rail crossing should 
only be made when an existing roadway crossing is not present.

• All rail crossings should be executed at a 90 degree angle when possible. 
• Railroad crossing signs and railroad pavement markings should be used on both 

sides of the approach to the rail crossing.
• Trails running along the rail corridor should be buffered at least 25’ from the centerline 

of the railroad. A barrier fence should be placed between the trail and the rail and 
be 4’ away from the trail at minimum.

• Crosswalk markings should be placed on the trail surface that crosses the rail.

GUIDELINES

Railroad crossing
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• Neighborhood connections should be made wherever possible. These connections 
were indicated as highly desired by the community.

• Existing pedestrian infrastructure should connect to a sidewalk connection node 
before accessing the trail. The node should include an information kiosk, benches, 
and a trash receptacle at minimum.

• $ll applicable Za\finding signage sKould be included� $t minimum, a directional 
sign should be placed where the trail intersects with vehicular or pedestrian 
infrastructure.

• All landscape material should be native and should not obstruct views onto the 
trail or from the trail. 

• A mid-block crossing may be used to access neighborhood pedestrian infrastructure. 
The crossing must follow all guidelines for mid-block crossings.

GUIDELINES

Neighborhood connection
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Trail branding is a deliberate and intentional selection of visual elements that identify a 
trail system including color, logos, and materiality. These elements are typically applied to 
a variety of aspects within the trail system such as signage, amenities, and site furniture. 
A consistent brand for the trail will enhance user experience and safety by establishing 
trust that the trail user is on the right course.

7Ke selection of materials is a significant step in defining and enKancing tKe cKaracter 
of a trail system. While the use of premium materials throughout the entire trail may not 
be feasible due to cost, glimpses of the material can show up in areas like rest nodes, 
signage, and amenities. Material choices should be made to ensure durability, user 
comfort, and to maintain familiarity with the entire trail system.

An attractive color scheme can be a drawing factor to trail users when selected carefully. 
8sing colors tKat reÁect tKe identit\ of 7erre +aute Kas tKe abilit\ to foster a sense of 
community ownership. When used faithfully along the trail, color can become a type of 
Za\finding 

7Ke development of a trail logo solidifies tKe overall brand� ,t is an emblem tKat can be 
placed upon any element of the trail to signify that it is part of the system. A successful 
logo should be bold and easy to identify at varying scales. This ensures that the logo is 
readable and recognizable whether it is embroidered on a hat or posted on a billboard.

Materiality

Color selection

Logo design and placement

Color selection

City Seal gold stil de grain yellowLight sea greenterre Haute Blue

For the purpose of this plan, the city of Terre Haute’s color scheme is used for the branding 
for Terre Haute Trails. 

rgb Rgb Rgb Rgb 0, 69, 125 40, 175, 176 252, 184, 48 244, 211, 94
cmyk Cmyk Cmyk Cmyk100, 45, 0, 51 73, 8, 35, 0 0, 27, 81, 1 5, 14, 75, 0
hex # Hex # Hex # Hex #00457D 28AFB0 FCB830 F4D35E

2.4 trail branding
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Bench

Seating Block

Light

Restroom

Trash receptacle

Asphalt

Bollard

CROSSWALK

Materiality

Logo design

Examples of a material palette that could be used to reinforce the Terre Haute Trail 
branding. It includes the uniform use of pedestrian furniture, surface treatment, and other 
amenities. Prototypical materials are included to illustrate a “family” of materials.

$n identifiable logo for tKe 7erre +aute trail s\stem is Ne\ to elevating tKe brand� 7Ke design 
illustrates a conceptual example of the elements to include in a system logo. There is 
potential for individual trails to have their own logo that match a brand standard. For the 
purpose of demonstration, this logo represents the Terre Haute Trails system as a whole.

Trail system 
identity

Brand colors

Trail name

Versatile round 
shape

Imagery 
representative

of trail/city 
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A trailhead entry sign should be placed at all trailhead access locations. The entry sign 
makes the trailhead more visible to pedestrians/bikers on the trail as well as motorists who 
are looking to access the trail by parking their car at the trailhead. The sign should include 
branding that indicates the name of the trailhead and associated trails in the area.

7Ke informational NiosN provides a trail user Ne\ details to safel\ and efficientl\ navigate 
the system. At minimum, the informational kiosk should include the name of the trail, a 
trail map ZitK tKe user·s current location identified, trail rules, and contact information 
for local emergency response. Additional features can include interpretive information, 
advertisements for community events, a trail log, or a lost and found box. Kiosks should 
be located at all access nodes with the exception of Minor Rest Nodes. 

Directional signs help orient the trail user by identifying nearby destinations, trails, and 
amenities along with distances to their destinations. These should be placed at all major 
street and trail intersections. All directional signs should include the branding of the 
individual trail where they are located.

Mile markers are small posts that indicate distanced traveled along a trail. These signs 
typically contain minimal information but should indicate distance and trail name. Mile 
markers are useful for measuring distance and should also provide key information for 
use in emergency situations.

Interpretive signs are educational displays that are intended to connect trail users the 
history, culture, or natural features of the surrounding area. These signs should be placed 
at areas of interest along a trail and should include information to convey additional 
information about a space, event, or physical characteristic. Interpretive signs are often 
paired with rest nodes along a trail.

Trailhead Entry sign

Informational kiosk

Directional sign

Mile marker

Interpretive sign

:a\finding and signage ZorNs Kand�in�Kand ZitK trail branding to ensure tKe navigabilit\ 
of a trail s\stem� :a\finding ZitK uniform branding alloZs tKe user to verif\ tKe\ are on tKe 
correct route at a glance� 7o establisK KierarcK\ ZitKin tKe Za\finding signage, multiple 
scales of signage are used throughout the system. These different sign types include:

2.5 Wayfinding and signage
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TRAILHEAD ENTRY SIGN

DIRECTIONAL SIGN MILE MARKER INTERPRETIVE SIGN

INFORMATION KIOSK

Trail 
brand 
panel

Trail 
brand 

Trail 
name

Mile 
marker 

info

Trail 
brand 

Trail 
brand 
panel

System/
segment 

map

Rules/
policies

Trailhead 
name

Icons w/ 
amenities

at trailhead

Directions 
with

mileage

Trail 
brand 
panel

Info/
educational 

panel
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Thompson Ditch Trail
Recommendation #3: CATALYST CORRIDOR

The construction of a trail along the Thompson Ditch Corridor is a key strategy in 
furthering north-south mobility for Terre Haute’s bike and pedestrian system. The 
proposed trail would link four existing trails that run east to west, forming a spine that 
increases overall connectivity of the system. The trail would be approximately 3.3 
miles starting at the Blakeley Avenue Trailhead and terminating along East Margaret 
Avenue. Two-thirds of this proposed trail runs in between Thompson Ditch and an 
active CSX rail line, with the starting third being off-street along Blakely Avenue.

7Ke first element of tKis recommendation involves tKe placement of 7Ke 7Kompson 
Ditch Trail at a conceptual level. Factors such as drainage, grading, and property 
right-of-way were considered in the alignment of the trail. Enlarged plans of the 
route are included to show the alignment in further detail. These enlarged plans 
are accompanied by cross sections illustrating typical conditions along the route. 
For each section, there are two graphics: one displaying existing conditions and 
a second illustrating conceptual design of the proposed trail. These cross sections 
are indicated on the enlarged plans by an orange section cut line. The conceptual 
designs displayed in the cross sections adhere to the trail typology design standards.

Access to the Thompson Ditch trail will be accommodated in a variety of ways. 
For the purpose of the conceptual design, prototypical applications of access 
have been illustrated. Developing access standards for the new trail allows for the 
establishment of a common design “language” along the entirety of the trail. Access 
standards are developed to be scalable to the varying conditions of connecting 
pedestrian infrastructure� )ive different scales Zere establisKed to reÁect tKe potential 
connections to existing infrastructure. The scales include: 

• Major street crossing (arterial)
• Minor street crossing (collector)
• Minor street with intercepting trail
• Neighborhood crossing (pedestrian bridge)
• Connection to existing trailheads

Description

Recommendation components:

3.1 conceptual alignment

3.2 access standards
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Thompson Ditch Corridor - Overall

RAILROADS

PLANNED TRAILS

EXISTING TRAILS
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There are four typologies (outlined in Recommendation 2.1) that are applicable to the 
Thompson Ditch Corridor. While not all encompassing, these typologies address the 
overall conditions that are present throughout this particular corridor. The typologies 
that have been applied to the Thompson Ditch trail include:

• Neighborhood

• Natural

• Rail Corridor

• Adjacent to Roadway

On the map to the right, sections of the trail are highlighted based on the typology 
present in that area. In the following pages, prototypical cross-sections illustrate the 
typology application for the Thompson Ditch trail. These sections address the vertical 
and horizontal relationships of the proposed trail.

Section typologies

The preliminary alignment of the Thompson Ditch trail is outlined in this section. On a series 
of enlarged maps, a blue line indicates the route that the proposed trail will follow. From 
this alignment, a series of plan graphics and cross sections are used to further illustrate 
the existing and proposed conditions of the corridor.

3.1 conceptual alignment
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Thompson Ditch Corridor - Overall

NATURAL TYPOLOGY

RAIL CORRIDOR 
TYPOLOGY

ADJACENT TO 
ROADWAY TYPOLOGY

NEIGHBORHOOD TYPOLOGY

RAILROADS

PLANNED TRAILS

EXISTING TRAILS
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3.1 Conceptual Alignment

Cross section ‘a’
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Existing cross section ‘a’ - Blakely ave.

Proposed cross section ‘a’ - Blakely ave.

The residential condition of Blakely Avenue comprises a small portion of the Thompson 
Ditch trail at approximately a quarter mile long. The existing condition features a 6 ft. 
sidewalk on both sides of the street. In the proposed section, it is recommended that 
Blakely Avenue undergoes a road diet from four lanes to two travel lanes and a center 
turn lane. This allows for the establishment of a 12 ft. trail within the right of way on the 
east side of the street.

BLAKELY AVENUE CORRIDOR

Neighborhood typology

Neighborhood typology
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3.1 Conceptual Alignment

Cross section ‘b’
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Existing cross section ‘b’ - Deming park entrance

Proposed cross section ‘b’ - Deming park entrance

The Deming Park entrance presents a unique challenge to the trail alignment. It has 
been noted during public outreach that crossing Fruitridge Avenue is dangerous and 
especiall\ difficult at tKe entrance of Deming 3arN� 7Ke proposed conditions aim to 
amend this by narrowing the excess asphalt areas on either side of the travel lanes. 
This gives space for an extended median to protect the crosswalk on the west side 
of the intersection. It also provides space for a wider trail along the entrance to the 
park with a 6.5 ft. verge buffering it from the road. After crossing the park entrance, 
the trail will cross to the west side of Fruitridge Avenue via signalized crossing to 
access the rail corridor.

Deming park entrance

Natural typology

Natural typology
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3.1 Conceptual Alignment

Cross section ‘c’
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Existing cross section ‘c’ - rail corridor

Proposed cross section ‘c’ - rail corridor

The rail corridor makes up the bulk of the trail route. To ensure safety, it is important 
that the trail be located at least 25 ft. from the centerline of the railroad. In conditions 
where this is unachievable, a minimum distance of 13 ft. from the centerline of the 
rail must be allowed per guidance from the Indiana Southern Railroad Company. A 
6’ barrier will also need to be in place between the rail and the trail per guidance 
from the Indiana Southern Railroad Company. Materiality of the barrier may vary 
based on environmental and site conditions.

Rail corridor

Rail corridor typology

Rail corridor typology
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3.1 Conceptual Alignment

Cross section ‘d’
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Existing cross section ‘d’ - collector street

Proposed cross section ‘d’  - collector street

The section of the proposed Thompson Ditch trail along Margaret Avenue poses a unique 
challenge due to the existing roadway cross section. The right-of-way through which the 
Thompson Ditch Trail would connect to the existing Margaret Avenue trail is very narrow. 
Typically the Adjacent to Roadway Typology would include a 10-12 ft. wide trail with a 
6 ft. wide buffer. In this circumstance, an 8 ft. wide trail with no buffer is used in order to 
connect to the existing Margaret Avenue trail. 

Collector street - Margaret ave

Adjacent to roadway typology

Adjacent to roadway typology
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There are four crossing types (outlined in Recommendation 2.3) that are applicable 
to the Thompson Ditch Corridor. While not all encompassing, these typologies address 
the overall conditions that are present throughout this particular corridor. The crossing 
typologies that have been applied to the Thompson Ditch trail include:

• Arterial street crossings

• Collector street crossings

• Mid-block crossings

• Neighborhood connections

On the map to the right, areas that contain crossings outlined by section 2.3 are 
highlighted with a colored circle. The following pages illustrate prototypical plan 
diagrams for applicable topologies along the Thompson Ditch trail. These plans 
address the access strategies of the proposed trail.

Crossings

In this section, guidelines are provided for how the proposed Thompson Ditch trail is 
accessed. Guidelines from sections 2.2 and 2.3 are used to inform the solutions illustrated 
in the plan graphics of this section. The graphics focus on existing areas along the focus 
corridor and are intended to provide a conceptual overview of the recommended 
treatments.

3.2 access standards
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Thompson Ditch Corridor - Overall

ARTERIAL STREET CROSSING

CONNECTION TO 
EXISTING TRAILHEAD

COLLECTOR 
STREET CROSSING

COLLECTOR STREET 
CROSSING

(W/ INTERSECTING TRAIL)

NEIGHBORHOOD 
CONNECTION
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3.2 Access Standards

connection to existing trailhead
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Proposed Connection to existing trailhead

Existing Blakely avenue trailhead

Locust Street

Locust Street

BOaNHOy $YH�
Trailhead

National Road Heritage Trail

BOaNHOy $
YH�

BOaNHOy $
YH�
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3.2 Access Standards

wabash avenue crossing
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Proposed Wabash ave crossing

Existing Wabash ave crossing

Wabash Ave.

Wabash Ave.

Wabash Ave.

BOaNHOy $
YH�

BOaNHOy $
YH�
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3.2 Access Standards

collector street crossing
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Proposed poplar street crossing

Poplar street (existing)

Poplar Street

Poplar Street
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3.2 Access Standards

collector street crossing (intersecting trail)
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Proposed Hulman street crossing (intersecting trail)

Hulman street (existing)

Hulman Street

Hulman Street

Hulman Street Trail
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3.2 Access Standards

neighborhood connection
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Proposed neighborhood connection

Existing adjacent neighborhood
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Boost public perception of walking 
and biking in Terre Haute

Recommendation 4: Awareness/perceptions

To be successful in implementing prolonged, positive change in the community, 
it is important to help shape the narrative surrounding cycling and walking in 
the community and build upon positive aspects that make bike and pedestrian 
improvements important for the community. 

In many communities, bike and pedestrian use is considered a last resource when 
a vehicle isn’t available. Successful communities reinforce the multi-modal nature 
of cycling and walking, promoting these aspects as quality of life issues.

A key aspect to understanding bike and pedestrian facilities and to improving safety 
is to make residents aware of the facilities, to highlight that they are there, and to 
raise awareness of their presence. Making facilities visible may include physical 
improvements (signage and pavement markings), awareness campaigns (print and 
media), or other promotion of the facilities. These efforts highlight the presence of 
the facilities resulting in more awareness and more caution to improve safety.

Successful bicycle and pedestrian communities enact supporting policies that help to 
continually improve and build upon the multi-modal transportation network. Creation 
of Safe Streets and Complete Streets policies ensure that bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities are considered and included into transportation projects. Accommodation 
of bike and pedestrian facilities in zoning control and development code processes 
ensure that destinations are set to access the bicycle and pedestrian system. Other 
local policies should also expound on the importance of bike and pedestrian features 
and support their prioritization in implementation.

Develop specific planning documents to outline improvements, costs, benefits and 
constraints of constructing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Engage local residents 
in the planning processes to give ownership to decisions and outcomes.

Description

Methods:

Embrace cycling and walking as modes of transportation

Make bicycle and pedestrian facilities visible in the community

Enact public policy that promotes cycling and walking

Have a plan
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Develop on ongoing set of communication tools and methods that actively include and 
engage local stakeholders during the planning and implementation process. This helps 
build ownership and promotion within the community.

Identify key partners that can help in the promotion of how the bike and pedestrian 
facilities can be used or programmed. Organizations such as the local health network, 
Walk With a Doc, Walk to End Alzheimer’s, or other organizations can help promote 
facilities by including them in their annual events.

Establishing ongoing and lasting relationships with local media outlets can help ensure 
that key bicycle and pedestrian-related issues receive broad local media coverage.

Engage the community at large

Establish key partnerships to promote cycling and walking

Establish local media partnerships
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IMPLEMENTATION5
This chapter provides additional details 
regarding the implementation of the 
rHFRPPHndaWiRnV idHnWifiHd aV SarW RI WKH EiNH 
and SHdHVWrian SOan� 7KiV VHFWiRn RXWOinHV NHy 
SrRMHFW SriRriWiHV� idHnWifiHV VKRrW� Pid� and ORng�
term as well as resources and basic planning 
level costs. 
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• LONG-TERM PRIORITY
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Implementation
Identifying key metrics and priorities is essential to creating a sound bike and pedestrian 
system. Successful implementation of a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian system 
in the City will rely on the collaboration of many entities within the community, including 
the City Government, INDOT, Vigo County, Terre Haute Metropolitan Planning Agency 
(MPO), Indiana State University and other local allied organizations, business and property 
owners. This chapter provides additional details regarding the implementation of the 
recommendations outlined as part of this Master Plan. It is recognized that funds and 
resources are limited and must be used strategically for these types of bicycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure improvements. By focusing on key priorities outlined as part 
of the master plan goals, a more complete system can be developed in a timely and 
responsible manner for the city.

The following pages prioritize the various networks, outline supporting strategies, and 
illustrate how the proposed infrastructure could impact the built environment. A general 
timeline for implementation Kas been identified tKat include 1ear 7erm 6trategies, or 
those that should be focused and completed within 0-4 years, and Long Term Strategies 
that are 4-10 years for completion. Each strategy relates directly to the goals set in 
Chapter 3 of this plan. The goals are included on the next page and are followed by a 
recommendation table for each strategy.

In addition to the strategies being organized by near and long-term phases, a general 
level of resources�investment needed is also identified� 7Ke level of resources is intended 
to give a sense of scale to the overall magnitude of the proposed recommendation 
strategy. The symbol used to denote resource needs correlates to the range of potential 
funding needs required and are summarized as:

Beyond the level of resources for proposed recommendations, planning-level cost 
estimates for specific infrastructure recommendations are included� 7Ke estimates are for 
planning-level costs of recommended trail segments as well as prototypical infrastructure, 
such as typical trailheads and trail nodes.

Goal review

Resource needs

$ : <$20,000
: $20,000-$200,000
: >$200,000

$$
$$$
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&rHaWH a VaIH� FRPIRrWaEOH� and aWWraFWiYH nHWZRrN RI EiNH and 
SHdHVWrian IaFiOiWiHV WKaW FRnnHFW aOO 7HrrH +aXWH rHVidHnWV WR NHy 
destinations within the community.

Connectivity

Improve the safety, comfort, and overall sense of place of trails 
through careful design, maintenance details, and branding. 

EXPERIENCE

Establish the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a major north/south 
FRnnHFWRr IRr WKH EiNH and SHdHVWrian VyVWHP RI 7HrrH +aXWH�

CATALYST CORRIDOR

BRRVW SXEOiF SHrFHSWiRn RI ZaONing and EiNing�

AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS
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GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY - NEAR TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Create a citywide Alternative Transportation Plan which includes 
an inventory of bike and pedestrian facilities, and indicate 
improvements and projects that are already budgeted for 
construction. Create a priority list of implementation measures 
for consideration that aligns local project funding with priority 
projects.

$$

Identify current facilities that are unsafe, have high percentages 
of safety issues, or are in need of immediate repair to mitigate 
unsafe conditions. Create a priority system that gives the highest 
level of priority and greatest immediacy to correcting unsafe 
conditions. 

$

Develop a detailed construction standards plan that clearly 
outlines a system of trail development for the community. 
Individual trail segments should include potential planned routes, 
design standards, and other considerations that will lead to a 
detailed trail implementation plan for Terre Haute.

$

Work with INDOT to identify/update bike and pedestrian 
improvements on state routes within the City. Work with INDOT to 
coordinate improvements and funding.

$

Work to establish a designated, local fund for pedestrian 
improvements that could serve as the city’s local match for 
future grant opportunities. 

$

Continue to meet and coordinate with the local stakeholder 
advisory committee or other bike and pedestrian organizations 
to establish dialog and keep discussions active on bicycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure issues.

$

:orN to implement strategies identified and outlined as part of 
the Terre Haute Safe Streets Action Plan (SS4A) plan $$
Review and update the Land Development and Subdivision 
Ordinance Standards to incorporate multi modal, trail and 
pedestrian standards as appropriate into regulatory standards. 

$

Create a safe, comfortable, and attractive network of bike and pedestrian facilities that 
connects all Terre Haute residents to key destinations within the community.

Goal #1 Connectivity:

102



GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY - LONG TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Develop and adopt a Complete Streets Policy that promotes 
roadways designed for all users.  The Complete Streets approach  
would evaluate and incorporate bike and pedestrian facilities 
into all current and long-term infrastructure improvements in the 
community.

$

Conduct a yearly update to the bike and pedestrian facility 
inventor\ using tKe inventor\ to refine tKe ongoing and 
continuing prioritization of bicycle and pedestrian improvements. 

$

Transition steering committee role into long-term advisory role for 
bike and pedestrian improvements within the City. $
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GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE - NEAR TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Develop a detailed trails master plan that clearly outlines a 
system of trail development for the community.  Master plan 
should include potential planned routes, trailhead layouts and 
other considerations that will lead to a detailed preliminary 
engineering for trail implementation..  Master plan should include 
an overall route master plan with detailed trail development 
goals and objectives.  Master plan should utilize the guidelines 
outlined as part of this Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan as a basis 
for tKe final design standards and detail for infrastructure and 
improvements throughout the overall system.  The purpose of 
the design standards is to develop the desired character and 
aesthetics to set the trails apart as separate entities. 

$$

Develop / update safety standards for all facilities and street 
crossings. $$
Develop a Za\finding signage and branding stud\ for tKe trail 
system to reinforce a character and identity for the trail system.  
This could be incorporated into the overall trails master plan. 

$$

Identify and seek funding for development of priority trail 
improvements, such as the Wabash Avenue Trail and Thompson 
Ditch Trail, that  bring the greatest impact, as a catalyst project 
for implementation.

$

Develop a detailed implementation plan for the trails with 
detailed budgets and potential funding sources. $

Seek and identify potential trail and amenity funding. $

Improve the safety, comfort, and overall sense of place of trails through careful design, 
maintenance details, and branding.

Goal #2 EXPERIENCE:
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GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE - LONG TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Establish a trails oversight group to help administer the trail master 
plan and advise the City on continued administration, policies, 
and oversight for the trail.  

$

Identify trail policies for the overall trail system, including issues 
such as hours of operation, snow removal, maintenance 
responsibility, safety and programming of the trails. 

$

Develop maintenance guidelines and standards for all 
constructed trails. $
Implement updated maintenance practices for all trails and 
routes. $$
Continue to evaluate and update trail development priorities 
based on evolving context and conditions.  Work with City to 
include all trail projects in the local transportation improvement 
plans and city project funding.

$

,mplement tKe neZ�compreKensive Za\finding s\stem� $$$
8pdate trails master plan ever\ five \ears to reÁect cKanging 
conditions and constructed improvements. $
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GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR - NEAR TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Develop overall engineering and feasibility plan for the 
Thompson Ditch Trail as a key catalyst corridor with detailed 
budgets.  Include amenities and enhancements from the 
trails master plan identified in *oal �� $s part of tKe feasibilit\, 
identify all crossings and connections and identify any safety-
requirements for improving bike and pedestrian connectivity 
along the trail. 

$$

Identify and map all easements and current landowners along 
the corridor and initiate any needed coordination to determine 
cost and feasibility of constructing the catalyst trail project.

$

Begin initial coordination with the railroad to determine 
requirements for constructing along the rail line. $
Develop conceptual renderings as part of the feasibility study 
and facilitate public engagement along the corridor, especially 
with local property owners and stakeholders. Discuss range of 
issues including maintenance, security, and other trail-related 
concerns. 

$$

Identify potential funding sources for constructing catalyst trail 
sections. $

Establish the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a major north/south connector for the trail 
system of Terre Haute.

Goal #3 CATALYST CORRIDOR:
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GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR - LONG TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Identify critical construction issues and section is phasing any 
potential trail construction along the catalyst corridor. $
Facilitate ongoing communications with local property owners 
and stakeholders. $
Construct catalyst trail section(s) and connections.  Incorporate 
character design standards (such as benches, signage, and 
other pedestrian features) as well as safety standards (signalized 
crossings, lane markings, regulatory signage). 

$$$

Have trails oversight committee serve as a monthly sounding 
board for construction progress and community concerns. $
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GOAL 4: AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS - NEAR TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Identify local organizations and stakeholder groups, such as 
RiverSCAPE, National Road Bicycle Club, Wabash Valley Road 
Runners etc., that have shared missions concerning walking 
and biking in Terre Haute.  Establish a working group to oversee 
and assist the community in advocating for bike and pedestrian 
facilities and assisting the community in promoting cycling and 
walking in Terre Haute. 

$

Create a print and/or other media campaign highlighting 
cycling and walking in Terre Haute and introducing the City’s 
renewed focus on expanding and creating safe facilities.

$$

Develop ongoing cycling and pedestrian outreach surveys to 
gather real-time and evolving data on current facilities. $
Consider re-introduction of bicycle rental facilities and identify 
the types of enhancements needed (for instance bike racks 
or bike lockers) at facilities used everyday by cyclists and 
pedestrians. 

$$

Create and incentive program and seed funds for local 
businesses to introduce bike and pedestrian enhancements at 
their businesses.  

$$

Add trail counters to various high-use trails to develop and 
maintain annual trail usage data. $
Use the INDOT Bike IN Safe program and materials to provide 
youth education, materials, safety information and helmets to 
youth.

$

If necessitated, use targeted enforcement to decrease unsafe 
activity or behavior of motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians. $$

Boost public perception of walking and biking in Terre Haute.
Goal #4 AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS:
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GOAL 4: AWARENESS/PERCEPTIONS - LONG TERM STRATEGIES
Strategies Resource Needs:

Continue to facilitate a working group to oversee and assist the 
community in advocating for bike and pedestrian facilities and 
assisting the community in promoting cycling and walking in Terre 
Haute.  

$

Develop additional print and/or media campaigns to announce 
new projects, improvements, and other news concerning cycling 
and pedestrian facilities in Terre Haute. Work with local media 
to develop human interest stories and promote cycling and 
walking. 

$$

Continue to use ongoing cycling and pedestrian outreach 
surveys to gather real-time and evolving data on current 
facilities. 

$

Establish partnerships to promote Terre Haute as a bicycle 
friendly community. $
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Overall System proposed trails - Planning-Level cost estimate

# Location Starting Ending Est. 
Mileage Cost

1 East Park Avenue Clinton Street Mill Dam Road 1.2 $1,559,000
2 Clinton Street East Rosehill Avenue East Park Avenue 1.5 $1,949,000
3 North Lafayette Street East Park Avenue North 7th Street 3.8 $4,937,000
4 North 7th Street North Lafayette Street Tippecanoe Street 0.4 $520,000
5 Maple Avenue North 7th Street North Brown Avenue 1.9 $2,469,000
6 College Avenue North 4th Street Thompson Ditch 2.7 $3,508,000
7 North 13th Street North 10 1/2 Street/NRHT East Voorhees Street 2.3 $2,988,000
8 East Voorhees Street South 14th Street Prairieton Road 1.4 $1,819,000
9 South 4th Street Hulman Drive Lincoln Street 0.3 $390,000

10 Lincoln Street South 4th Street South 7th Street 0.3 $390,000
11 South 7th Street Lincoln Street East Margaret Avenue 0.7 $910,000
Total Miles of New Infrastructure 16.5
Estimated Cost Per Mile $1,560,000
(VWiPaWHd &RVW RI 1HWZRrN $21,439,000

Cost Estimates
The cost to plan, design, and build trails or shared-use paths varies widely based on the 
conditions in which they will be placed. Topography, drainage, utilities, rural vs. urban, 
and the presence of environmentally sensitive areas all play a role in the cost of building 
trails. For the purpose of this plan, cost is estimated at a conceptual level using metrics 
developed by the Indiana Department of Transportation by Toole Design. The trail 
planning-level cost calculator includes factors such as:

Planning-level cost estimates for access standards (located on the following pages) are 
derived from 2025 INDOT average unit costs. Elements such as paving, curbs, amenities, 
and applicable Za\finding signage are included in tKe cost estimation for eacK access 
standard typology. A 20% contingency is included in the cost estimate for the construction 
of each typology.

Estimates are for basic trail construction only. Additional costs for amenities or trailheads 
are provided independently. Right-of-way acquisition, if required, would also impact 
trail costs.

•  Earthwork and grading (updated to   
reÁect ���� ,1D27 average unit costs�

• Aggregate base material (updated to 
reÁect ���� ,1D27 average unit costs�

• 6urface material �updated to reÁect 
2025 INDOT average unit costs)

• Landscaping (5% of subtotal)

• Drainage (10% of subtotal)
• 0aintenance of traffic ��� of subtotal�
• Utility adjustments (10 % of subtotal)
• Design (20% of construction total)
• A design cost escalator based on the 

funding source to account (local/state/
federal)
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Terre Haute Trails - Overall

N

PROPOSED TRAILS

RAILROADS

PLANNED TRAILS

EXISTING TRAILS
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Trailhead

Access standards - cost estimates

Trailhead: Planning-level cost Estimate
Description QTY Price Unit Total
Concrete Pavement 3,411 $25 SF $85,300
1 ft. Flush Concrete Band 106 $100 LF $10,600
Raised Concrete Curb 320 $30 LF $9,600
Asphalt Pavement 5,326 $10 SF $53,300
Specialty Pavers 855 $75 SF $64,000
Parking Lot Markings 1 $5,000 LS $5,000
Bike Rack 8 $400 EA $3,200
Bench 2 $2,400 EA $4,800
Trash Receptacle 2 $1,600 EA $3,600
Water Fountain 1 $3,650 EA $3,650
Bike Maintenance Stand 1 $2,800 EA $2,800
Information Kiosk 1 $9,900 EA $9,900
Trailhead Entry Sign 1 $25,300 EA $25,300
Restroom Facilities 1 $154,000 EA $154,000
Subtotal $435,050
20% Contingency $87,010
Total Cost $522,060
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Trail Connection Node: Planning-Level Cost Estimate
Description QTY Price Unit Total
1 ft. Flush Concrete Band 86 $100 LF $8,600
Specialty Pavers 526 $75 SF $39,450
Bike Rack 3 $400 EA $1,200
Bench 2 $2,400 EA $4,800
Trash Receptacle 1 $1,600 EA $1,600
Bike Maintenance Stand 1 $2,800 EA $2,800
Directional 6ign � :a\finding 1 $7,150 EA $7,150
Information Kiosk 1 $9,900 EA $9,900
Seating Blocks 2 2,500 EA $5,000
Removeable Bollard 2 600 EA $1,200
Subtotal $81,700
20% Contingency $16,340
Total Cost $98,040

trail Connection node
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Sidewalk Connection Node

Sidewalk connection node: Planning-Level cost Estimate
Description QTY Price Unit Total
Concrete Approach 53 $25 SF $1,325
1 ft. Flush Concrete Band 91 $100 LF $9,100
Specialty Pavers 615 $75 SF $46,125
Bench 2 $2,400 EA $4,800
Trash Receptacle 1 $1,600 EA $1,600
Directional 6ign � :a\finding 1 $7,150 EA $7,150
Information Kiosk 1 $9,900 EA $9,900
Removable Bollard 2 600 EA $1,200
Subtotal $81,200
20% Contingency $16,240
Total Cost $97,440
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major rest node: Planning-Level cost Estimate
Description QTY Price Unit Total
1 ft. Flush Concrete Band 73 $100 LF $7,300
Specialty Pavers 280 $75 SF $21,000
Bench 2 $2,400 EA $4,800
Water Fountain 1 $3,650 EA $3,650
Trash Receptacle 1 $1,600 EA $1,600
Directional 6ign � :a\finding 1 $7,150 EA $7,150
Information Kiosk 1 $9,900 EA $9,900
Subtotal $55,400
20% Contingency $11,080
Total Cost $66,480

Major Rest Node
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Minor Rest Node

Minor Rest NOde: Planning-Level cost Estimate
Description QTY Price Unit Total
1 ft. Flush Concrete Band 68 $100 LF $6,800
Specialty Pavers 112 $75 SF $8,400
Bench 2 $2,400 EA $4,800
Trash Receptacle 1 $1,600 EA $1,600
Directional 6ign � :a\finding 1 $7,150 EA $7,150
Subtotal $29,110
20% Contingency $5,822
Total Cost $34,932
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)unding for tKe development of tKe activities identified as part of tKe 7erre +aute %iNe 
and Pedestrian Master Plan will require a broad expanse of federal, local and private 
resources.   Leveraging these opportunities will increase potential resources as sources 
are competitive and securing them can be challenging.  While the plan provides general 
guidance regarding priorities for near and long-term strategies, it is important to note that 
given tKe Áuidit\ of funding and resource availabilit\, tKat initiatives tKat Zere identified 
as long-term could shift to near-term should funding become available.  

The following are some resources for general funding and resource guidance related to 
bicycle and pedestrian development. 

NOTE: Some programs may still exist but are not currently funded.

• Rebuilding American Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity Program (RAISE 
Grant)

• Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program
• Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) Grant Program
• Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG)
• Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside (formerly Transportation Alternatives Program, 

Transportation Alternatives Program Transportation Enhancements)
• Safe Routes to School
• National Scenic Byways Program

• Indiana Trails Program (ITP)
• Next Level Trails Grant Program (Currently Not Funding as of 2026)
• Community Crossings Matching Grant Program (CCMG)
• Recreational Trails Grant Program (RTP)
• Indiana Heritage Trust Program
• Indiana Destination Development Corporation Grants (IDDC, Indiana Tourism)

• Tax Revenues
• Bonds
• Impact Fees
• Public Private Partnerships
• Business Community

• Indiana Greenways Foundation
• Wabash Valley Community 

Foundation
• Terre Haute Casino Resort 

Foundation Grants

POTENTIAL FUNDING

FEDERAL FUNDING SOURCES

State funding Sources

Local funding sources
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Plan Conclusion
This planning process brought together city staff,  
community leaders, and residents to identify the 
opportunities and challenges that exist around 
walking and biking in Terre Haute. This process was 
made possible b\ tKe financial support of tKe ,ndiana 
Department of Health and generated interest and 
excitement from the community, reinforcing to local 
leaders that pedestrian connectivity and safety are 
important to the current and future residents. 

This plan introduces 16.5 miles of new trail 
infrastructure that will work to make Terre Haute 
a more connected community. Combined with 
the existing and previously planned trails, the 
overall system increases to over 133.5 miles of trails, 
connecting all parts of Terre Haute and beyond. 
Design guidelines have been proposed for the 
thoughtful development of this infrastructure and 
further consideration has been taken for the 
implementation of a catalyst project along the 
Thompson Ditch Corridor. For the facilitation of 
enacting these plans, all recommendations have 
been sorted by key project priority. Strategies and 
potential funding sources have been provided for 
their ultimate implementation.

With a community-driven vision in place, the City of 
Terre Haute has a guidance document that will raise 
aZareness of tKe benefits of biNe and pedestrian 
facilities and provide a tool for funding and resource 
development with the ultimate goal of enhancing 
the quality of life in Terre Haute.
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This chapter provides additional information 
regarding the planning process

CHAPTER CONTENTS
• Public Survey Data
• Meeting Summaries
• Open House Materials
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Online survey results

2pen

)ill out the surYey�
+oPe

73
Contributors

77
Contributions

Contribution 6uPPary

1. :here do you liYe?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 77 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

1orthern 7erre +aute 11.69% 9

Central 7erre +aute 35.06% 27

Southern 7erre +aute 27.27% 21

,n 9igo Count\� but outside oI 7erre +aute 24.68% 19

2utside oI 9igo Count\ 1.30% 1

Total 100.00% 77

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 2 of 29
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Online survey results

2. :hat is your aJe?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 77 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

18 \ear \ounger 1.30% 1

19�25 \ears 3.90% 3

26�39 \ears 11.69% 9

40�55 \ears 42.86% 33

55 \ears 40.26% 31

Total 100.00% 77

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 3 of 29
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3. :hat is your Jender?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Male 40.79% 31

)ePale 57.89% 44

3reIer not to sa\ 1.32% 1

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page � of 29

Online survey results
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�. How far do you liYe froP an e[istinJ Terre Haute trail?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 77 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

/ess than .25 Pile awa\ 19.48% 15

/ess than .5 Pile awa\ 14.29% 11

/ess than 1 Pile awa\ 24.68% 19

do not live near a trial 27.27% 21

, donȅt know 6.49% 5

2therBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB 7.79% 6

Total 100.00% 77

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 5 of 29

Online survey results

125



�. How often do you walk or bike in Terre Haute?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 77 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

2Iten: dail\ or weekl\ 68.83% 53

2ccasionall\: Ponthl\ or seasonall\ 22.08% 17

5arel\: a Iew tiPes per \ear 3.90% 3

1ever: less than once per \ear 5.19% 4

Total 100.00% 77

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page � of 29

6. :ould you consider yourself an aYid :A/.(5?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

<es 57.89% 44

1o 42.11% 32

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page � of 29

Online survey results
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Online survey results

7. :hat leYel C<C/,6T do you consider yourself?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Casual � /eisurel\ 5ider 26.32% 20

5ecreational 31.58% 24

Avid 10.53% 8

CoPpetitive 2.63% 2

5acer 2.63% 2

, do not c\cle 26.32% 20

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 8 of 29
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�. How often would you like to use trails in Terre Haute?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 0 | Answered: 77 (100%)

Answer choices Percent Count

2Iten: dail\ or weekl\ 81.82% 63

2ccasionall\: Ponthl\ or seasonall\ 11.69% 9

5arel\: a Iew tiPes per \ear 5.19% 4

1ever: less than once per \ear 1.30% 1

Total 100.00% 77

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 9 of 29

Online survey results

�. 2n aYeraJe per actiYity� how lonJ do you spend when you walk or bike?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

/ess than one hour 27.63% 21

1�2 hours 56.58% 43

2�4 hours 14.47% 11

*reater than 4 hours 1.32% 1

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 10 of 29
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Online survey results

10. :hen are you Pore likely to walk or bike? �check all that apply�
Multi Choice | Skipped: 4 | Answered: 73 (94.8%)

Answer choices Percent Count

:eekda\s 75.34% 55

:eekends 84.93% 62

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 11 of 29

11. At what tiPe are you Post likely to walk or bike? �check all that apply�
Multi Choice | Skipped: 4 | Answered: 73 (94.8%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Mornings 71.23% 52

AIternoons 50.68% 37

(venings 50.68% 37

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 12 of 29
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Online survey results

12. How would you like to use the trails in Terre Haute? �6elect all that apply�
Multi Choice | Skipped: 2 | Answered: 75 (97.4%)

Answer choices Percent Count

:alking 85.33% 64

5unning 48.00% 36

Bic\cling 74.67% 56

5oller Skating� skateboarding� etc. 10.67% 8

Mobilit\ device ( includes Potori]ed wheelchairs) 8.00% 6

(lectric scooter or bike 8.00% 6

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 13 of 29
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Online survey results

1�. :hat is your priPary reason for usinJ a trail?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 3 | Answered: 74 (96.1%)

Answer choices Percent Count

3h\sical e[ercise � active recreation 85.14% 63

CoPPute � transportation 2.70% 2

(ngaging with nature � passive recreation 10.81% 8

2ther 1.35% 1

Total 100.00% 7�

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 1� of 29
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Online survey results

13. :hat types of destinations are Post iPportant for trails to connect to? Please rank the below options�
with Ȉ1ȉ beinJ your Post iPportant destination and Ȉ7ȉ beinJ your least iPportant destination.
5anking | Skipped: 12 | Answered: 65 (84.4%)

1 2 3 � � 6 7 � � Count 6core AYJ
5ank

3arks
and re
creati
onal a
Peniti
es
(publi
c
pool� 
pla\gr
ounds
� etc.)

36.51
%
23

33.33
%
21

11.11
%
7

9.52%
6

4.76%
3

3.17%
2

1.59%
1

0%
0

0%
0

63 7.48 2.29

3ublic
Iaciliti
es
(librar
\� coP
Punit
\
center
� town
hall�
etc.)

7.41%
4

12.96
%
7

27.78
%
15

20.37
%
11

12.96
%
7

7.41%
4

7.41%
4

1.85%
1

1.85%
1

54 5.06 3.91

Schoo 5.45% 10.91 16.36 12.73 21.82 18.18 3.64% 9.09% 1.82% 55 4.57 4.60

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 1� of 29
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Online survey results

ls 3 %
6

%
9

%
7

%
12

%
10

2 5 1

CoP
Perci
al
areas 
(shop
ping�
dining
� ePpl
o\Pe
nt�
etc.)

5.66%
3

15.09
%
8

11.32
%
6

24.53
%
13

18.87
%
10

9.43%
5

7.55%
4

5.66%
3

1.89%
1

53 4.62 4.34

5esid
ential 
neigh
borho
ods

15.52
%
9

22.41
%
13

18.97
%
11

13.79
%
8

17.24
%
10

6.90%
4

1.72%
1

0%
0

3.45%
2

58 5.86 3.43

Senior
housi
ng co
PPu
nities

0%
0

0%
0

0%
0

2.13%
1

10.64
%
5

19.15
%
9

23.40
%
11

17.02
%
8

27.66
%
13

47 1.98 7.26

Bus
stops

0%
0

0%
0

0%
0

2.13%
1

2.13%
1

12.77
%
6

21.28
%
10

36.17
%
17

25.53
%
12

47 1.71 7.64

(Pplo
\Pent
areas

2.08%
1

0%
0

2.08%
1

10.42
%
5

2.08%
1

18.75
%
9

31.25
%
15

18.75
%
9

14.58
%
7

48 2.42 6.73

2ther
trails

40.74
%
22

12.96
%
7

16.67
%
9

7.41%
4

7.41%
4

5.56%
3

3.70%
2

0%
0

5.56%
3

54 5.88 2.93

6core � SuP oI the weight oI each ranked position� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total contributions. :eights
are inverse to ranked positions.
AYJ 5ank � SuP oI the ranked position oI the choice� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total 
Count
 oI the choice.

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 15 of 29

133



Online survey results

1�. :hat types of aPenities are Post iPportant for trails in Terre Haute? Please rank the below options� with
Ȉ1ȉ beinJ your Post iPportant aPenity and Ȉ10ȉ beinJ your least iPportant aPenity.
5anking | Skipped: 11 | Answered: 66 (85.7%)

1 2 3 � � 6 7 � � Count 6core AYJ
5ank

/ighti
ng

20.37
%
11

14.81
%
8

7.41%
4

11.11
%
6

11.11
%
6

14.81
%
8

9.26%
5

5.56%
3

5.56%
3

54 4.74 4.20

'rinki
ng
statio
ns

3.85%
2

9.62%
5

15.38
%
8

5.77%
3

17.31
%
9

19.23
%
10

13.46
%
7

7.69%
4

7.69%
4

52 3.79 5.19

Shadi
ng
(trees�
etc.)

21.67
%
13

21.67
%
13

20.00
%
12

18.33
%
11

10.00
%
6

0%
0

0%
0

5.00%
3

3.33%
2

60 6.20 3.18
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6core � SuP oI the weight oI each ranked position� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total contributions. :eights
are inverse to ranked positions.
AYJ 5ank � SuP oI the ranked position oI the choice� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total 
Count
 oI the choice.
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Survey results

16. AlonJ a potential new trail corridor e[tendinJ froP %lakley AYe Trailhead to 0arJaret AYe �ThoPpson
'itch Corridor�� which '(6T,1AT,216�/,1.A*(6 benefit the trail systeP and are Post iPportant to you?
�5ank with 1 beinJ the hiJhest and 10 beinJ the lowest�
5anking | Skipped: 16 | Answered: 61 (79.2%)
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6core � SuP oI the weight oI each ranked position� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total contributions. :eights
are inverse to ranked positions.
AYJ 5ank � SuP oI the ranked position oI the choice� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total 
Count
 oI the choice.

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 20 of 29

137



Online survey results

17. AlonJ a potential new trail corridor e[tendinJ froP %lakley AYe Trailhead to 0arJaret AYe �ThoPpson
'itch Corridor�� which 52A':A< ,1T(56(CT,216 would Post benefit froP pedestrian enhancePents to the
proposed trail corridor? �5ank with 1 beinJ the hiJhest and 7 beinJ the lowest�
5anking | Skipped: 23 | Answered: 54 (70.1%)
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6core � SuP oI the weight oI each ranked position� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total contributions. :eights
are inverse to ranked positions.
AYJ 5ank � SuP oI the ranked position oI the choice� Pultiplied b\ the response count Ior the position choice� divided b\ the total 
Count
 oI the choice.
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Online survey results

1�. :ould you consider Terre Haute a walkable city?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

<es 31.58% 24

1o 56.58% 43

1ot sure 11.84% 9

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 22 of 29

1�. :ould you consider Terre Haute a cycle�friendly city?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

<es 18.42% 14

1o 68.42% 52

1ot sure 13.16% 10

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 23 of 29
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Online survey results

20. 'o you feel safe walkinJ or bikinJ in the city?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 2 | Answered: 75 (97.4%)

Answer choices Percent Count

<es� all the tiPe 24.00% 18

<es� but onl\ during the da\ 53.33% 40

1o 22.67% 17

Total 100.00% 7�

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 2� of 29
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Online survey results

21. How would you rate the ease or difficulty of walkinJ and bikinJ in Terre Haute?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

9er\ (as\ 5.26% 4

SoPewhat (as\ 23.68% 18

1either eas\ nor diIIicult 19.74% 15

SoPewhat diIIicult 40.79% 31

9er\ 'iIIicult 9.21% 7

'o not know 1.32% 1

Total 100.00% 76

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 25 of 29
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Online survey results

22. :hat factors Pake it difficult to walk or bike in Terre Haute? �select all that apply�
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

/ack oI sidewalks and Pulti�use paths 82.89% 63

5oads are too bus\�cars drive too Iast 77.63% 59

1o saIe crossings 56.58% 43

'o not Ieel saIe 23.68% 18

/ack oI street lights�lighting 27.63% 21

/acking aPenities (benches� trash cans� bike racks) 18.42% 14

'estinations Iar apart 40.79% 31

+ealth issues 2.63% 2

:eather 13.16% 10

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (31 Aug 2025 to 31 Dec 2025) Page 2� of 29

-ust don
t want to walk 2.67% 2

2ther 4.00% 3

Terre Haute Trails Plan - Form Results Summary (29 SeS 2025 to 28 Dec 2025) Page 2� of 29
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Online survey results

23. How would you rank bike and pedestrian facilities in Terre Haute?
Multi Choice | Skipped: 1 | Answered: 76 (98.7%)

Answer choices Percent Count

Above average 3.95% 3

Average 52.63% 40

Below average 43.42% 33

Total 100.00% 76
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Date Submitted )HHdEaFN
Dec 29, 2025, 04:15 PM Please connect Youngstown into downtown terre haute via 

a pedestrian or cycling path
Dec 28, 2025, 09:44 AM The city should spend my money on more pressing issues.
Dec 27, 2025, 11:52 AM Bike paths along Chamberlain St to connect Jones Trail 

Head to Hwy 42 and eventually to the Riley Spur. Extension 
of Heritage Trail East to Seelyville and beyond!

Dec 13, 2025, 08:54 PM Many street crossings could be enhanced by having a light 
ZKicK a ZalNer or c\clist can activate to stop traffic � 7Kese 
are used on busy intersections along the Pinellas Trail on the 
west coast of Florida

Dec 12, 2025, 10:59 PM Create more walking paths to get to trails from neighbor-
hoods so no need to drive. Need higher walkability in Terre 
Haute with safety and ease of use. Sidewalk trails are a 
good idea, not just downtown. Save energy and promote 
wellness.

Dec 11, 2025, 09:52 PM Personally I use trails mostly for recreation (biking, walking, 
running, getting to a park). I 100% support making things so 
that people who need to can use trails for work, school, and 
shopping and would support that being more important 
than pure recreation if there is support for that.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:56 PM Mayor Sakbun is making great strides! I see the change. 
Keep the momentum going!! We are getting there!!

Dec 11, 2025, 08:44 PM Existing bike lanes are never kept swept. Especially Ohio 
street. To the point of not being usable.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:44 PM There needs to be widespread public education on the laws 
of biking and walking. I often see people on bikes riding 
against traffic on tKe streets�

Dec 11, 2025, 08:29 PM Bike/running trails with a cafe/smoothie shop along the 
route would be so nice.  Trails that lead to a big water park 
would step our community up to the next level.

Dec 11, 2025, 05:54 PM I haul my bike out to the Heritage Trail or near to ride be-
cause I’m concerned roadway trails are not that safe due 
to inattentive drivers.

Dec 11, 2025, 05:09 PM I would love to see an improved pedestrian and cycling 
crossing over Wabash to connect to the Blakely Trailhead. 
It is a very busy intersection. An overpass crossing for pe-
destrians and cyclists would be ideal. Also, I use the Poplar 
trail from Deming to Dobbs almost daily and the Parks Dept 
workers do a fabulous job of maintaining the trail, even 
during snowy conditions!

online survey results
Question 24: is there anything else you would like to share?
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Date Submitted )HHdEaFN
Dec 11, 2025, 11:51 AM “We were so excited when we were

told funding was previously (2 years ago) approved for a 
Riley trail extension but have seen nothing happen in over a 
year.  Time is money!”

Dec 11, 2025, 09:09 AM We have the backbone for an outstanding trail system. A lot 
of work still needs to be done to better connect individual 
trails, greatly improve intersection crossings, and enforce 
automobile compliance.  There is tremendous opportunity 
to add new trails over existing public easement and right-of-
ways, especially sewer and drainage facilities.  Not all trails 
need to be expensive asphalt. Crushed stone can make an 
excellent trail, so long as it is clearly marked for both users 
and automobiles.

Dec 11, 2025, 06:52 AM Please consider how the Riley Trail aligns with this planning.  I 
didn’t see any opportunity to say that heritage trail is getting 
bumpy and when there is work at RHIT construction employ-
ees park and drive on the trail making it less safe. Thank you!

Dec 11, 2025, 06:33 AM If you’re connecting to Margaret Ave via Thompson ditch.  
Need plan on new Margaret to 25th street. With a side walk 
or bike/walking bath.  It also is a raceway on Margaret Ave. 
and I see more people trying to walk on the road. Maybe 
due to casino.

Dec 02, 2025, 01:50 PM We are retired part-time residents whose primary residence 
is in New England.  We love the many parks in Terre Haute 
and within an hour’s drive of Terre Haute, and we visit a cou-
ple of these parks every week when we are in Terre Haute.  
Crossing Poplar Street to get to Baesler’s Market is the most 
dangerous crossing near us.  Crosswalk at 29th street would 
be helpful.

Nov 29, 2025, 10:21 AM On the 1 to 7 rankings, I was not able to get these to work 
on my PC.  So,  I did not leave them blank on purpose.  
Thanks for sending this out to the community.  I love the new 
dedicated bike / running lane on Ohio between 13th and 
19th and have already used it twice.

Nov 28, 2025, 06:37 PM Trails should be a trailing system with a lane for walkers, lane 
for bikes, and a lane for runners. It would be nice to connect 
areas that are relaxing and provide youth opportunities for 
walking.

Nov 20, 2025, 03:47 PM 3lease add a trail for 1ortK 7erre +aute� ,·d definitel\ use it� 
I presently must drive to get to a Terre Haute trail. A dream 
would be to have a Terre Haute trail that connects with the 
Parke County trail!

Oct 28, 2025, 08:56 PM Need to address the danger of crossing Fruitridge at Ohio 
Blvd going in/out of Deming Park.
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online survey results
Question 24: is there anything else you would like to share?
Date Submitted )HHdEaFN
Nov 18, 2025, 07:09 AM The new administration has done so much to improve our 

roads and sidewalks. I’d like to personally commend you 
all on everything you e done to improve our community’s 
transit. 

The main thing that makes my daily commute feel danger-
ous is that the two lane 30+ mph roads in residential areas 
�:abasK avenue from ��tK to )ruitridge� are alZa\s difficult 
to cross and scary to walk along. People tend to drive 60+ 
and pass frequently leading to near misses or cars driving 
onto the curb. In a perfect world it would be 1 lane through 
town but I understand it is a highway and that would be 
difficult� 

The newly renovated real hac has a great patio and you 
can’t sit there because it’s too loud and cars drive very fast 
in a lane that’s less than 10 feet from some of the tables on 
the patio. This is a growing section of town and I’d love for 
people to be the focus instead of cars and parking lots.

Nov 09, 2025, 10:28 PM Some areas closer to downtown are much more friendly to 
walkers/bikers, but there are many places without sidewalks 
or sidewalks that are not easily accessible to wheelchairs 
or strollers. Bikers do not have enough room on many major 
streets to share the road safely and lack sidewalks to get 
around that.

Nov 08, 2025, 08:55 AM Build the Thompson Ditch Trail ASAP
Nov 07, 2025, 08:58 AM Having year-round restrooms open from dawn to dusk is key 

for use of trails and parks
Nov 07, 2025, 08:50 AM The paths we currently have need maintenance. The Her-

itage Trail has places where tree roots have impeded the 
asphalt making for a bumpy ride and eventually will start to 
break it apart.  Need to maintain what we have and not just 
add more.

Nov 07, 2025, 08:37 AM There need to be speed limits on these multi-use trails, may-
be at 10 mph or lower. Many bicyclists are going about 20 
mph and these people should get on the roads. (Which is 
what I do!) I walk the Heritage Trail weekly and have to con-
stantly look behind us because most bicyclists do not give 
an audible warning, “On your left!” Someone is going to 
get hurt, likely some small child. There also need to be some 
education about the speed limit and how to safely use the 
trails. The cycling group will not be happy about this, but 
they engage in unsafe riding. I bet there are people who 
avoid using the Heritage Trail because of the high speed of 
many of the cyclists!
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Date Submitted )HHdEaFN
Nov 06, 2025, 12:00 PM , definitel\ support tKe proposed 7Kompson ditcK corri-

dor trail. As an avid cyclist, I feel most unsafe when I bike 
through town, especially if I’m biking from the north side to 
the south side (and vice versa). There currently are no truly 
bike friendly options that connect the north and south sides 
all the way through town. 
I’d love to see more share the road signs and signs that re-
mind motorists to stay 3 feet away from cyclists.
The underpass on Sidenbender is still way too dark and has 
potKoles� , Kit one Kard a feZ ZeeNs ago and almost Áipped 
over the handlebars with a car behind me.

Nov 05, 2025, 03:10 PM A Thompson Ditch corridor would be fantastic!
Nov 05, 2025, 02:48 PM The giant stop signs on the trail along Poplar are very alarm-

ing�  3oplar traffic needs to be sloZed doZn and bic\clists 
and runners should not have a bunch of STOP signs telling 
them to watch out for motorists.  It’s a trail... no other city 
that I have been to makes me feel like I am taking my life 
in my own hands crossing intersections. The point of the trail 
is to have a safe place to walk/bike/run but the trails on 
the east side of town seem to put the safety of trail users on 
themselves.  The trails crossings should be better marked for 
traffic and tKe speed limit on 3oplar 6t ZKere tKe trail is a 
few feet away should be much lower.

Nov 04, 2025, 09:03 PM I like trails as nature trails and I’m not sure if this survey is 
more about “greenways” like other cities have that are 
large, paved trails that are in busy areas and aren’t ac-
tually that green. I’d love more actual green spaces and 
restoration of the green spaces along Heritage Trail. Once I 
learned about invasive plants - it is all I can see at our parks.

Nov 01, 2025, 09:53 PM , couldn·t find ZKere to add potential neZ routes on tKe 
map feature. 
Below in the contact us section, the information is not visible.

Nov 01, 2025, 02:12 PM I grew up in Terre Haute and recently moved back after 
~18 years away. I am very appreciative of the efforts being 
put into making the city more walkable and providing more 
walking/biking trails for the public to utilize.

Oct 31, 2025, 01:51 PM We do have a great number of parks and trails. It would be 
nice to be able to traverse between them more easily.

Oct 29, 2025, 10:39 PM Another big factor that impact my choice to bike and walk 
also include: lack of feeling like I belong on the street when 
riding a bike. Driver awareness that bikes can be on streets 
(education) could help via signage (like sharrows and share 
the road signs). Adding an education component (both 
for drivers, but also for community members/kids to learn to 
bike) to any infrastructure improvement is essential to mak-
ing our community more bike/walk friendly.
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Date Submitted Location )HHdEaFN
Dec 28, 2025, 10:27 AM Latitude:

39.50769015321279

Longitude:
-87.4127310143772

I think adding a Trail along the 
Wabash river (maybe in association 
with Riverscape) is a great idea.  
We took a pontoon boat ride up 
the Wabash and its was scenic and 
believe it would be a park-like setting.

Dec 11, 2025, 09:01 PM Latitude:
39.40666275658563

Longitude:
-87.34552375218531

Would like to see the new Riley Spur 
have a connecting point to Idle 
Creek without riding on Eldridge Rd.

Dec 11, 2025, 09:17 AM Latitude:
39.47375464957133

Longitude: 
-87.39594282406676

The recent re seal of this trail is 
horrible and made it worse. I don’t 
enjoy riding on it and have resorted 
to riding on the roads along side 
cars. (In reference to National Road 
Heritage Trail)

Dec 11, 2025, 08:55 AM Latitude:
39.493575096586056

Longitude: 
-87.4099491099844

It would be fairly easy to add a 
mountain bike loop through the 
woods here to give north side 
mountain bikers a place to go.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:51 AM Latitude:
39.4672892895417

Longitude:
-87.350752477756

Improve connection between Park 
Lane and Deming Park.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:46 AM Latitude:
39.46713044909373

Longitude:
-87.34671453827832

0aNe an official connection 
here between Lincolnshire and 
Woodridge. There is an existing sewer 
easement.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:43 AM Latitude:
39.48475240752012

Longitude:
-87.40734700172297

Union Hospital should have 
connections from multiple directions, 
especially Lafayette Avenue.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:38 AM Latitude:
39.46534239600672

Longitude:
-87.404989933962

How to connect Ohio Street bike 
lanes to 8th and 9th Street bike lanes?

Interactive map comments
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Date Submitted Location )HHdEaFN
Dec 11, 2025, 08:33 AM Latitude:

39.47080864641521

Longitude:
-87.35072853024562

A path is needed in this area 
between Woodridge and Deming 
park. Currently Keen lane has no 
shoulder.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:32 AM Latitude:
39.48352391518179

Longitude:
-87.34003087460194

There is an opportunity here to 
connect Robinwood and east side 
neighborhoods to the trail system 
using an existing sewer easement.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:31 AM Latitude:
39.476246459781805

Longitude:
-87.38317716055735

Make side connections into 
neigKborKoods official patKs�

Dec 11, 2025, 08:29 AM Latitude:
39.492104390300454

Longitude:
-87.3883046061942

Maple Avenue needs to have 
continuous sidewalk on one side 
of the street from Ouabache 
Elementary all the way to North High 
School. Currently there are areas with 
missing sidewalk on both sides of the 
street.

Dec 11, 2025, 08:27 AM Latitude:
39.491399923308876

Longitude:
-87.398583654843

We need a safe, ADA compliant 
bike and pedestrian route from 
downtown, through ISU, along the 
Union Hospital campus, and to 
12 Points. Currently sidewalks are 
deplorable, lane markings aren’t 
clear, and vehicles travel too fast on 
Lafayette.

Dec 05, 2025, 09:34 AM Latitude:
39.41707823050612

Longitude:
87.40899237223243

Would be nice to have designated 
parking near the hospital/an on/off 
path to get on the trail.

Dec 02, 2025, 01:59 PM Latitude:
39.49135054775559

Longitude:
-87.31879980490316

The NE corner of Hawthorne Park 
provides easy access to the pond/
Zetlands, ZKere \ou can find man\ 
birds, dragonÁies and otKer Zildlife�

Dec 02, 2025, 01:56 PM Latitude:
39.46556970912172

Longitude:
-87.33961675016835

Wonderful trails at Dobbs park.  Any 
improved connections to Deming 
Park and other open spaces would 
be great.
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Dec 02, 2025, 01:54 PM Latitude:

39.44570097279666

Longitude:
-87.35279521148757

Baesler’s Market is always very busy 
during tKe da\, and it is difficult to 
cross Poplar Street - a crosswalk 
would help.

Nov 30, 2025, 10:40 AM Latitude:
39.46433242640012

Longitude:
-87.35387234617892

Signage to direct people to the path 
for Dobbs park.

Nov 29, 2025, 12:05 PM Latitude:
39.46568067793703

Longitude:
-87.38824693821277

The new Bike Lane traveling East 
on Ohio Street is problematic. Cars 
still park in the bike lane so you are 
forced out into traffic� 7Ke biNe lane 
puts \ou into oncoming traffic at tKe 
four way stop at 19th street. You have 
to cross over to the right side of Ohio 
in order to get to the bike lane, so 
\ou can alZa\s ride ZitK tKe ÁoZ of 
traffic�

Nov 29, 2025, 12:05 PM Latitude:
39.527633

Longitude:
-87.346728

I love the idea of connecting the 
north end. It seems much of the 
development, both actual and  
planned, neglects this area. As a 
resident, I would like to see greater 
investment out this way. Why not 
build all the way out to Rosehill and 
Clinton then connect down to Ft. 
Harrison and Lafayette? We have an 
“ad hoc” trail there already!

Nov 29, 2025, 10:02 AM Latitude:
39.46430259442519

Longitude:
-87.35619920394019

I would suggest that each of the 
speed bumps have clear access 
space so that bicycles don’t have 
the encounter the speed bump.  I 
am a very experienced bike rider 
and I went down non one of these 
a few years ago.  Lots of times due 
to traffic in tKe parN \ou Kave to ride 
much slower than normal, making 
you vulnerable to these types of 
accidents.

Interactive map comments
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Nov 29, 2025, 09:50 AM Latitude:

39.46582669487438

Longitude:
-87.41978574747404

I don’t believe this is city owned, but 
the pedestrian pathway across the 
bridge (south bridge) has water that 
always stands - in numerous places.  
It can pool deep enough that your 
feet can become wet from soaking 
through your shoes.  This is really an 
issue in the colder months.  It can 
also become very icy in the winter. 
There are drain holes to let the water 
onto US 40, but the pedestrian path 
tilts the opposite way, so the water 
just stands.  It is possible to get holes 
drilled in the outer concrete wall 
which would let the water drain into 
the Wabash?   Again, as I understand 
it, this bridge is not city owned, but 
maybe State of Indiana owned. I was 
just thinking that given the bridge’s 
location, you folks might have some 
inÁuence ZitK tKe 6tate�

Nov 29, 2025, 09:35 AM Latitude:
39.466047734363656

Longitude:
-87.36058519365207

,t is mucK more difficult to cross 
Fruitridge Avenue while entering or 
exiting Deming Park then it was just a 
few years ago.  Others would know 
better than I, but that intersection 
needs changed somehow.  There 
is an intersection in Bloomington IN 
where the Runners/ walkers press a 
button and then a red light come on 
for the street they are trying to cross 
safely.  The light does not come on for 
very long so it does not unnecessarily 
Kold up traffic, but tKe runners � 
walkers / bikers can cross safely.

Nov 25, 2025, 04:53 PM Latitude:
39.47373013194155

Longitude:
-87.39768634425276

Have a stop sign, bike/pedestrian 
crossing, or stop light here to make 
it more convenient for cyclists and 
pedestrians to cross 13th St from or to 
the National Road Heritage Trail.

Nov 20, 2025, 11:07 PM Latitude:
39.42784034528489

Longitude:
-87.41996427454261

While it may not be as common of a 
destination for folks walking/biking, 
this is a major commerce area that 
could be better connected by trails 
to the rest of town, and/or with better 
infrastructure to walk/bike between 
nearby businesses.
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Nov 20, 2025, 11:04 PM Latitude:

39.460746235832175

Longitude:
-87.41391771465813

Frequently see pedestrians crossing 
east/west across 3rd Street between  
Farrington St and Poplar Street. A 
road that better serves folks on foot 
who need to cross the street would 
be safer for all.

Nov 20, 2025, 11:00 PM Latitude:
39.47308096476945

Longitude:
-87.37884820382537

The sidewalks along the east side of 
25th and north side of Wabash here 
are narrow and have no tree-line 
buffer. Folks walking to/from Kroger 
Kave a difficult time feeling seen b\ 
vehicles as they move from sidewalk 
to storefront.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:58 PM Latitude:
39.47272962243011

Longitude:
-87.37722989021353

This Kroger is an essential destination 
for folks of all income levels in the 
area.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:55 PM Latitude:
39.465927425309104

Longitude:
-87.3565415104698

Deming Park is a popular destination 
with limited parking, and should not 
require a vehicle to access. Trail 
connectivity is key.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:54 PM Latitude:
39.46379911117907

Longitude:
-87.3339229751273

Connecting this trail to the south 
(Walmart/Meijer shopping) and 
to the north (to Heritage Trail via 
Rose-Hulman) would enhance the 
connectivity on the East Side for 
cyclists/commuters/those without 
access to vehicles.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:50 PM Latitude:
39.480870542113365

Longitude:
-87.31415749875742

Daily congestion during drop-off/
pick-up times interfere with north/
soutKbound traffic� 2n bad ZeatKer 
days (when caregivers drive to avoid 
having their children wait for buses) 
vehicles will park at Pizza Gallery 
(NE corner) or SW corner and walk 
students across Wabash or Hunt 
which is extremely dangerous.

Interactive map comments
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Nov 20, 2025, 10:43 PM Latitude:

39.46549835300371

Longitude:
-87.38038660224927

While this is a school zone, with 
crosswalk signs west- and east-bound, 
but no crosswalks painted that cross 
Ohio Blvd. except what is at 25th St. 
I’d like to see a cross-walk painted 
on either 23rd or 24th crossing Ohio. 
I drive this daily, during arrival and 
dismissal times from WWMS and never 
see all vehicles obeying the 20mph 
reduced limit. I’d like to see a push-
button ÁasKer for ZKen cKildren 
are walking down the street to alert 
drivers that children are present and 
obey the reduced speed limit.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:39 PM Latitude:
39.465422448587674

Longitude:
-87.38532230536224

There have been many non-fatal 
crashes along Ohio Blvd where north/
south-bound vehicles do not fully 
stop and/or do not fully yield in the 
median. Trees can obstruct views 
impairing judgment of oncoming 
vehicles traveling east/west bound. 
I used to think stop signs in the 
median was overkill, but I now think it 
necessary to reduce crashes.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:35 PM Latitude:
39.47213746123407

Longitude:
-87.36963876306291

If this section just north and south 
of Wabash on the west side of 
Brown is technically considered 
a (one-way? two-way?) trail, we 
need better signage to let vehicles 
know bikes can ride (both ways?) 
on the sidewalk. Rural King parking 
lot often has tall fencing/pallets of 
goods stacked on the East edge of 
tKe parNing lot, maNing it difficult for 
drivers to see peds/bikes as they exist 
onto Brown.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:31 PM Latitude:
39.475659249167535

Longitude:
-87.35892293906761

This strip on Blakely Ave between 
Wabash and Locust needs better 
protection for cyclists. When heading 
north, vehicles often speed by you 
without appropriate passing distance. 
Heading south, cyclists have to 
decide to ride on the street (cars 
don’t have room to pass but do), on 
the sidewalk (not ideal) or to cross 
over to the East side path.
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Nov 20, 2025, 10:23 PM Latitude:

39.46538879030106

Longitude:
-87.39814218297927

The new Ohio Street bike path will 
be a great addition to east/west 
connectivity. Would like to see 
a designated route/sharrows to 
connect this to Wabashiki boardwalk 
at Bicentennial Park, just west of the 
Wabash River.

Nov 20, 2025, 10:18 PM Latitude:
39.49193344725788

Longitude:
-87.39831028780966

12 Points is a great destination for 
food, entertainment, and the nearby 
park and public library! I love biking 
here with my kids, but the route 
along 13th Street (south to Wabash 
Ave) isn’t great. Sometimes we 
wind through the neighborhood 
to the east, but a friendlier biking 
experience along this corridor would 
make us all feel safer.

Nov 10, 2025, 08:42 AM Latitude:
39.46599964090922

Longitude:
-87.4232504518528

Access Wabashiki wetlands from the 
east side

Nov 10, 2025, 08:31 AM Latitude:
39.48545567943572

Longitude:
-87.30071202629952

Possibly connect the end of Heritage 
to Riley trail and or Dobbs park.

Nov 07, 2025, 08:39 AM Latitude:
39.475544499344096

Longitude:
-87.41151028938967

Connect & Mark these 2 trails. Tried 
to ride this last year and never found 
a clearly marked bike path and just 
ended up on city streets.

Nov 06, 2025, 05:31 PM Latitude:
39.45631269070026

Longitude:
-87.3628778922195

I think this location would be located 
close to the existing trails

Interactive map comments
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Nov 06, 2025, 01:54 PM Latitude:

39.46501

Longitude:
-87.35427

I agree with the other comment 
about safety issues crossing Fruitridge 
to Deming Park. As much as I strongly 
disliNe tKe traffic ligKts in tKis toZn, 
this might be a place where one is 
needed, botK for foot�biNe traffic 
and automobile traffic� $t tKe ver\ 
least, perhaps a “pedestrian right-of-
way” stop light that turns red to stop 
traffic ZKen it senses pedestrians or 
bicycles. I don’t know what they’re 
called, but I’ve seen them in larger 
urban areas like Indy.

Nov 04, 2025, 09:36 PM Latitude:
39.38829817967789

Longitude:
-87.29806877662242

It would be great to have a trail 
connecting Riley to Deming Park

Nov 03, 2025, 03:44 PM Latitude:
39.48305052696222

Longitude:
-87.34622977086676

I love the idea of trails by the water, 
both here and the one on Wabash 
heading north.  My comment is that I 
hope we also invest in adding native 
trees and shrubs along these routes to 
further enhance the trails.

Nov 03, 2025, 10:13 AM Latitude:
39.423503051819495

Longitude:
-87.38989198188008

Davis Ave & rea park crossing.
Desperately need a yellow caution 
ligKt Kere�  7raffic routinel\ goes� ��  � 
20 miles over the 30 mph speed limit.
Very limited enforcement of 30 mph 
limit.  7-9 am and - 5 pm speeding is 
rampant

Oct 31, 2025, 12:41 PM Latitude:
39.46574112000158

Longitude:
-87.3771611861352

Cars are parked in the bike lane 
here on occasion. I was told that 
apparently Trinity Lutheran Church 
got permission from someone to do 
this, but that should never happen - if 
the bike lane is ever obstructed, at a 
minimum there should be cones and 
signage indicating that bikes have 
to engage in the lanes of vehicular 
traffic�

Oct 31, 2025, 12:39 PM Latitude:
39.47737569152554

Longitude:
-87.35776334375338

,·d liNe to see some sort of traffic 
restriction on Bourne and Locust - cars 
often come up Bourne in a hurry as a 
shortcut to avoid the Blakely/Wabash 
intersection, and are not inclined to 
pay attention to cyclists.
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Oct 31, 2025, 12:37 PM Latitude:

39.47681506470562

Longitude:
-87.37897961681648

This connection is awkward on a bike, 
the curb cut is at an odd place on 
tKe Zest side of ��tK and traffic can 
be heavy.

Oct 31, 2025, 12:36 PM Latitude:
39.4775218073986

Longitude:
-87.36150881758108

The Heritage Trail is great, but this 
section isn’t really much of a trail, 
it’s more of a sidewalk / parking lot. 
It would be great if this could be 
landscaped into more of a real trail; 
not sure how much cooperation 
with Jadcore / Revolution would be 
needed.

Oct 28, 2025, 08:59 PM Latitude:
39.46362317274975

Longitude:
-87.36073592790905

Must address safety issues for 
pedestrians and bikers crossing 
Fruitridge into Deming Park. This 
will be more concerning with this 
proposed trail . Especially challenging 
in late afternoon.

Interactive map comments
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Project Meeting Summaries

w w w. T S W D e s i g n G r o u p . c o m

Te r r e  H a u t e  Tr a i l s  Pl a n
MEETING NOTES - Kick-Oī Meeting
0 8 / 1 1 / 2 0 2 5

MEETING A TTEND EES
Maitri Desai – Terre Haute City Planner
Marcus Maurer – Terre Haute Director of Engineering
Caleb Williams – Terre Haute Staī Engineer
Nick :ahn – VS Engineering
:acob Newland – TSWDG
Scott SieŅer – TSWDG

MEETING NOTES

PUR POSE
The kick-oī meeting gathered city staī and consultant team members to discuss proũect scope 
and identify potential stakeholders to be included in the advisory committee. Preliminary 
mapping for the overall bike and pedestrian system and the Thompson Ditch Corridor were 
presented for comment. At the conclusion of the discussion, the proũect team conducted a site 
walk to identify key areas and crossings along the focus corridor. 

MEETING A GEND A
1.  GENERA> SCOPE OVERVIEW

• Part 1͗ Assessment of Existing conditions and opportunities
a. Task 1.1͗ Proũect Kickoī Meeting with City Staī
b. Task 1.2͗ Base Mapping
c. Task 1.ϯ͗ Community Input
d. Task 1.4͗ Existing Conditions Inventory and Assessment Mapping
e. Task 1.ϱ͗ Trails Plan Advisory Committee Meeting η2

• Part 2͗ Route Development Θ Conceptual Trail Design
a. Task 2.1͗ Preliminary Route and Connection Development
b. Task 2.2͗ Route Prioritization/Conceptual Trail Design Elements
c. Task 2.ϯ͗ DraŌ Trail Concept Plan
d. Task 2.4͗ Trails Plan Advisory Committee Meeting ηϯ
e. Task 2.ϱ͗ Community Meeting

• Part ϯ͗ Trail Plan Recommendations
a. Task ϯ.1͗ Final Trails Plan͗ A vision study for the National Road Heritage Trail 

Recommendations
b. Task ϯ.2͗ Board of Public Works Meeting

2.  IDENTIFICATION OF ADDITIONA> STAKEHO>DER GROUPS

ϯ.  OVERA>> SzSTEM DISCUSSION
• Identify weaknesses and opportunities

4.  FOCUS ROUTE DISCUSSION
• Destinations to connect
• Environmental concerns
• Access standards
• Regulatory issues

l a n d s c a p e  a r c h i t e c t u r e    c o m m u n i t y  p l a n n i n g    u r b a n  d e s i g n    v i s i o n i n g    s t r a t e g i c  p l a n n i n g

INDIANAPOLIS
10 S. New Jersey St. Suite 220 

Indianapolis, IN  46204
p:  317.608.5004

LOUISVILLE
734 W. Main Street Suite 100

Louisville, KY 40202
p:  502.276.8812
f:  317.608.5016

Ron L. Taylor, FASLA, RLA
m:  317.690.6867

e:  rtaylor@TSWDesignGroup.com

Scott L. Siefker, FASLA, AICP
m:  317.690.0162

e:  ssiefker@TSWDesignGroup.com

Amy M. Williams, AICP
m:  502.595.7432

e:  awilliams@TSWDesignGroup.com
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ϱ.  SITE WA>K
• TSW Design Group, VS, and City Staī met in the conference room of the engineer s͛ oĸce to discuss plans for 

the site walk
• A basemap of the overall existing system and focus corridor were presented on boards.
• Marcus noted some existing trails that were missing from TSW s͛ basemaps, which are as follows͗

a. An existing loop around Rea Park
b. An existing ϴ͛ sidewalk on the north side of Margaret Ave.
c. An existing trail segment along Blakely Ave., from Ohio Blvd. to Wabash Ave.
d. An existing trail segment along Ohio St., from 1ϵth Street to 1ϯth Street

• It was noted that the proũect team will need to coordinate with the owners of the adũacent railroad corridor 
during the design process

• The parks board was identified as a key player in the planning and design process, as they will inherit future 
maintenance

• Potential proũect stakeholders were identified as the following͗
a. Riverscape - >ori Danielson
b. School Corporations - No specific names
c. Art Spaces - Ellie Templeton
d. Parks and recreation Board - Kilie Smith, Eddie Bird, Shannon Moss
e. Board of Public Works - :esse Tohill

• At the conclusion of the meeting, the group went on a site walk of the Thompson Ditch Corridor
a. It was noted that crossing at the entrance of Deming Park will be an engineering challenge
b. The proũect team took inventory of maũor intersections along the focus trail route
c. The team noted the limitations provided by the severe side slopes of ditches along the trail

These notes represent our understanding of items discussed and decisions reached.  Please review and contact us if 
there are changes or additions.
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w w w. T S W D e s i g n G r o u p . c o m

Te r r e  H a u t e  Tr a i l s  Pl a n
MEETING NOTES-  Steering Committee Meeting η1
1Ϭ/21/2Ϭ2ϱ

MEETING A TTEND EES
Maitri Desai – Terre Haute City Planner
Marcus Maurer – Terre Haute Director of Engineering
Ellie Templeton – Wabash Valley Art Spaces
:esse Tohill – Director of Public Works
Caleb Williams – Terre Haute Staī Engineer
:acob Newland – TSWDG
Scott SieŅer – TSWDG
Ron Taylor – TSWDG

MEETING NOTES

PUR POSE
The Advisory Committee met in the Board of Public Works conference room. The proũect 
scope was reviewed as a recap of the proũect kickoī meeting. Boards with overall system 
and focus route maps were reviewed and minor labeling and trail route changes were noted. 
Digital engagement methods were reviewed.

MEETING A GEND A

1.  GENERA> SCOPE OVERVIEW
• Part 1͗ Assessment of Existing conditions and opportunities

a. Task 1.1͗ Proũect Kickoī Meeting with City Staī
b. Task 1.2͗ Base Mapping
c. Task 1.ϯ͗ Community Input
d. Task 1.4͗ Existing Conditions Inventory and Assessment Mapping
e. Task 1.ϱ͗ Trails Plan Advisory Committee Meeting η2

• Part 2͗ Route Development Θ Conceptual Trail Design
a. Task 2.1͗ Preliminary Route and Connection Development
b. Task 2.2͗ Route Prioritization/Conceptual Trail Design Elements
c. Task 2.ϯ͗ DraŌ Trail Concept Plan
d. Task 2.4͗ Trails Plan Advisory Committee Meeting ηϯ
e. Task 2.ϱ͗ Community Meeting

• Part ϯ͗ Trail Plan Recommendations
a. Task ϯ.1͗ Final Trails Plan͗ A vision study for the National Road Heritage Trail 

Recommendations
b. Task ϯ.2͗ Board of Public Works Meeting

2.  OVERA>> SzSTEM DISCUSSION
• The group identified weaknesses and opportunities
• TSWDG presented proũect goal and asked the committee if there were any to be added 

or changed. The committee had to edits or additions
• TSWDG presented a map showing proposed trail connections and asked the committee 

if any were to be changed or added. The committee s͛ suggestions were as follows͗
a. The bridge crossing Thompson Ditch on Hulman St. is planned to reconstructed. 

A trail connection is intended to be added as a part of this work
b. A connection at the intersection of Ohio Blvd. Θ Fruitridge Ave. was highlighted.
c. Deming Park was highlighted as an important place to connect to. It was noted 

that there is currently a missing link between Wabash Ave. and Deming Park
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INDIANAPOLIS
10 S. New Jersey St. Suite 220 

Indianapolis, IN  46204
p:  317.608.5004

LOUISVILLE
734 W. Main Street Suite 100

Louisville, KY 40202
p:  502.276.8812
f:  317.608.5016

Ron L. Taylor, FASLA, RLA
m:  317.690.6867

e:  rtaylor@TSWDesignGroup.com

Scott L. Siefker, FASLA, AICP
m:  317.690.0162

e:  ssiefker@TSWDesignGroup.com

Amy M. Williams, AICP
m:  502.595.7432

e:  awilliams@TSWDesignGroup.com
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d. The intersection of Blakely Ave. and Wabash Ave. was noted as a important place for connectivity
e. It was noted that ϯrd St. acts as a barrier to the Wabash riverfront. Connectivity to the riverfront was 

highlighted as important

ϯ.  FOCUS ROUTE DISCUSSION
• Destinations to connect

a. Dan Bradley noted that it may be beneficial to take the focus route south of Margaret Ave.
b. An East side connection to the Rose Hulman Institute of Technology was suggested. It was noted that 

the city has funds for a pedestrian bridge over Wabash Ave.
• Environmental concerns
• Access standards

a. The committee had no comments regarding trail style and enhancements
b. It was noted that Riverscape has logos for all existing trails
c. Mile markers were suggested to start at Wabash Ave., beginning with Ϭ and increasing as you head north
d. Marcus mentioned the :asper courthouse square fire pits as a precedent for trail amenities

• Regulatory issues
• General Comments

a. The committee stated an interest in renaming “Thompson Ditch.”  “Thompson Run” was suggested as a 
replacement, as the name “Thompson” has historical ties to the civil war and Colonel Richard Thompson

b. The Focus Corridor Map shows the trail on wrong side of the tracks. It should be shown on the west side 
of the railroad and the east side of the ditch

c. The committee suggested “.2ϱ Mile Walkability Buīer” needs a wording change. It was also suggested 
that the color be changed so it is diīerent from the city layer on the Overall System Map

d. Marcus noted that there is a future sewer proũect on College Ave. that would allow for trail construction
e. The committee noted previous push back from the public with trails being adũacent to private property
f. It was noted that there is only 1 easement to access the east side of the ditch. Geƫng on the west side 

will require working with a hundred private property owners
g. The committee stated that a fence and buīer will be required between the trail and the railroad tracks

4.  PUB>IC ENGAGEMENT OVERVIEW
• Purpose - Website - Survey

a. Survey questions over trail perceptions were suggested to be added
b. :esse Tohill let the group know that an advertisement for the online survey could be placed on the 

monthly sewage bill. This is a method that has been used before and has brought successful engagement
c. The 24th of August is the last sewer bill to go out before target date to close the survey. The survey may 

stay open longer
d. The Steering Committee preferred ranking by numbers when viewing on the phone, rather than the 

drag and drop rating feature

• Digital Input Map
a. Add legend to the interactive map
b. Ohio St. to Deming Park can turn orange (existing) and extend west to 1ϯth on the interactive map
c. It was noted that Margaret Ave. has an ϴ͛ wide sidewalk on north side to 2ϱth street – this should 

connect to Thompson Ditch Trail

ϱ.  GENERA> DISCUSSION
• Dan Bradley was added to the committee
• Maitri informed the committee that the Indiana Department of Health grant submission deadline was 

December ϯ1, 2Ϭ2ϱ, and that Pete Fritz from IDH would allow for a draŌ to be submitted
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• The agreed upon target date for the next advisory committee meeting is the week of December ϴth

These notes represent our understanding of items discussed and decisions reached.  Please review and contact us if 
there are changes or additions.
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Te r r e  H a u t e  Tr a i l s  Pl a n
MEETING NOTES-  Steering Committee Meeting η2
12/Ϭϵ/2Ϭ2ϱ

MEETING A TTEND EES
Maitri Desai – Terre Haute City Planner
Marcus Maurer – Terre Haute Director of Engineering
Ellie Templeton – Wabash Valley Art Spaces
:esse Tohill – Director of Public Works
Caleb Williams – Terre Haute Staī Engineer
:acob Newland – TSWDG
Scott SieŅer – TSWDG
Ron Taylor – TSWDG

MEETING NOTES

PUR POSE
The purpose of this meeting was to have the Advisory Committee review findings from 
the gathering of community data to include demographics, economics, commuting trends, 
industries/occupations, and labor force. The advisory committee also reviewed preliminary 
data obtained from the online public engagement summary. >astly, a draŌ of goal statements 
and obũectives were reviewed by the group.

MEETING A GEND A
1.  INTRODUCTIONS
2.  EyISTING CONDITIONS SNAPSHOT

• Community Data
a. Demographics

• The group would like to see how Terre Haute compares to state-wide numbers 
for median age. They requested that TSW separates out prisons and college 
students from the city s͛ median age data if possible

• Marcus thinks trail user numbers may be skewed. He noted that the city isn͛t 
really geƫng people using trails to commute

b. Economics
c. Commuting Trends

• Group was surprised by the commute time statistics for Terre Haute
d. Industries/Occupations
e. >abor Force
f. Other

• Marcus asked about health statistics, and suggested adding them to the plan 
Childhood obesity was a metric that was suggested to highlight

• It was noted that Thrive West Central might have additions mapping available
• Physical Conditions

a. Existing and proposed trails
• It was suggested that Margaret Ave. should not be considered a trail
• A member requested that a connector trail be proposed along 1ϯth street to 

the Wabash river
• Extending the Thompson Ditch Trail south to Davis to connect south of the 

interstate was suggested
b. Trailheads
c. Community destinations

• Community Perception
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Project Meeting Summaries

a. Safety Concerns
b. Frequency of walking and biking
c. Gaps in connectivity
d. Areas of opportunities

ϯ.  PUB>IC ENGAGEMENT SUMMARz
• Website engagement statistics

a. The group suggested targeting runners groups (Wabash Valley Road Runners), cycling groups (Ashley 
Bryan), schools, tourism and ISU track and field for additional map and survey feedback

• Feedback from interactive map
• Survey key questions and takeaways

a. The group reinforced the importance of connections to Deming Park
b. The group believes Terre Haute is an extremely walkable city, but was surprised that residents share this 

perception
c. Directional signage was ranked above drinking fountains
d. It was noted that Yuestion ϳ needed to include the National Road Heritage Trail
e. It was noted that Yuestion ϴ need to have more intersections
f. Riley and Fruitridge were noted as bad intersections

4.  REVIEW OF DRAFT P>AN COMPONENTS
• Chapter 1 - Introduction

a. Planning Process
b. Proũect >eadership
c. Community Engagement
d. Benefits of Bike and Pedestrian Travel

• Chapter 2 - Existing Conditions Analysis
a. Relevant Plans
b. Community Profile
c. Community Perceptions
d. System Wide Trails Overview

• Chapter ϯ - Vision, Goals and Obũectives
a. Vision and Goals
b. Supporting Obũectives and Policies

• Chapter 4 - Strategic Recommendations
a. Network Overview
b. Overall System Recommendations
c. Focus Corridor

• It was noted that the city is trying to get a traĸc counter at Blakely and Wabash Ave.
d. Design Standards

• Chapter ϱ - Implementation
a. Prioritization or Recommendations

• The potential for a bike share system was discussed. It was noted that a couple attempts have been 
made but have failed

b. Supporting Strategies
• It was noted that the city has applied to the IDP Grant to cover construction costs

c. Facilities Toolbox
d. Conclusion
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ϱ.  REVIEW OF DRAFT GOA> STATEMENTS
• Goal η1͗ Create a safe, comfortable, and attractive network of bike and pedestrian facilities that connects all 

Terre Haute residents to key destinations within the community
• Goal η2͗ Establish the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a maũor north/south connector for the trail system of Terre 

Haute
• Goal ηϯ͗ Improve the safety, comfort, and overall sense of place of trails through careful design, maintenance 

details, and branding
• Goal η4͗ Boost public perception of walking and biking in Terre Haute

ϲ.  NEyT STEPS AND DIGITA> ENGAGEMENT POSTCARD FOR PRO:ECT WEBSITE
• It was noted that the survey may be kept open into the new year

ϱ.  GENERA> DISCUSSION
• Dan Bradley requested that the presentation be distributed to the group
• It was noted that the plan will need to be adopted

These notes represent our understanding of items discussed and decisions reached.  Please review and contact us if 
there are changes or additions.
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Project Meeting Summaries

w w w. T S W D e s i g n G r o u p . c o m

Te r r e  H a u t e  Tr a i l s  Pl a n
MEETING NOTES-  Steering Committee Meeting ηϯ
0 2 / 1 7 / 2 0 2 6

MEETING A TTEND EES
L ori D anielson –  D irector of  R iv erf ront D ev elopment
Maitri Desai – Terre Haute City Planner
Marcus Maurer – Terre Haute Director of Engineering
Ellie Templeton – Wabash Valley Art Spaces
Kilie Smith – Parks and Recreation Superintendent
Caleb Williams – Terre Haute Staī Engineer
:acob Newland – TSWDG
Alex Mroczka – VS Engineering
Scott SieŅer – TSWDG
Ron Taylor –  TSWDG

MEETING NOTES

PUR POSE
The purpose of this meeting was for the Advisory Committee to review recommendations 
made by TSW for the Terre Haute Trails Plan. The recommendations included trail segments 
proposed in the overall trail system as well as design standards that cover both the overall 
system and focus corridor. AŌer a recap of the planning process the committee reviewed the 
plan recommendations by Ňipping through the plan page by page together.

MEETING A GEND A
1.  INTRODUCTIONS
2.  PROCESS RECAP

• Existing Conditions
a. Community Data
b. Physical Conditions
c. Community Perception

• Overall System Review
a. Existing Trails
b. Planned Trails
c. Proposed/New Trails

• This section included recommendations for new trails that had not been 
previously seen by the advisory committee

• >ori Danielson questioned the diīerence between planned and proposed 
(dashed and solid) trails on the map. This was a holdover from previous 
planning documents that was no longer applicable to this plan. The response 
should be to change all previously planned trails to one line type on the map

d. Entire System
e. Focus Area Review

• Public Engagement Summary
a. Engagement Statistics
b. Key Takeaways

• Goals and Obũectives
• DraŌ Plan Review

a. A working draŌ of the Terre Haute Trails Plan was reviewed page by page for 
initial reactions from the advisory Committee. This was the committee s͛ first 
time seeing the plan in its entirety
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b. Special attention was paid to the Chapter 4 Strategic Recommendations these include͗
• Overall System Recommendations
• Design Standards
ο Trail Typologies
ο Access Standards
ο Trailheads/Amenities
ο Trail Branding
ο Wayfinding and Signage

• Catalyst Corridor - The Thompson Ditch Trail
ο Conceptual Alignment
ο Access Standards

• Awareness/Perceptions - Boost public perception of walking and biking in Terre Haute
• DraŌ Plan Notes

a. Marcus asked what happens if we don͛t have 2ϱ feet of clearance between the railroad and the trail
b. Marcus likes rapid rectangular Ňashing beacons as a solution for mid-block crossings (see Riley and 

brown)
c. It was noted that a dismount gate may be a good way to avoid using signals at railroad crossings.
d. Marcus thinks the railroad sections are a good beginning to start conversations with the railroad owners, 

but they will want to see consideration for drainage
e. The group discussed where the fence that acts as a barrier between the rail and the trail should be put. 

Does drainage go on the trail side or rail side͍ – It was decided that the swale should be on the trail side 
for maintenance by the parks board

f. It was noted that the Thompson Ditch Access Points map should be color coded with the corresponding 
plan graphics

g. The group suggested removing angled crossing of the NHRT on >ocust Street and use the typical crossing 
at the intersection

h. For the prototypical crossing of Wabash Avenue, there have been talks of removing a lane on Wabash 
to make more room for pedestrians

i. It was stated to remove the crosswalk on the existing plan graphic of Hulman, as it does not currently 
exist

ũ. The group asked why the existing and proposed are diīerent for neighborhood connections (Dimmick 
Avenue)

k. Marcus expressed that the plan had come together well to this point
l. Pete Fritz with the Indiana Department of Health requested a draŌ of the report

ϯ.  GENERA> DISCUSSION
• It was noted that the plan will need to be adopted
• The steering committee was given 2 weeks to review the draŌ plan and provide comments. The public house 

was estimated to be schedule in mid-March
• It was suggested to move the date to April, as local spring breaks were the last 2 weeks of March

These notes represent our understanding of items discussed and decisions reached.  Please review and contact us if 
there are changes or additions.
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Public  OPEN HOUSE Summary

w w w. T S W D e s i g n G r o u p . c o m

Te r r e  H a u t e  Tr a i l s  Pl a n
MEETING NOTES-  P ublic O pen H ouse
3 / 2 5 / 2 0 2 6

MEETING A TTEND EES
Referenced sign-in sheets attached

MEETING NOTES

PUR POSE
T he public open house held on O ctober 2 5 th prov ided a space f or members of  the community  
of Terre Haute to review plan recommendations and learn more about the planning process. 
A presentation was given to review the planning process and the prior public engagement 
conducted online. Examples of each recommendation were outlined to familiarize the public 
with the structure of the contents on the presentation boards reviewed during the open house 
portion of this meeting. During the open house, community members were encouraged to fill 
out a comment card if they had any questions, concerns, or further recommendations. 

MEETING A GEND A

1.  INTRODUCTIONS
• Advisory committee
• Consultant team

2.  PROCESS RECAP
• Existing conditions

a. Community data
b. Physical conditions
c. Community perception

• P ublic engagement summary
a. Engagement statistics
b. K ey  tak eaway s

• O v erall sy stem rev iew
a. Existing trails
b. P lanned trails
c. P roposed/ new trails
d. Entire system
e. Focus area rev iew

• Goals and Obũectives
f. Goal 1͗ Connection

• Overall System Recommendations
g. Goal 2͗ Experience

• T rail ty pologies
• A ccess standards
• Crossing standards
• T rail branding
• Wayfinding and signage

h. Goal ϯ͗ Catalyst Corridor
• Conceptual alignment
• A ccess standards

i. Goal 4͗ Awareness/perceptions
• Recommendation summary

• Implementation overview
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• Upcoming milestones
a. Final trails plan
b. Adoption Meeting
c. IDH grant close-out

• Open house instructions

The rest of the open house consisted of the public reviewing the presentation boards, filling out comment cards 
and discussing with project team members

PUBLIC MEETING COMMENTS
• I think this is great! I love the chosen materials for the trash receptacle, seating, bench, and bathrooms. The 

wood and metal is timeless.
• Goal 4 Awareness and Perceptions – As a weekly user of the Heritage Trail since it was opened, users need 

permanent information on user etiquette (especially BIKERS)
• Good explanation of the crossings, very good and thoughtful presentation.
• Please encourage Vigo County to extend the NRHT east to Seelyville and Clay County – Greg Midgely (NHRT, 

Inc.)
• The plan seems to be nice, but some of my concerns is that in some areas need some kind of emergency 

system in case a person gets stranded or they are approached by an unwelcomed visitor. It seems that some 
areas need to maybe be a little more open. It is nice that areas in town are being opened but there also low 
visible or access can there be if you get into trouble. But the city is taking a positive step to make our town nice.

• Please prioritize the Thompson Ditch Corridor – It will facilitate a lot of much needed connections.
• Consider adding a planned travel connection between Fairbanks Park/Ohio street/1st street (Wabash bridge 

+ boardwalk) and Ohio St./Ohio Boulevard/Deming Park trails! Connects parks, schools, library, residential.
• Thompson Ditch – Boost!
• Fruitridge + Ohio Boulevard crossing for bikes + peds – Boost!
• Short Term signage “yield for peds in x-walk” would be awesome on Fruitridge/Ohio, Fruitridge/Riley Ave
• Fruitridge/Wabash crossing – Boost! (connect N/S Deming trail to Heritage Trail)

These notes represent our understanding of items discussed and decisions reached.  Please review and contact us if 
there are changes or additions.
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Public  OPEN HOUSE - Sign IN Sheets

REDACTED
PRIVATE CONTACT 

INFO

REDACTED
PRIVATE CONTACT 

INFO
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The boards presented at the 
public open house are included 
as reference information on the 
following pages.

REDACTED
PRIVATE CONTACT 

INFO
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TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

WELCOME!

THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING 
AND SHARING YOUR IDEAS!

If you are here for the Terre Haute Trails public 
open house, the sign in table is located in the 

VHFRnd�Á RRr FRnIHrHnFH rRRP�

�� 3OHaVH Vign in aW WKH ZHOFRPH WaEOH�

�� 5HYiHZ WKH SrRMHFW ERardV WKaW inFOXdH 
an RYHrYiHZ and KigKOigKWV RI WKH 7HrrH 
+aXWH 7raiOV 3Oan�

�� 'Xring WKH RSHn KRXVH SHriRd ZH ZiOO 
KaYH a EriHI SrHVHnWaWiRn� &RPPHnW 
VKHHWV arH aYaiOaEOH and Fan EH rHWXrnHd 
WR WKH Vign�in WaEOH�

INSTRUCTIONS

Public  OPEN HOUSE - PRESENTATION BOARDS
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TIMELINE OF PLANNING PROCESS

Fall 2025 Winter 2026 Spring 2026

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

In the summer of 2025, the City of Terre Haute was awarded a Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Planning Grant from the Indiana State Department of Health 
(ISDH). With this grant, the community developed a plan to accomplish the goals set as part of the grant guidelines as well as community needs and priorities. 
The planning process developed for this Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan sought to combine local leadership input and public engagement to identify 
opportunities and challenges related to walking and bicycling in Terre Haute. The process utilized these input mechanisms to direct the planning process for 
bike and pedestrian routes. In addition, special emphasis is placed on the “Focus Corridor” of the Thompson Ditch as a potential new major trail connection. 
The method by which these goals are met are outlined in the graphic on this spread.

Part 1: Assessment of Existing Conditions 
and Opportunities Part 3: Trail Plan RecommendationsPart 2: Route Development and 

Conceptual Trail Design

Part one of the project 
included data collection, 
assessment of existing physical 
conditions and the collection 
and analysis of opportunities 
rHOaWHd WR VSHFifiFaOOy WKH 
project focus area also known 
as the “Thompson Ditch Trail” 
corridor.

The third part of the planning 
SrRFHVV ZaV finaOi]ing WKH SOan 
based upon input received 
during the Trail Plan Advisory 
Committee and public 
meetings.

The second part of the 
planning process was 
VynWKHVi]ing and SriRriWi]ing WKH 
finaO dHVWinaWiRnV and rRXWHV 
and assembling the support 
information for the preparation 
of the recommendations.

GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY

GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR

GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE

GOAL 4: AWARENESS/ PERCEPTIONS

Create a safe, comfortable, and attractive network 
of bike and pedestrian facilities that connect all 
Terre Haute residents to key destinations within the 
community.

Establish the Thompson Ditch Corridor as a major 
north/south connector for the trail system of Terre 
Haute.

Improve the safety, comfort, and overall sense of 
place of trails through careful design, maintenance 
details, and branding.

Boost public perception of walking and biking.

• Plan and construct bicycle and pedestrian facilities that 
serve both transportation and recreational purposes.

• Fill in existing gaps in the trail network.
• Prioritize routes between residential areas and key 

destinations such as parks, schools, and businesses.

• Work with railroad owner to coordinate safety and design.
• Establish key linkages of east/west trails, informed by 

community desire and analysis.
• Provide enhanced mobility options for residential areas 

along the Thompson ditch corridor.

• Adopt branding and design standards that makes trails 
easy to identify and navigate.

• 8tili]e pedestrian signaling at identified dangerous street 
intersections.

• Provide trail amenities that ensure all members of the 
community are comfortable using the trails. (benches, 
water fountains, shade, etc.).

• Establish community guidelines for trail use.

• Develop and initiate new awareness campaigns about 
the trail network to make residents aware of bike and 
pedestrian facilities.

• Develop formal education opportunities for teaching 
safe driving, bicycling, and walking in Terre Haute to 
residents of all ages. 

• Partner with local businesses for bicycle and walking 
initiatives and awareness campaigns.

• Explore opportunities to broaden the multi-modal user 
facility needs or equipment.

OVERVIEW

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE - MARCH 25, 2026

INTRODUCTION
TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PLAN
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GENERAL DATA

Connection destinations ranked: Amenities ranked:

Do you think Terre Haute is 
a walkable city?

Factors that make it difficult 
to walk or bike in Terre Haute

How would you rank bike and 
pedestrian facilities in Terre Haute?

An online survey was available from August 31 – December 31, 2025. During this time there were 
77 total survey contributions. The survey was used to understand the current perceptions and 
to identify opportunities and challenges related to walking and biking within the city of Terre 
Haute. A series of common themes were collected based on survey results and used to guide 
the development of the Terre Haute Trails Plan recommendations. The common themes of the 
feedback are highlighted below.

OVERVIEW

140
Total website 

contributions from 
83 contributors

40+
83% of survey 

takers were above 
40 years old.

58%
of those surveyed 

live within 1 mile of 
a trail

68%
of those surveyed 

walk or bike 
daily or weekly

1Parks and Recreational 
Amenities 3 Residential 

Neighborhoods2 Other Trails

5 Commercial Areas 6 Schools4 Public Facilities
(library, town hall, etc.)

31%

57%

12%

Yes No Not Sure

4%

53%

43%

Above Average Average Below Average

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Public Art

Seating

Drinking Stations

Trash and Recycling

Lighting

Directional Signage

Restrooms

Trailhead/Parking

Shade

1. Lack of sidewalks
2. Roads are too busy
3. No safe crossings
4. Destinations are too far apart
5. Lack of street lights
6. Do not feel safe
7. Lacking amenities
8. Weather
9. Health issues
10. Do not want to walk

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE - MARCH 25, 2026

ONLINE SURVEY RESULTS
TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PLAN
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RAILROADS:

PLANNED TRAILS:

EXISTING TRAILS:

PROPOSED TRAILS:N

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE - MARCH 25, 2026

EXISTING TRAIL SYSTEM
TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PLAN
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Overall System Components
Location Starting Ending Est. 

Mileage
East Park Avenue Clinton Street Mill Dam Road 1.2
Clinton Street East Rosehill Avenue East Park Avenue 1.5
North Lafayette Street East Park Avenue North 7th Street 3.8
North 7th Street North Lafayette Street Tippecanoe Street 0.4
Maple Avenue North 7th Street North Brown Avenue 1.9
College Avenue North 4th Street Thompson Ditch 2.7
North 13th Street North 10 1/2 Street/NRHT East Voorhees Street 2.3
East Voorhees Street South 14th Street Prairieton Road 1.4
South 4th Street Hulman Drive Lincoln Street 0.3
Lincoln Street South 4th Street South 7th Street 0.3
South 7th Street Lincoln Street East Margaret Avenue 0.7
Total Miles of New Infrastructure (Purple) 16.5
Total Miles of Planned Trails (Blue) 76
Total Miles of Existing Trails (Orange) 41
Total Miles in Entire System 133.5

RAILROADS:

PLANNED TRAILS:

EXISTING TRAILS:

PROPOSED TRAILS:N

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE - MARCH 25, 2026

PROPOSED TRAIL SYSTEM MAP
GOAL 1: CONNECTIVITY
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neighborhood Natural

The neighborhood typology should be used in residential areas where 
the right of way is 50-65 ft. wide. It includes a 12 ft. trail with a 6 ft. 
planted buffer. Buffer sizes should be no less than 4 ft. wide. The trail 
width may range from 10-12 ft. with a minimum width of 8’ in narrow 
right-of-way conditions. Standard trail surface would be asphalt or 
concrete, depending on context.

The natural typology is used in off-street open-space scenarios with 
the purpose of providing both active recreation and an extension of 
the community’s transportation network. The trail should be 10-12 ft. 
wide with aggregate extending at least 1 ft. beyond on either side to 
reduce edge deterioration. A clear zone should occur on both sides 
of the trail at a minimum width of 2 ft.

Cycle Trackrail corridor

Rail corridors offer unique opportunities for trail placement. When 
placing a trail along an active rail corridor there must be at least 25 ft. of 
separation from the centerline of the rail. Additonally, a fence or other 
type of physical barrier is needed as a further degree of separation. 
Fence height may vary depending on the speed and distance from 
the trail, but in general, a 6 ft. fence barrier is recommended. Dense 
vegetation may be used as a barrier where feasible.

Cycle tracks are two-way bike lanes with a barrier separating them 
from tKe ÁoZ of traffic� /anes sKould be � ft� Zide and separated b\ 
a single yellow line. The barrier should be no less than 2 ft. wide and 
can take a variety of forms including planted verges, concrete curbs, 
or striped ]ones ZitK Áe[ible delinator posts�

bike lanesadjacent to roadway

Arterial roads and highways often present the opportunity for a direct 
route between major destinations. Wide right-of-ways often provide 
ample space for trail development. When constructing a trail along 
these types of roadways there should be at least 5 ft. of separation 
from the edge of roadway pavement. Stormwater drainage should 
be maintained at all times. 

Bike lanes are on-street solutions that are to be used in scenarios where 
right-of-way width or budget does not allow for an off-street trail. Bike 
lanes should adhere to the same principals of separation but only 
consist of one directional traffic on a minimum � ft� lane�

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

DESIGN STANDARDS
Trail Typologies

GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE
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7railKeads are provided at maMor access points to tKe trail ZKere significant 
egress and ingress are likely to occur. They typically provide 8-20 parking spots 
and host the full set of amenities. Larger trailheads may warrant restroom 
facilities. At a minimum, trailheads should include parking, identifying 
signage, and an informational kiosk. 

7Ke sideZalN connection node serves to define an entr\ to tKe trail from 
residential communities. This connection was among the highest requested 
during public feedback. The inclusion of a sidewalk connection node gives 
the user access to a trail information kiosk, a trash receptacle and seating. 
Removable bollards can be used on the approach to the node for safety.

Minor rest nodes are the smallest access infrastructure and should be placed 
at even intervals on large lengths of trail that have minimal access to 
trailheads. Rest nodes offer minimal amenities, a bench and trash receptacle 
at minimum.

Trail connection nodes are areas that offer the typical amenities located at 
a trailhead, but without the parking. This access type is typically used when 
connecting to an existing trail, a neighborhood park, or notable destination. 
Amenities that might be found at a major access node include benches, 
trail signage, special paving, trash receptacles, and hydration.

Major rest nodes include the same amenities that might be found at a trail 
connection node, but are placed at select road intersections and along 
large lengths of trail that have minimal access to trailheads. Featured 
amenities include: benches, an information kiosk, water fountains, and trash 
receptacles.

Trailheads, major/minor rest nodes, trail connection nodes, and sidewalk connection nodes are the components that comprise 
the access standards for Terre Haute’s trails system. These elements are located at areas where there is need for access to the 
trail system and each provides a varying level of programming and amenities. Each access type is detailed below.

OVERVIEW

Trailheads

Sidewalk connection node

Minor Rest Node

Trail connection nodes

Major Rest NOdes

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

DESIGN STANDARDS
Access Standards

GOAL 2: EXPERIENCE
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%iNe and pedestrian infrastructure needs to be specificall\ designed at all roadZa\ intersections to create tKe safest solution for 
all users and vehicles. The development of crossing standards allows for the establishment of a common design “language”. 
$ standard crossing is beneficial to botK tKe pedestrian and tKe motorist b\ increasing familiarit\ and visibilit\� ,n tKis section of 
tKe design standards, five t\pologies are outlined ZitK guidelines for design�

OVERVIEW

Arterial streets are among the most unsafe for pedestrian crossing. The 
proposed solution outlines strategies such as signalized crossings, specialty 
crosswalks, and amenity nodes at intersection corners.

Special consideration is taken when trails cross streets at areas other than 
designated intersections. Typically crossing a street mid-block is unsafe. 
Providing infrastructure to ensure safety is key to executing mid-block 
crossings.

Typically, it is ideal for trails crossing railroads to do so at an existing street 
crossing. When this option is not available, careful consideration must be 
taken to ensure that the crossing is safe for bikers and pedestrians.

Collector streets are a considerably more safe and common crossing for 
bike and pedestrian infrastructure, but safety is still a primary concern as 
traffic ÁoZ can be KigK and relativel\ fast� 

Based on public outreach, the desire for neighborhood connections is high. 
It is important to set a standard for how a trail can connect to the existing 
infrastructure and provide support amenities that facilitates use of the trail.

Arterial street crossing

mid-block crossing

RAILROAD CROSSING

Collector Street Crossing

NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTION

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

DESIGN STANDARDS
Crossing Standards
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TRAILHEAD ENTRY SIGN DIRECTIONAL SIGN MILE MARKER INTERPRETIVE SIGNINFORMATION KIOSK

Trail 
brand 
panel

Trail 
brand 

Trail 
Name

Mile 
marker 

info

Trail 
brand Trail 

brand 
panel

System/
segment 

map

Rules/
Policies

Trailhead 
Name

Icons w/ 
amenities

at trailhead

Directions 
with

mileage

Trail 
brand 
panel

Info/
Educational 

panel

bench

Seating Block

light

restroom

trash receptacle

asphalt

Bollard

x-walk pavement

Materiality

Signage Designs

Logo design

Examples of a material palette that could be used to reinforce the Terre Haute Trail branding. It includes the uniform use of pedestrian furniture, surface 
treatment, and other amenities. Protoypical materials are included to illustrate a “family” of materials.

$n identifiable logo for tKe 7erre +aute trail s\stem is Ne\ to elevating tKe 
brand. The design illustrates a conceptual example of the elements to include 
in a system logo. There is potential for individual trails to have their own logo 
that match a brand standard. For the purpose of demonstration, this logo 
represents the Terre Haute Trails system as a whole.

Trail system 
identity

Brand colors

Trail name

Versatile 
& round 
shape

Imagery 
representative

of trail/city 
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cross section ‘D’

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

THOMPSON DITCH TRAIL
Trail Alignment

GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR

cross section ‘a’

Enlargement ‘a’

Enlargement ‘b’

Enlargement ‘c’

Enlargement ‘d’

Enlargement ‘e’

cross section ‘b’

cross section ‘c’

RAILROADS:

PLANNED TRAILS:

EXISTING TRAILS:

N
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Trailhead Sign

Detectable Warning Tile

Rest Node

National Rd Heritage 
Trail

Decorative 
Pedestrian Crossing

Information Kiosk

12’ Paved Trail

Trailhead Node

enlarged plan ‘a’ - Connection to Trailhead

enlarged plan ‘e’ - Neighborhood connection

enlarged plan ‘b’ - Arterial street crossing - (wabash) enlarged plan ‘c’ - Collector Street Crossing (poplar)

enlarged plan ‘d’ - Hulman Street (Intersecting Trail)

The sections and plan graphics below correspond with the overall map of the Thompson 
Ditch Corridor. Each graphic illustrates how the access standards and trail typologies 
outlined in the design standards can apply to the focus corridor. While the conditions 
shown in the design standards form guidelines for ideal design and placement of trails, 
tKese grapKics sKoZ KoZ tKose guidelines ma\ Áe[ to meet var\ing conditions�

OVERVIEW

TERRE HAUTE TRAILS PUBLIC MEETING - MARCH 25, 2026

THOMPSON DITCH TRAIL
Section Typologies & Access Standards

GOAL 3: CATALYST CORRIDOR

proposed cross section ‘a’ - blakely ave.

proposed cross section ‘C’ - RAIL CORRIDOR

proposed cross section ‘B’ - DEMING PARK ENTRANCE

proposed cross section ‘D’ - COLLECTOR STREET

neighborhood typology

neighborhood typology

neighborhood typology

neighborhood typology
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GOAL 4: AWARENESS & PERCEPTIONS

METHODS OF BOOSTING AWARENESS

In many communities, bike and pedestrian use is considered a last resource when a vehicle isn’t available. 
Successful communities reinforce the multi-modal nature of cycling and walking, promoting these aspects 
as quality of life issues.

Embrace cycling and walking as modes of transportation

A key aspect to understanding bike and pedestrian facilities and to improving safety is to make residents aware 
of the facilities, to highlight that they are there, and to raise awareness of their presence. Making facilities 
visible may include physical improvements (signage and pavement markings), awareness campaigns (print 
and media), or other promotion of the facilities. These efforts highlight the presence of the facilities resulting 
in more awareness and more caution to improve safety.

Make bicycle and pedestrian facilities visible in the community

Successful bicycle and pedestrian communities enact supporting policies that help to continually improve 
and build upon the multi-modal transportation network. Creation of Safe Streets and Complete Streets 
policies ensure that bicycle and pedestrian facilities are considered and included into transportation projects. 
Accommodation of bike and pedestrian facilities in zoning control and development code processes ensure 
that destinations are set to access the bicycle and pedestrian system. Other local policies should also expound 
on the importance of bike and pedestrian features and support their prioritization in implementation.

enact public policy that promotes cycling and walking

Develop specific planning documents to outline improvements, costs, benefits and constraints of constructing 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Engage local residents in the planning processes to give ownership to decisions 
and outcomes.

have a plan

Develop on ongoing set of communication tools and methods that actively include and engage local 
stakeholders during the planning and implementation process. This helps build ownership and promotion 
within the community.

engage the community at large

Identify key partners that can help in the promotion of how the bike and pedestrian facilities can be used or 
programmed. Organizations such as the local health network, Walk With a Doc, Walk to End Alzheimer’s, or 
other organizations can help promote facilities by including them in their annual events.

Establish key partnerships to promote cycling and walking

Establishing ongoing and lasting relationships with local media outlets can help ensure that key bicycle and 
pedestrian-related issues receive broad local media coverage.

establish local media partnerships
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TERRE HAUTE BIKE & PEDESTRIAN PLAN




