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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

1.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

Through the I-375 Reconnecting Communities Project, MDOT plans to convert the 
existing freeway into a street-level boulevard with signalized intersections from 
Gratiot Avenue to Atwater Street. The new design will meet current safety 
standards, reduce crashes, improve road efficiency, reduce impacts to the 
community, and provide safer travel for multi-modal usages. The project delivers 
improved connectivity within the urban grid between downtown, the Riverfront, 
Greektown, the Eastern Market, the stadium district, the theater district, and the 
surrounding neighborhoods.   

The project includes numerous community benefits, including improved 
connectivity and mobility for walkers, bikers, rollers, and vehicles; decreased traffic 
congestion and crashes; and taking an equitable approach to incorporating the 
history of the Black Bottom and Paradise Valley neighborhoods that were removed 
for urban renewal and construction of the freeway. Early construction is currently 
planned to start in 2025. 

The environmental engagement phase of the project started in 2017 and concluded 
with the public hearing for the Environmental Assessment in January 2021. 
Throughout that time, the project team hosted four public meetings, seven local 
and government advisory committee meetings, 12 workshops with the City of 
Detroit, and over 70 engagements with 25 different stakeholders. Through that 
engagement process, the Selected Alternative was identified. The Selected 
Alternative will replace I-375 with a new boulevard at the current city street level 
from I-75 to Atwater Street. The existing I-75/I-375 interchange will be rebuilt with a 
smaller footprint and enhanced connectivity. 

The Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), the final National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) decision document required to move forward with the I-375 
project, was completed by March 2022.  

MDOT, in partnership with the City of Detroit, kicked off the project’s early design 
phase in September 2022. The project's local and government advisory committees 
were first gathered in December 2022. The local advisory committee—composed of 
a resident group and a stakeholder group—convenes every other month, and the 
government advisory committee meets quarterly. The project will continue public 
engagement through the project’s design and construction phases. During the 
current design phase, outreach is being accomplished through multiple means: 
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public meetings, local and government advisory committee meetings, stakeholder 
meetings, and numerous communication channels available to the public. These 
channels include the project phone number, website, email, and online comment 
forms.  

1.2 PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY 

This report summarizes the Michigan Department of Transportation’s (MDOT) third 
public meeting of the early design phase of the I-375 Reconnecting Communities 
Project. 

To encourage public participation, MDOT held an in-person public meeting at The 
Eastern, in the Eastern Market, on June 25, 2024. The meeting was also live-
streamed to ensure that all community members who could not attend in person 
could learn about and engage with the project. This provided multiple ways for the 
public to comment on and engage with the project. 

Promotion for the event included press releases, stakeholder outreach, social 
media posts, and a postcard mailing to every address within a half-mile of the 
project area (over 13,000 addresses). MDOT used the project website for updates 
and project materials, the Public Involvement Management Application (PIMA) for 
online comments and distributing project notifications, and YouTube to live-stream 
and host the virtual meeting.  

The public meeting started with the opportunity for attendees to view the project 
board and speak with project team members, the presentation started promptly at 
6:30 p.m. The presentation was created to: 

 Provide an overview of the project. 
 Review recent project updates, including boulevard concept changes driven by 

community feedback 
 Provide updates about the Neighborhood Framework 
 Review recent Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) and workforce 

development outreach 
 Share information about project partners 
 Review the project timeline and major milestones 

See Appendix B to review images of the Presentation. 

Following the presentation, the project team hosted a question-and-answer 
session. To review questions from attendees and answers from the project team, 
see Public Meeting Verbal Questions and Comments in Appendix C 

https://www.michigan.gov/i375
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After viewing the presentation, attendees could review project boards at project 
stations, speak to project team members directly, or remain seated and listen to 
the question-and-answer session. The project exhibit boards covered the following:  

 Project Area History  
 Design Concept Updates 
 Community Enhancements Plan 
 Neighborhood Framework  
 Project Timeline and Major Milestones 
 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) and Workforce Development 

For more details on the topics covered in the project boards, see Public Meeting 
Materials. To view the project boards, see Project Boards in Appendix B.  

Another medium for information presentation and feedback was a series of project 
maps showing the proposed corridor design concept. Four of these maps were 
presented as large-format “roll plots” to which attendees added post-it notes with 
their comments on the design concept updates. 

After reviewing project information, the public meeting presentation, project 
boards, and talking to project members, attendees were given an optional survey to 
complete before leaving the public meeting. 

The survey collected information about attendees’ experiences at the public 
meeting, how they felt about the information presented, and feedback to improve 
future public meetings. Thirteen attendees completed the survey, ten completed it 
on paper, and three completed it virtually through a link provided at the meeting. 
The results can be viewed in Appendix B: Public Meeting Materials. 

Overall, this public engagement period garnered 55 written responses from in-
person and virtual meeting comments, comments on roll plots, and the online 
comment form. To see a breakdown of these comments, see Table 5.1. The 
predominant themes in these comments were concerns about pedestrian and 
cyclist safety, construction impacts on businesses and residents, traffic delays on 
the new boulevard, and increasing pedestrian connections throughout the corridor. 

2 PUBLIC AND VIRTUAL MEETING DETAILS 

A total of 173 community stakeholders attended the in-person public meeting, and 
772 community stakeholders attended the meeting via live-stream. A total of 120 
in-person meeting attendees (69%) filled out the Title VI survey. See Table 2.1 below 
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for meeting details and Appendix B for the collected Sign-In Sheets and Title VI 
Surveys.  

Table 2.1 Meeting Details 

STAKEHOLDER 
GROUP/DATE 

TIME LOCATION ATTENDEES 

All stakeholders 
Tuesday, June 25, 2024 

6 - 8 p.m. 
The Eastern 
3434 Russell St. 
Detroit, MI 48207 

173 

All stakeholders 
Tuesday, June 25, 2024 – 
Tuesday, July 9, 2024 

N/A YouTube 772 

3 NOTIFICATION PROCESS 

MDOT used traditional and online means of inviting the public to participate in both 
formats of the public meeting. These methods are listed in the table below.  

Table 3.1 Methods of Notification 

MEDIUM SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATIONS 

Postcard Mailing 
A postcard with the public meeting information was distributed 
to over 13,000 addresses within a 1/2-mile radius of the project 
corridor.  

Media Advisories/ 
Press Releases 

MDOT sent out a press release 13 days before the meeting date 
to inform the media and public about the event. 

Project Website The project website included meeting details. 

Email Outreach 

The project team followed up with key stakeholders in the 
community to send out an electronic invitation through e-mail. 
In addition, the City of Detroit sent out the public meeting 
invitation to their email lists.  

To see the notification materials, see Appendix A: Meeting Notifications. 

3.1 EARNED MEDIA PROMOTION 

This public meeting garnered a robust amount of earned media coverage before 
the June 25th public meeting. Eight promotional social media posts were released 
before the meetings; they are listed in the table below. 
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Table 3.2 List of Earned Media Coverage 

MEDIA 
OUTLET 

RELEASE 
DATE 

LINK TO COVERAGE 

Detroit 
Future City 

6/25/24 

 

Detroit 
Documenters 

6/25/24 
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MDOT 6/25/24 

 

MDOT 6/25/24 

 

Detroit 
Greenways 
Coalition 

6/24/24 
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Detroit 
Greenways 
Coalition 

6/24/24 

 

MDOT 6/24/24 

 

MDOT 6/13/24 
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4 PUBLIC MEETING MATERIALS 

The purpose of the public and virtual meeting was to provide an overview of recent 
concept updates made as a result of feedback from the community, discuss the 
Neighborhood Framework, and share information about upcoming project 
milestones. The materials were used to inform the public about the past, present, 
and future of the project process. The table below details what and where materials 
were used. See Appendix B: Public Meeting Materials to view the materials. 

Table 4.1 List of Public Meeting Materials 

MATERIALS PLACEMENT/USE 

PowerPoint Presentation 
Public meeting 
Virtual meeting 
Project website 

Project Boards 
Project Area History 
 Hastings Street and Neighborhoods 
 Downtown Detroit Aerial View 
 Historic Demographics 
 Community Amenities 
 Business and Entertainment 
Design Concept Updates 
 City Grid Connectivity 
 Reduced Intersection Footprint 
 Reduced Lanes on Streets 
 Connectivity to Brush Park 
 Increased Access to Mack 
Community Enhancements Plan 
 Community Enhancements Plan Overview 
Neighborhood Framework Study 
 I-375 Neighborhood Framework and Zoning and Land Use 

Study 
Project Timeline and Major Milestones 
 Project Timeline and Major Milestones Overview 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) and Workforce 
Development 
 DBE and Workforce Development Updates 

Public meeting 
Project website 
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Project Roll Plot 
 Design Alternative Map, June 2024 

Public meeting 

Standard Comment Form Public meeting 

Exit Survey Public meeting 

(General) Online Comment Form Project website 

5 PUBLIC MEETING COMMENTS 

Between June 25 and July 9, 2024, 55 written comments were submitted either at 
the public meeting or online. The respective sources of this feedback and their 
volumes are summarized in the table below. 

Table 5.1 Public Feedback 

SOURCE PARTICIPANTS 

Public Meeting Standard Comment Card 8 

Public Meeting Roll Plot 34 

Virtual Meeting Comments 1 

Online Comment Form 12 

TOTAL 55 

The main themes expressed through comment cards and online comments were: 

1. Satisfaction with the reduced boulevard lanes. 
2. Increase pedestrian access throughout the corridor. 
3. Prioritize pedestrian and cyclist safety on the new boulevard. 
4. Concerns about dust and noise pollution during construction. 
5. Prevent emergency traffic from detouring through Brush Park. 
6. Concerns about traffic delays and backups on the new boulevard. 
7. Concerns about impacts from construction on businesses and construction 

mitigation. 

The main themes expressed in comments on the roll plots were: 

1. Increase/extend curb bump-outs. 
2. Maintain quiet communities and neighborhoods. 
3. Increase connections to Gratiot Ave. and Eastern Market. 
4. More connections, including bridges, are needed for pedestrians. 
5. Implement more traffic-calming features along the new boulevard. 
6. Excess property should be used toward green spaces, not parking lots. 
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7. Concerns about pedestrian safety and walkability on the new boulevard. 

To review all written public meeting comments, see Appendix C: Comments. 

6 NEXT STEPS 

The June Public Meeting was a valuable opportunity for community members to 
learn about recent project updates, provide feedback about new design concept 
refinements, and engage in meaningful discussions with project team members. 
The project team will carefully review all questions and comments given by 
attendees and draft responses. MDOT is committed to administering a project that 
aligns with the community’s vision, reflects the community's diverse perspectives, 
and creates a safer roadway that meets current and future mobility needs. 

There will be more opportunities for the public to stay engaged with the project 
team through one-on-one stakeholder meetings, public meetings, and other public 
forums later this year. Project information is available on the project website at 
Michigan.gov/I375. 

MDOT values community input and meaningful engagement is an important part of 
the process. All future engagements will be widely publicized, and the project team 
encourages all community members to participate and offer their input.

http://www.michigan.gov/I375
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PUBLIC MEETING VERBAL QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 

ATTENDEE QUESTION/COMMENT PROJECT TEAM ANSWER/RESPONSE 

The opening of Orleans seems to jeopardize 
the safety of many pedestrians and visitors. 
Can you elaborate on the excess property 
shown on the slides? What about a valley or 
a canyon similar to Paradise Valley for 
better connectivity? Is Orleans Street 
opening or closing? 

The project team has heard conflicting 
feedback on whether to keep Orleans open 
or closed. We will meet with the community 
to discuss the pros and cons of both 
options. The pedestrian crossing between 
the market and the Dequindre cut is very 
important. 

Eastern Market has vendors and shops 
every weekend, but the area is dreading 
construction projects and MDOT’s 
chronically inept detour management. 
Nothing is being fixed, roads are closed, 
and community members get automated 
messages from MDOT when they have 
complaints. We need a management person 
with a phone number and contact 
information who will help address issues in 
our neighborhood. This project will put 
Eastern Market vendors out of business 
because people will not want to wait in this 
traffic. 

MDOT will investigate the issues you are 
having with road closures in other areas 
and work to better inform the community in 
the future. Mitigating the project's 
construction impacts is a priority. MDOT is 
aware that construction affects people and 
businesses, and the project will have a 
liaison who can respond quickly to 
questions and issues. 

The issue that this freeway caused the black 
community is not being addressed. Black 
Bottom and Paradise Valley families were 
displaced. Families today do not experience 
that closeness that we had in Black Bottom; 
we went from being business owners. My 
family owned 3 businesses, and after we 
were displaced, we lived in the Brewster 
projects. This is not a restorative justice 
project. MDOT can never correct that. How 
is this going to restore and repair the 
damage that was done to the black 
community and its descendants? How much 

The project will not repair or fix those past 
harms or bring back that wealth, but we 
want to prioritize elevating the voices of 
descendants. MDOT wants to provide 
equitable opportunities for the future. Our 
study does not identify who will own the 
land, but this is considered during the 
framework process. 

MDOT acknowledges the history and is 
trying to work with partners and neighbors 
who have families who lived in those 
communities. These are beginning 
conversations; this is not the end; this is the 
start. We want to ensure black businesses 
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land will you give to the descendants like 
me that once owned that street?  

are involved before, during, and after 
construction. 

The presentation is hard to follow, can we 
simulate what the streets will look like? How 
is traffic going to be staged for events? We 
want clear community benefits, not 
rhetoric. 

We can do 3D videos that show proposed 
concept refinements. 

We do not know yet how traffic will be 
staged during events, but MDOT will 
continue to partner with stakeholders, and 
coordination will continue throughout the 
design project. 

Because this highway has existed for 60 
years, the buildings around it have been 
designed for big business highway layout. 
We have streets we use to get around. How 
will this decrease traffic? People will not be 
able to get to small businesses like mine, so 
they will go out of business, and bigger 
businesses will move in after the project is 
done. 

We understand the concerns that you, and 
other small businesses have, about how 
traffic will flow during construction. We are 
currently working with Downtown Detroit 
Partnership to create a robust construction 
mitigation plan to address these issues. 

Who came up with this project? And why 
has it been so urgent to our community? 
We do not know why it is happening or our 
benefits. 

The project has been under development 
since 2014 to replace the outdated 
infrastructure. The freeway as it stands now 
does not meet current safety standards. 
The new boulevard will provide a solution 
that addresses safety concerns and is 
accessible to all. A lot of work was done 
with the city and community partners. The 
feedback was that there was an opportunity 
for a boulevard that offered multiple ways 
to move around; walking, biking, scooting, 
taking transit, etc. The freeway only serves 
vehicles. 

You did not come to the community and ask 
us how we felt, so when can we engage with 
the project and be a part of it? 

Engagement is ongoing and will continue 
throughout the life of the project. Please 
share your contact information so that we 
can engage you and your neighborhood. 
MDOT is hiring a strategic communications 
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consultant to help with the project and that 
team will be on this Fall.  

How long can we expect disruptions from 
construction? What will access to the 
freeway be like during construction? 

MDOT expects early works construction to 
start in 2025 and major construction in 
2026-2028. Access to freeways is important, 
and we know it is critical. We cannot yet say 
how traffic will be staged during 
construction. We will prioritize connections 
to and from the north. Once the progressive 
design team is on board, there will be 
stakeholder meetings about this and more 
information at future meetings. 

This project seems a lot better than last 
year's, but there was no mention of public 
transit. MDOT has spent billions making 
highways, and it’s not that hard to make a 
bus lane; I think it is better, but it still has a 
lot of work to do and a lot of progress. 

MDOT still has a lot of design work to do. 
We have coordinated with the regional 
transit authority, and there is no additional 
change in their services, but we will make 
sure their routes have space for more 
robust transit and stations even if it is not 
on day one; the boulevard is something that 
will adapt to the city. The design will provide 
space for additional bus stops in the future. 

Please consider adding some roundabouts; 
they are safer and healthier. Are they ruled 
out, and what is the speed limit? 

Roundabouts were considered, but they are 
not favorable to a traditional intersection 
because there is a lot of pedestrian 
movement on the project, and roundabouts 
are not ideal for that type of scenario. The 
speed limit will be 30 mph. 

I have followed the project since 2012, 
when it was just a concept. The idea was to 
connect bikers getting to the river, not to 
reconnect Black Bottom. We live here, and it 
will impact us in the neighborhood. It will 
never be the same, and we will never 
reconnect. Most of us are against this. This 
is a hard no for me and many of us. 

 

As a resident, I am concerned about post-
construction noise and tailpipe emissions. Is 

We did a noise study as part of the 
environmental analysis. The 55-mph 
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that a part of the planning? One slide said 
bikes and pedestrians would share a 
sidewalk.  

freeway generates more noise than 30-mph 
traffic. The residential area will be less 
noisy. The excess property will further 
mitigate noise from the existing community. 
The sidewalk will be permeated, more 
tactile, and differentiated from bike lanes. 
There will be a shared path accessible for 
pedestrians and cyclists on the east side of 
the new Boulevard. 

I feel very disappointed with the way the 
project has been characterized. We don’t 
feel disconnected. We don’t need MDOT to 
come connect us. My neighbors and I use 
the sidewalk and streets and feel very safe 
and happy to do that. Looking at your plan, I 
like to see more mobility, but you are not 
doing enough and using what already exists 
to protect Detroiters. We have the Detroit’s 
Streets for People plan, and I want to see 
MDOT incorporate the plan into this project 

MDOT is using the Streets for People Plan 
on the project 

There were advisory committees and 
roundtables mentioned; who are the people 
on these committees, and how were they 
selected? 

It’s a combination of an earlier effort from 
2017-18. It includes people who were 
previously part of the LAC and additional 
recommendations from the city of Detroit 
and the MDOT team. MDOT can provide a 
list of who those people are. 

It appears that not much is happening on 
the city side of this project. How much 
money are you spending on the intersection 
to make it truck-friendly for those who are 
not stopping downtown compared to what 
you are spending on the city side? 

It is difficult to have a direct breakdown of 
what the interchange cost separately. The 
interchange is the most expensive part of 
the project; it accounts for roughly three-
quarters of the cost. 

Do trucks need to exit from the right lane 
on 75 South to Fisher? 

 

Vehicles would no longer need to exit to the 
right to stay on I-75. I-75 traffic would stay 
in the left lanes of the freeway, and traffic 
that is going to access the new boulevard 
and service drives downtown would now 
exit to the right. Those commercial 
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operations do not drive the cost of this 
project. 

The overwhelming thing is this is bad for 
our neighborhood and businesses and bad 
for our future establishments. I am here to 
tell you, please do not do this. This is not 
reconnecting us, this is not helping us, the 
whole plan is about restoring it, but this will 
be horrible for us. It is heartbreaking, 
disingenuous, and insulting. 

 

Thank you for listening to everybody, this is 
a huge step in the right direction. Please 
keep doing what you are doing and listening 
to everybody. Do you have details about 
lighting at the intersections? Will they be 
closer to crosswalks, encouraging drivers to 
stop further away or giving pedestrians 
walk time? 

Yes, we will discuss lighting placement at 
intersections more as we refine the design 
and layout. Intersections will be safe for 
pedestrians, bikers, and vehicular users.  

Thank you for doing this, taking our 
feedback, and seeing slower traffic that is 
more walkable. Was there particular 
feedback that was impactful for you? 

We heard feedback on all levels, but mainly 
what was needed for vehicle operations 
versus pedestrian operations. 

This is all intentional because businesses 
and communities need to be involved in 
this and help us understand the impact and 
the stories that accompany it. The feedback 
we receive really does inform the design 
and framework. 

I have been to every meeting since day 1 
and have been on LAC for 5 years it seems 
that we are doing this in the wrong order. 
Usually, you start with the framework plan, 
which includes how the infrastructure 
supports and informs the activities that will 
occur in that space; it is strange that the 
framework is not complete, but the road 
design is continuing. Can MDOT pause the 
design until the Framework Is complete? 

Typically, when the city does a 
neighborhood framework, it’s because the 
city is investing in the improvement of a 
neighborhood, in this case the Michigan 
Department of Transportation needed to 
address a deteriorating roadway and that 
created the opportunity for a framework. 
The current concept does not preclude 
what is possible in the Neighborhood 
Framework. The chosen, innovative, project 
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Many small businesses will be deeply 
affected by this, and it is unfair to ask for 
their support when they might not stay in 
business. If people do go out of business, 
we will lose the authenticity and culture of 
Detroit.  

delivery method allows for design 
coordination as the Framework Plan 
process develops. 

PUBLIC MEETING COMMENT CARDS 

COMMENT 

My community, Brush Park, does not want emergency traffic routed down John R or Brush. 
This area is already flooded with traffic and people who do not respect the neighborhood. 
We do not want this added noise and traffic. We have young families with children in the 
area. We have a new park with speed bumps being added to John R. Please do not route 
emergency traffic in our neighborhood. 

Nicolet resident. Where will the fill dirt come from? (Clean versus dirty). Unsafe. What will 
be done to protect not only residents’ businesses but workers from the dust? 

How will particulates be mitigated? 

This is a waste of money! Could be much better utilized going directly to people instead of 
building a road! And the remaining neighborhood streets can’t handle the new traffic. I 
would vote no! 

I am so glad you (MDOT) revised your plan for I-375. It is much improved and will be safer. I 
am a huge fan of the “New MDOT”. Put peds first! 

The meeting opened with the team referencing Detroit as a leader, yet this project fails to 
live up to its transformational potential. It is not groundbreaking to deliver a successful 
highway to boulevard project-cities across the country do this. Please be a leader. 

I do not think the construction will be unreal and very disruptive, too bad, people that make 
decisions do not truly consider those living there. It is about legacy and the little people. 

I would like to express renewed support for this project based on the reduction of lanes. 
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ONLINE COMMENT FORM 

COMMENT ZIP CODE 

This entire project will delay traffic, increase commute times and encourage 
jobs to be moved outside the city.   DOT claims to the contrary are based on 
projections that there will be 40% to 60% fewer people commuting to 
downtown.  It cannot accommodate the number of downtown workers that 
represent a viable downtown.  You have designed the project to serve a 
ghost town and that will severely limit downtown.  Employers are trying to 
require their employees to come back to the office full time but you are 
designing the not accommodate them.  Those employees who must travel 
to downtown will arrive with a healthy case of road rage.   They will curse it 
daily and they will ultimately move to suburban offices.   The money would 
be best spent to rebuild and perhaps improve existing I 375. 

48214 

I am registering my strong support for the removal of the I-375 freeway, as 
well as the overall reduction of total freeway miles in the city. I am a Detroit 
resident and am directly impacted by the numerous freeway interchanges 
in the city. It is well known that tire particulate, microplastics, brake 
particulate, road dust, noise pollution, light pollution (billboards, headlights, 
and street lights), and tailpipe exhaust all create serious negative 
consequences for any person unfortunate enough to live near a freeway.   
Furthermore, as of 2022, Detroit had a median household income under 
$37,000. Asking already lower income folks (myself included) to burden 
themselves with potentially MULTIPLE car and insurance payments per 
household (usually needing one car per adult) is absolutely unacceptable. I 
live in a household that splits one car between two people, while we try and 
bike or use what sparse transit is available to get around otherwise. To say 
it can be painful is an understatement.   Beyond just I-375, we should be 
working to halt all freeway expansion in favor of capping or removing them 
entirely, while developing a comprehensive plan to promote more space 
efficient and less dangerous (not to mention more pleasant) ways to get 
around. We should be asking why we are ceding some of the most valuable 
areas of our precious urban space to cars (and parking lots whose demand 
is directly generated by these freeways), when we could be taking 
advantage of some of our most vibrant and attractive areas and connecting 
them - Imagine actually having a pleasant walk from Corktown to 
Downtown or up to Motor City Casino, or how much we could do with the 
wasteland along M-10 south of I-75 (heading into Jefferson). My sincere 
hope is that we can do better for the people who live here. 

48202 
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COMMENT ZIP CODE 

The existing 375 route should be maintained without obstructions or 
further stop lights.  It's important to provide easy in/out access to the 
downtown to ensure the City's vibrant future for both employees and 
existing businesses / entertainment venues.  If MDOT desires to "reconnect" 
the city to the surrounding neighborhood then perhaps 375 should be 
converted to a tunnel similar to portions of 696.  This would achieve both 
reconnection and preserve quick and easy access/exit to the city by 
commuters and patrons of city businesses.  The existing plan does not help 
economic development. 

48226 

This project should build towards a reduction in VMT to align with MI 
Healthy Climate Plan. A reduction in not only speed limit, but also overall 
lanes. If "safety" is a priority than there should be no right turn on red, no 
slip lanes, and no multi-lane turn lanes. Eastern Market is a common 
destination and the ease of pedestrian and bicycle travel from downtown, 
the Riverwalk, and Midtown should be the top priority. 

48237 

Hello. As someone who was born, raised, and attended DPS, this project is a 
bad idea.  The easiest fastest way to get to the downtown area is via 375.  
Why would you change this? Are office buildings going to be torn down? 
How bout getting to Huntington place and Hart Plaza?  And leaving the 
downtown area?  The city has so many areas that need redevelopment. This 
has to be the stupidest idea with no plan for the area 

48224 

I would like to know at the public meeting how the current design came into 
place, what was the rationale for the boulevard design, and how may the 
current plan enhance AND not enhance the local residents' traffic and social 
connectivity. What population or what neighborhood is the plan connecting 
and at the cost of what alternatives? If these questions had been answered 
before, please share what I can find these details. 

48103 
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COMMENT ZIP CODE 

I am concerned that a large boulevard will be unsafe for pedestrians. As 
someone who walks regularly from my home to downtown, it is extremely 
important to me that the 375 corridor become more pedestrian friendly, 
not less (which is what a wide boulevard would do). I would be much more 
comfortable with this if it was a much smaller road, maximum of 4 lanes, 
preferably 2, which prioritizes pedestrians and public transit over cars. That 
would leave new areas open for possible green space and even new 
residential or commercial development that would actually serve the 
community here. There is absolutely no need for a 6 lane boulevard (which 
will be more like a highway) and which will make it more likely for 
pedestrians and cars to meet in unfortunate circumstances.  I urge MDOT 
to drastically rethink their plan and if they are going to invest in this, make 
sure it works for people. 

48207 

You can keep saying this if it makes you feel better, but this project will, in 
no way, do ANYTHING to make up for destroying the black neighborhoods.  
I think this is a terrible idea and it's only being done for the wealthy whilte 
people who will benefit from their new downtown playground.  The so-
called affordable housing will be a joke AND STILL be out of reach for MOST 
working class people like myself.  I am all for improvement, but be honest 
about it.  This has nothing to do with reparations for destroying a thriving 
minority district.  It's all about the money and prestige some will get from 
another gentrification project.  I work right on the corner of 375 and 
Jefferson.  I've been gentrified from midtown and downtown and now have 
to commute into work everyday.  The traffic chaos this will cause is giving 
me a headache already.  Be honest with yourselves about who this project 
will truly benefit 

48230 

It's to late the people  that were displayed  for I-375 are no longer here will 
not benefit anything from the change and as far as having more open 
property for construction  that's not helping either because  you'll build 
apartments, store front, and anything else that the people  that live in the 
area can't afford which keep african american people  in bandage by having  
to  rent instead  of buying  a home NO LEAVE THINGS AS THEY ARE your 
promises are no good just a bunch of talk 

48213 
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COMMENT ZIP CODE 

I'm 100 percent against removing I375, I-375 is not a freeway to nowhere, it 
has a purpose and still plays a critical part in keeping Detroit moving.  
Freeways connect people and business, and communities!! They don't 
divide communities!!! Without I375, it will extremely difficult to access belle 
isle, the tunnel, and the business along Jefferson Ave. This project has 
absolutely nothing to do with reconnecting communities, it has more to do 
with political motivation!!! This project will only make traffic worst!!! Creating 
a Stoad Road is not going to improve safety or traffic flow, connectivity or 
mobility!!! regards to economic development, Detroit has several other 
commerical coridoors that need redevelopment, building out more for land 
space downtown is totally unnecessary. It is better to demand to out pace 
supply, than supply out pacing demand, We don't need another failed 
abandon commerical property like 11900 conner ave.  I375 Has worked 
perfectly fine for the last 40years of my life, there are absolutely no valid 
reasons to go changing things now!!! Again The best option in this case is to 
keep I375 and reconstructed it as freeway. 

48209 

Leaving the flow of the 75 system in place, cover it with the blvd idea. This 
should be incorporated into the people mover project. The PM was built as 
a spoke from which would be a hub for elevated rail to follow the main 
arteries of the city to Port Huron, downriver, airport, Lansing & Gr. Rapids, 
pontiac, Mt. Clements. Up Mound past M59 to Rochester and e/w 
connections at various mile roads, etc. The Q-Line is a total waste. High 
speed elevated rail wouldn't be restricted in flow by weather, traffic, 
pedestrian safety, and several other factors. All 6 counties should be in this 
discussion for a serious look at what's best for the region, regardless of the 
lobbyists input. 

48238 

I would like to express my support for removal of the freeway. My only 
concern is the impact of construction and detours on small businesses in 
the area, especially Eastern Market. I would like to see plans that would 
mitigate those problems. 

48226 

ONLINE QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS SUBMITTED BEFORE THE MEETING 

MESSAGE 

Hi, my name is Charlie and I'm a resident of Lafayette Park. Will the design be changed 
away from the current boulevard design at any point? The whole point of this project is to 
make the area more walkable, not less, and the current proposed design is a disaster for 
pedestrian traffic. I'm happy 375 is being done away with, but this proposed will make the 
problem worse, not better. Please don't put another god-forsaken Stroad in this city when 
a 5-lane like Jefferson will do. 
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MESSAGE 

I appreciate that you have removed lanes on the stretch of raised highway but are you still 
planning add the maximum number of lanes within the current I-75 footprint between 
Mack and Woodward? Including the service drives, I counted up to 22 lanes across at the 
widest point. Yes, this interchange needs a better design than what exists but how does 
the proposed design help reconnect the community and not just benefit suburban 
concert/sporting event fans?  

MDOT has talked a lot about correcting the mistakes of the past and about repatriations. 
How does MDOT then justify the possible damage/destruction of a Black historic site like 
United Sound Systems recording studio on I-94 while claiming to right the wrongs of the 
past over on I-375?  

Are there other highway removal projects have you looked to for inspiration or things to 
avoid? What elements from those are you incorporating into this project? 

I am a Detroit resident who would like to see a serious reduction in freeway miles across 
the city, or at least see our communities reconnected by capping freeways. Are there 
existing plans to cap or remove any other freeways, and if there aren't, how can residents 
start this conversation? Who are the decision makers for this? 

How will the proposed plan integrate with the existing bike network in the city? The 
current network is unfortunately sorely lacking for those of us who depend on it and 
cannot afford or prefer not to use a car. Ideally, this should look like either dedicated, 
separated bike lanes (not painted gutters), or a wide, mixed-use path that connects us to 
other essential routes like Kercheval, Jefferson, and the Dequindre Cut. We very badly 
need better East/West connections!! 

Will there be a plan and commitment to employ Detroit residents during construction? 
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PUBLIC MEETING ROLL PLOT 

ROLL PLOT COMMENT 

Design Updates Maintain the quiet nature of the community and neighborhood. 

Design Updates 

The removal of the I-375 required the original 9 lane boulevard, given 
the intensified use of Detroit's downtown will increase volume of traffic, 
the reduced laned boulevard restricts traffic flow like a blood clot. 
Currently downtown can be circumnavigated with a freeway network 
providing alternative access and egress. Do not remove the ditch-fix the 
hair pin only- The plan violates right of way adjustment plans of urban 
renewal projects adjacent to I-375 and I-75. 

Design Updates 
I like adding the grid. This project should be thought of as creating a 
canvas for development and amenities that are comfortably accessed 
without a car. Traffic throughout should be secondary. 

Design Updates 
Remove the I-75 exit into (what should be) a pedestrian friendly public 
market district. Unnecessary. Cars don't need direct access. 

Design Updates How many years? To impact Ford Field and Comerica Park? 

Design Updates 
This adds a lot of red lights. Traffic circles are proven to calm speed, 
eliminate running red lights, be safer, and no waits at lights. Monroe, 
Clinton, and Macomb should be circles. 

Design Updates 
Please do not block this intersection. it eliminates alternative routes, 
Lafayette, and current service drives. 

Design Updates What happens to the former Lafayette clinic? 

Design Updates Potential cut connection to north of M-3. 

Design Updates 
Allows bike path to stay on the north side of M3. Avoids crossing M3 at a 
dangerous intersection. 

Design Updates New Dequindre Cut entrance off Gratiot on the north side. 

Design Updates Please keep emergency traffic out of Brush Park. 

Design Updates Emergency transport in Bush Park! Keep! 
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Design Updates 
Montcalm bike facility- where does it end? Seems like a dead end, just 
curious how it will look. 

Design Updates 
Land use- some greenery would be nice in properties near Eastern 
Market. E.M. is a bit of a concrete sea, some shady open space nearby 
would be welcome. 

Design Updates Ensure this new space does not become more Illich/Gilbert parking lots. 

Design Updates 
Yes so good! I love the curb-bump-outs. Please do not get rid of them in 
field design. 

Design Updates 
Sale/lease of newly available property profits should be used as 
reparations for former residents of Black Bottom. 

Design Updates Bus lanes! Not hard! 

Design Updates Shuttle to take Lafayette residents to downtown. 

Design Updates I like the reduced lanes and reconnected grid! 

Design Updates 
Have the second street be continuous. Otherwise, traffic will destroy it 
on to Lafayette, which will make traffic on the street worse. 

Design Updates 
Connection to Brush Park should include North bound direction. One 
way is not connected. 

Design Updates 
Why are we not considering pedestrians here? (Boulevard between 
Lafayette and Larned) This environment is not connective to urbanism 
or walkability. 

Design Updates 
Why is Jefferson remaining so wide? It's frequently shut down, and 
people reroute just fine. Coordinate with the city. 

Design Updates 
Thank you for providing parking on Gratiot, it is still too wide, but the 
curb extensions help. Can this happen on the boulevard? 

Design Updates Close Market Street for Saturday vendor-walking and bikes only! 

Design Updates 
Dispersing traffic throughout the grid would be beneficial, more 
options! 

Design Updates Consider pedestrians for Gratiot/Vernor/St. Aubin intersection. 

Design Updates Connection on Orleans at Gratiot is critical. Make this an intersection. 
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Design Updates 
Traffic calming and road diet are needed on St. Aubin. Extend curb outs 
at corners for pedestrians. 

Design Updates Connect Riopelle to Antietam and north to Riopelle (in EM). 

Design Updates 
City scope- implement through street on Russel to Antietam, make sure 
it is designed to calm traffic. Support more options! utilize the grid! 

Design Updates 
Bridges are essential to connecting neighborhoods. Crosswalks are 
needed! Near 1701 Orleans to St. Aubin. 
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