
 
 

Public Comment Report  
 
The Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission (NIRPC) held a 30-day public comment 
period on the draft Greenways+Blueways 2020 Plan (G+B 2020 Plan). The comment period 
began on February 1, 2018 and ended on March 2, 2018.  
 
The G+B 2020 Plan combines the 2007 Greenways & Blueways Plan and the 2010 Ped & Pedal 
Plan, and environmental elements of the 2040 Comprehensive Regional Plan. It is the first time 
that the areas of conservation, transportation, and recreation have all been combined into a 
single document for Lake, Porter, and LaPorte Counties. The plan was formed with input from 
public listening sessions and stakeholders with an interest in conservation of natural areas and 
open lands and non-motorized transportation such as walking, biking, hiking, and paddling. 

As part of the public comment period, a public meeting was held on February 15, 2018 at NIRPC 
offices, 6100 Southport Road, Portage, IN, 5:00 to 7:00 p.m. 

A draft of the plan was made available at www.nirpc.org, and stakeholders were made aware 
via email, a news release, and social media. The public was able to comment via email, 
telephone, regular mail, and at the public meeting.  In all, NIRPC received nine comments which 
are copied in full on the attached table. 
 
This is the second 30-day public comment period for the G+B 2020 Plan.  At the first comment 
period held from October to November of 2016, some comments received were deemed 
significant according to the definition set forth in the 2014 Public Participation Plan.  Therefore, 
after proper edits are made, the plan was made available for another 30-day public comment 
period.  No significant comments were identified during this latest round of public input.   
 

http://www.nirpc.org/
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Greenways+Blueways 2020 Plan – Comments & Responses  

 

# Comment Manner Considered by Staff Significant? Need to 
Modify? 

Comments Received by Email 

1 Before more accidents occur, please stop 
promoting Lake Michigan as a great place to 
kayak. It isn't!! 
 
Lake Michigan wave conditions can change 
very quickly, and kayakers can easily become 
"stranded" along a long, rocky breakwater 
with no landing beach nearby.  Rescuing 
kayakers in these situations risks the lives of 
first-responders unnecessarily.  Lake 
Michigan is dangerous enough without 
encouraging individuals to take silly thrill-
seeking risks that can endanger 
others.  Many kayakers don't even use the 
proper type of kayak for Lake Michigan. 
 
Moreover, because of the low profile of a 
kayak, even people in small boats have a 
difficult time seeing a kayak in the 
water.  When a kayaker ventures a long way 
from shore, it just makes it that more likely 
that an accident involving a kayak and a boat 
will occur. 
 
There are rivers and smaller lakes in the area 
that are fine for that activity.  But, 
particularly around busy marinas/ports, 
kayakers are just an accident waiting to 
happen. 

Lake Michigan represents an outstanding 
water trail, and remains popular with 
those using sea kayaks.  There are risky 
areas to paddle, but these are clearly 
identified on maps, and there are even 
safe havens located at these locations. 

No No 

2 Hello, just read article, wanted to make a 
brief suggestion regarding hiking or bicycle 
trail. I would start it at Woodland park to 
highway 20, it would then run west on south 
side of 20 where railroad tracks used to be 
and now is owned by Portage city parks. 
Then I would have a bicycle bridge across 20, 
end up at 5440 us highway 20, a property I 
own and is for sale, and use it for bicycle 
rental. Kayak rental, and an information 
center regarding trails beaches and parks, 
then the trail would go west from that 
property to Deep River, then follow river 
north to connect with National lakeshore 
parks and other beaches, then end at 
Portage City beach front. 

NIRPC appreciates this idea, but the G+B 
2020 Plan does not get into detail about 
specific projects.  However, NIRPC will 
contact the City of Portage about the 
idea.  

No No 
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3 As far as the naming of La Porte's present-
day blueway, this blueway lies entirely within 
the city's chain-of-lakes. And this chain-of-
lakes lies no closer than about a minimum 
distance of 1200 feet from any other disjunct 
lakes existing in or around the city. 
 
So, I don't think that one could realistically 
call any new segment of a blueway 
established within one of those unconnected 
La Porte lakes an "expansion" of that original 
blueway. It would be just too far away.  
 
It's one thing to call the waters beyond an 
inaccessible bridge, culvert or logjam part of 
that blueway--especially when those waters 
themselves are interconnected with the 
main water body. Traversing such barriers is 
a matter of a simple portage. 
 
But lugging even a small vessel (i.e., a kayak, 
canoe, rowboat, etc.) a distance of 1200 feet 
or longer, is entirely another matter. I don't 
think that one could call such a newly 
established blueway on a disjunct lake that 
far away from the original blueway to be 
part of the latter blueway--at least not with a 
straight face. Rather, you would realistically 
have to give that new blueway its own 
identity, with its own name. 
 
For example, if in the future, it were decided 
that a blueway should be created on Clear 
Lake and possible expand it to someday 
include Lower Lake (if private property 
owners would permit this), that blueway 
might fittingly be called the "Clear Lake 
Blueway" or the "Clear-Lower Blueway". 
Despite the fact that both of these lakes 
were originally part of La Porte's chain-of-
lakes in the 19th Century, they are now not 
only disjunct from the chain-of-lakes. But 
their present-day shores are hundreds of 
feet away. Treating them as though they still 
were part of that lake chain could end up 
being quite confusing to recreational 
boaters.  
 
The bottom line is that blueways within this 
surface water-rich City deserve to be given 
distinct descriptive names like the "Clear 

The name will be changed to LaPorte 
Chain of Lakes. 
 
Existing infrastructure reduces or 
prevents on-water access between lakes, 
necessitating having to haul out if one 
wishes to navigate multiple lakes. NIRPC 
is willing to partake in or facilitate 
discussions on this topic in the future. 
However, at this time that is beyond the 
scope of the current document. 

No Yes 
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Lake Blueway" and "the Chain-of Lakes 
Blueway", rather than a dull generic 
nondescript name, like "La Porte Lakes 
Blueway". (Which La Porte lakes are being 
referred-to?)  
 
What's in a name? It turns out a quite a lot--
especially where recreational opportunities 
are being sought. 

4 I have reviewed the Green Ways/Blue Ways 
document provided and would like to 
address the characterization of the Deep 
River in your report. 
 
Correction: Text states in Chapter 2 page 28 
“Developed access at Riverside Park and 
Veterans Memorial Park”. The Lake Station 
Riverside Park is named “Riverview Park” as 
printed on the large water tank overlooking 
the park. 
 
A good opportunity exists for paddling on 
the Deep River with a minor investment in 
maintenance below the Hobart Lake George 
Dam and extending to the Liverpool Road 
dam. With small boat access now available at 
launch sites located at the Hobart Rugby 
Field, Lake Station Riverview Park, Lake 
Station Veterans Memorial Park (also known 
as Bicentennial Park) and at the Liverpool 
Road Park, the infrastructure is in place for 
paddlers. A few (2) log jam clearings and 
improvements at the railroad viaduct in 
Hobart would create a 7-mile water trail for 
paddler enjoyment. 
 
Revise statement on page 29 “Low potential 
upstream of Lake George due to numerous 
log jams”. Recall that the East Branch of the 
Little Calumet River was a log choked stream 
two years ago. With volunteer efforts and 
proper funding over the past few years, 6 
miles of that river is now open to paddling 
from Brummitt Road in Chesterton through 
the Bailly-Chellburg National Park Service 
property. The Deep River above Lake George 
has high potential for paddling because: 
This river section is the cleanest water in 
northwest Indiana 
 
The river is almost entirely wooded from 
Hwy 30 to Lake George.  

Correction for Riverpark will be made. 
 
The Northwest Indiana Paddling 
Association (NWIPA) is working on the 
route north of the Hobart Dam on Deep 
River as you mentioned.   
 
Regarding your comments upstream of 
Lake George, NWIPA recognizes that this 
stretch does afford excellent 
opportunities as a potential water trail.  
However, significant clearing will be 
needed. However, NWIPA is focused on 
the Little Cal East Branch. In the future, 
NWIPA would like to work to get this 
water trail open. Additionally, if there is 
another organization willing to take this 
on as project, NWIPA would be able to 
provide some support for the project. 

No Yes 
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Most of the adjoining land is park land 
owned by the Lake County Park System as 
Deep River Water Park, Deep River County 
Park and the Big Maple Lake Park property. 
The Deep River County Park has two existing 
canoe access sites on their property with 
adjacent parking creating a 2 mile water trail 
for the initial stage to generate public 
interest in the project. 
 
The water trail can be extended downstream 
into Lake George to the existing public boat 
launches on the lake. This 5.5 mile section is 
not a heavily log jammed reach of river. 
 
The Lake County Park System is considering a 
canoe access site on property at the Deep 
River bridge on Hwy 51 (Grand Blvd.), 3.5 
miles above Lake George. 
 
The log jam removal on Deep River (7.5 
miles) is comparable to the completed effort 
over the last 2 years on the East Branch of 
the Little Calumet River (6 miles). 
 
Please consider these revisions to your 
current report. A recharacterization of this 
river as high potential will provide a 
supporting basis for my work with the Lake 
County Park System during the preparation 
of the Park Master Plan in 2018. 
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# Comment Manner Considered by Staff Significant? Need to 
Modify? 

Comments Received by USPS  

5 Full letter from the La Porte County 
Conservation Trust, Inc. is attached to 
the end of this report. 
 

1)  LaPorte Lakes vs. LaPorte Chain of 
Lakes Blueway:  The term LaPorte Lakes 
and LaPorte Area Lakes is used by IDNR 
and the City of La Porte in studies, 
proposals, and other documentation to 
six or more lakes in this vicinity.  NIRPC 
would prefer to use these general names 
in order to align with DNR planning. 
 
2)  Kingsbury Creek:  The regional scale of 
the maps in the G+B 2020 Plan obscures 
the fact that the Kingsbury Creek corridor 
is identified on the conservation corridor 
maps due to the presence of core and 
secondary habitat patches along the 
waterway.   
 
3)  Weller Ave. Culvert:  The G+B 2020 
Plan does not identify specific local 
projects to be constructed.  That said, if 
Weller Avenue is on the federal aid 
network then this project could be eligible 
for federal funding and submitted for 
competition in future NIRPC solicitations. 
However, since cities are responsible for 
roadways and counties for bridges, the 
commenter is correct that this project 
would require cooperation between the 
City and the County.   
 
4)  Forest Legacy Area:  The G+B 2020 
Plan is primarily focused on identifying 
potential connecting corridors between 
high quality habitat patches such as that 
present in the Moraine Forest.  The 
activities and recommendations identified 
by the commenter are beyond the scope 
of this plan.  The Lake Michigan Coastal 
Program is preparing to embark on a new 
habitat prioritization project that will 
potentially address this area.    

No No 
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# Comment Manner Considered by Staff Significant? Need to 
Modify? 

Comments Received at Public Meeting on February 15, 2018 

6 Riparian reforestation from Emerald Ash 
Borer (EAB) 

Based on recent dialog between NIRPC 
and some local natural area land 
managers such as SHLT, riparian 
floodplains where ash trees had once 
dominated are shifting to marsh type 
habitat. This suggests that ash trees may 
have been aggressive colonizers of these 
areas and plant communities typical of 
marsh habitat may be the more 
appropriate conservation target. NIRPC 
believes it is most appropriate for the 
natural area land managers to make these 
restoration decisions. 

No No 

7 Add waterways to conservation maps. NIRPC will either include a layer showing 
waterways to the conservation map or 
use a baselayer that already includes the 
waterways such as the USGS national map 

No Yes 

Comments Received at NIRPC Meetings between February 1st and March 2nd 2018 

8 Add language to wayfinding section in 
Recreation Chapter about audible and tactile 
additions to signage for disabled persons. 

NIRPC will add such language to expand 
Universal Design standards to wayfinding 
elements. 

No Yes 

9 Changes to the Implementation Tables Numerous suggestions were made to add 
content to stakeholder responsibilities, 
which wholly mirror existing comments 
for other stakeholders under the same 
policy or activity.   

No Yes 

Comments Received by Telephone  
No comments were received by telephone. 




















































	3 GWBW Public Comment Rpt Cover 3-18
	4 G+B 2020 30 Day Comment Report 3-18 (1)
	5 GWBW Boklund 2.21.18

