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Rough blazingstar, 
Liatris aspera

Purple conefl ower, Echinacea purpurea

Prairie Gallery

Native prairie plants are well-
suited for roadway conditions. 
After several years of estab-
lishment, maintenance of 
these plants is relatively low.

Black-eyed Susan, Rudbeckia hirtaLance-leaf coreopsis, Coreopsis lanceolata

Swamp milkweed, Asclepias incarnata

Azure aster, Aster oolen-
tangiensis

Indiangrass, Sorghastrum nutans Little bluestem, Schizachyrium scoparium

Prairie in summer Prairie in fall/winter
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CONDITIONS Narrow (<6 ft) Planting Area Medium (6-30 ft.) Planting Area Wide (>30 ft) Planting Area

All conditions Salt tolerant plants critical, unless special conditions (retaining wall, e.g.) 
protect plants from vehicle salt spray.

Salt-tolerant plants critical within 40 feet of salt 
spray.

Existing noise wall

Camoufl age wall with closely 
spaced (10 ft.) climbing vines 
and salt-tolerant herbaceous 
plants

Camoufl age wall with tall shrubs and/or, if 
space allows, small trees. Shorter species 
nearest road. Pay close attention to 
plants’ mature spread.

Camoufl age wall with trees and/or taller 
shrubs, layered with shorter species (shrubs or 
herbaceous plants) near road. 

Examples: Virginia creeper, 
Boston ivy; short shoulder 
grass mix

Examples: Bottlebrush buckeye, 
forsythia, fragrant sumac, smooth sumac, 
arrowwood viburnum, kinnickinnick, black 
chokeberry, Gro-low sumac. Eastern red 
cedar and small-canopy deciduous trees 
(crabapple, hawthorne, pignut hickory, 
black tupelo, honeylocust) may be 
appropriate in widest areas.

Example: Any trees/shrubs with appropriate 
spread and tolerances. Good opportunity to 
use smooth sumac (large, colonizing), Austrian 
pine (for all-season camoufl age), and, space 
permitting, large, salt-sensitive trees (oak, 
hickory, yellowwood). Smaller canopy trees, 
such as crabapple, hawthorne, pignut hickory, 
black tupelo, honeylocust, may be useful

Undesirable view

Draw attention away from view 
area by using relatively neutral 
herbaceous plants or shrubs. 
Where possible, shift focus to 
other features (e.g., use strong 
color, form in adjacent, wider 
areas)

Screen view with tall shrubs or small 
trees, if space allows, and shorter species 
in front (nearest road). Pay close attention 
to plants’ mature spread. Shift focus to 
other features when possible.

Screen view with a combination of trees and/
or taller shrubs, layered with shorter species 
nearest road.

Examples: Prairie seeding; 
kinnickinnick, black chokeberry, 

Examples: Bottlebrush buckeye, 
forsythia, fragrant sumac, smooth sumac, 
arrowwood viburnum, kinnickinnick, black 
chokeberry, Gro-low sumac. Eastern red 
cedar tree may be appropriate in widest 
areas.

Examples: Any size- and tolerance-appropriate 
trees, shrubs. Use those that are too large 
to use elsewhere on corridor, such as oaks, 
hickories

Freeway Side Planting Strategies

(continued on next page)
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CONDITIONS Narrow (<6 ft) Medium (6-30 ft.) Wide (>30 ft)

New noise wall

Break up long wall expanses with 
widely spaced (>20’) climbing 
vines, low plantings (herbaceous 
or shrub massings). 

Break up long expanses with strategically 
placed, relatively narrow trees or shrubs, 
low-maintenance herbaceous plants.

Break up long expanses with strategically 
place trees or shrubs, spaced to maximize 
perception of depth, spacious expanse.

Examples: Virginia creeper, 
Boston ivy; short shoulder mix, 
kinnickinnick, black chokeberry, 
red chokeberry.

Examples: Prairie fi re crabapple, eastern 
red cedar, bottlebrush buckeye, redtwig 
or yellow-twig dogwood, forsythia, witch-
hazel, viburnums, native prairie mix

Examples: Any size and condition-
appropriate trees, shrubs. Use those that are 
too large to use elsewhere on corridor, such 
as oaks, shagbark hickory, Kentucky coffee 
tree, river birch, etc.

Retaining wall, with or 
without noise wall

Mitigate “tunnel” feeling with 
climbing vines and/or draping 
shrubs.

Soften retaining wall with climbing 
vines and/or draping shrubs, but do not 
completely cover wall. Orderly groupings 
of tall herbaceous plants, such as prairie 
grasses possible. Where noise wall is 
present, break up long expanse with tall 
shrubs, mature width permitting. 

Not applicable

Examples: Virginia creeper, 
Boston ivy, blue rug juniper

Examples: Virginia creeper, Boston 
ivy, blue rug juniper. Little bluestem, 
switchgrass. Various shrubs of 
appropriate height, spread.

Attractive adjacent view 
(including monuments)

Maintain open view with low 
herbaceous or woody plant 
designed to complement adjacent 
plantings

Maintain open view with low herbaceous 
and/or woody plants.

Maintain open view, encourage expansive 
feeling with low plantings, possibly 
punctuated by trees  or bold fl owering 
masses.

Examples: Prairie plantings, 
kinnickinnick.

Examples: Prairie plantings, possibly 
punctuated with small trees (e.g., 
hawthorne, crabapple); kinnickinnick, 
black chokeberry, Gro-low sumac.

Examples: Prairie plantings punctuated by 
large, high-canopy trees (oaks, shagbark 
hickory, etc.) OR by masses of colorful native 
fl owers (liatris, oxeye, etc.).

Moist, fl ood-prone areas Ensure plant survival with fl ood-tolerant herbaceous or woody plants. Coordinate adjacent plantings to avoid isolated 
“puddle” appearance. Salt-tolerant plants important within 40 ft. of roadway.

Examples: Stormwater seed mix. Red or black chokeberry, dogwoods, ninebark, arrowwood viburnum.

Freeway Side Planting Strategies (continued)
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Neighborhood Side Planting Strategies

CONDITIONS Narrow (<6 ft) Medium (6-30 ft.) Wide (>30 ft)

Existing noise wall Camoufl age wall with closely 
spaced (10 ft.) climbing vines. 

Camoufl age wall with tall shrubs or, if space allows, 
small trees. Shorter species nearest homes or 
businesses. Pay close attention to plants’ mature 
spread.

Not applicable.

Examples: Virginia creeper, 
Boston ivy

Examples: Bottlebrush buckeye; black and 
red chokeberry; dogwood; forsythia; ninebark; 
fragrant, smooth and Gro-low sumac; arrowwood, 
burkwood or doublefi le viburnum. Eastern 
red cedar and small-canopy deciduous trees 
(crabapple, hawthorne, pignut hickory, black tupelo, 
honeylocust) may be appropriate in widest areas.

New noise wall

Break up long wall expanses 
with widely spaced (>20 ft.) 
climbing vines, low plantings 
(herbaceous or shrub 
massings). 

Break up long expanses with strategically placed, 
relatively narrow trees or shrubs, low-maintenance 
herbaceous plants.

Break up long expanses with 
strategically place trees or shrubs, 
spaced to maximize perception of 
depth, spacious expanse.

Examples: Virginia creeper, 
Boston ivy; short shoulder 
mix, kinnickinnick, black 
chokeberry, red chokeberry, 
Gro-low sumac.

Examples: Prairie fi re crabapple, eastern red 
cedar, bottlebrush buckeye, redtwig or yellow-twig 
dogwood, forsythia, witch-hazel, viburnums, native 
prairie mix.

Examples: Any size and condition-
appropriate trees, shrubs. Use those 
that are too large to use elsewhere 
on corridor, such as oaks, shagbark 
hickory, Kentucky coffee tree, river 
birch, etc.

(continued on next page)
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CONDITIONS Narrow (<6 ft) Medium (6-30 ft.) Wide (>30 ft)

Undesirable view and/or 
close proximity to freeway

Draw attention away from view 
area by using relatively neutral 
herbaceous plants or shrubs. 
Where possible, shift focus to 
other features (e.g., use strong 
color and form in adjacent, 
wider areas)

Screen view with tall shrubs or small trees, if space 
allows, and shorter species in front (nearest homes/
businesses). Pay close attention to plants’ mature 
spread. Shift focus to other features when possible.

Screen view with a combination of 
trees and/or taller shrubs, layered 
with shorter species nearest homes or 
busineses.

Examples: Prairie seeding; 
kinnickinnick, black 
chokeberry, 

Examples: Bottlebrush buckeye, forsythia, fragrant 
sumac, smooth sumac, arrowwood viburnum, 
kinnickinnick, black chokeberry, Gro-low sumac. 
Eastern red cedar tree may be appropriate in 
widest areas.

Examples: Any size- and tolerance-
appropriate trees, shrubs. Use those 
that are too large to use elsewhere on 
corridor, such as oaks, hickories.

Desirable view

Maintain open view with low 
herbaceous or woody plant 
designed to complement 
adjacent plantings

Maintain open view with low herbaceous and/or 
woody plants.

Maintain open view, encourage 
expansive feeling with low plantings, 
possibly punctuated by trees or bold 
fl owering masses.

Examples: Prairie plantings, 
kinnickinnick.

Examples: Prairie plantings, possibly punctuated 
with small trees (e.g., hawthorne, crabapple); or 
shrubs such as kinnickinnick, black chokeberry, 
Gro-low sumac.

Examples: Prairie plantings punctuated 
by large, high-canopy trees (oaks, 
shagbark hickory, etc.) OR by masses 
of colorful native fl owers (liatris, oxeye, 
etc.).

Neighborhood Side Planting Strategies (continued)



Plantings   35

DESIGN GUIDELINES

I–75/1–475  IMPROVING YOUR RIDE Ohio Department of Transportation
November 2007

Typical Planting Sections

Narrow space between existing 
nosie wall and road, with vines to 
camoufl age wall and low, salt-
tolerant grasses. Example: I-475 
westbound, Douglas exit ramp.

Wide roadside space and new 
noise wall, shown as an expan-
sive prairie landscape punctuat-
ed with oaks or other large trees.  
Example: I-75 southbound, 
southwest of Berdan. Also ap-
plicable in wide right-of-ways 
without noisewalls, such as I-475 
eastbound, west of Auburn. In 
wide areas with existing noise-
walls, this treatment could be 
adapted with dense tree or shrub 
massings to screen wall.
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Retaining wall with noise 
wall. While plants need not 
cover entire faces of new 
walls, a frequent cascade of 
greenery, along with changing 
seasonal form and color, 
helps soften the effect of the 
structures. Example: I-475 
near Sherbrooke. 

Typical Planting Sections
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I-475
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Starting Point: 
Historic residential pattern

Design Concept: Planting 
a green reminder of 
neighborhood history

ProMedica Parkway (former Oatis Avenue): Planting Focus Area
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Rows of trees 
commemorating 
home sites

I-475
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Full Plan: A vivid quilt of 
pattern and color, visible 
to drivers, pedestrians
and neighbors

ProMedica Parkway Interchange

Trees (e.g., Autumn blaze 
maple, black tupelo, pignut 
hickory; Winter King hawthorn 
where overhead space is 
constrained)

Prairie grasses & 
wildfl owers

Flower color focus areas 

Mown turf

Shrubs (e.g., chokeberries, 
dogwoods, sumacs, viburnums)

Monuments
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Summary 

As development of the corridor de-
sign elements progresses, it will be 
imporatant for participants— man-
agers, consultants, contractors and 
others—to keep in mind the mission 
that informed this document: 

Create a green, attractive
I-75/I-475 corridor that re-
fl ects Toledo’s rich heritage 
and optimistic vision, and 
conveys a sense of well-being 
and community for residents 
and travelers.

The designs that emerged from this 
mission express refl ect what stake-
holders wanted to see and what 
they wanted this roadway to com-
municate to residents and visitors. 
By using a specifi c palette of forms, 
patterns, textures and colors, the 
designers created a cohesive cor-
ridor in itself, and one that makes 
sense in conjunction with other parts 
of the Toledo freeway system. 

It is important to remember that the 
elements work together as an en-
semble, not only as isolated parts.

The watchwords, previously dis-
cussed in the introductory section, 
are as follows:

• Bold, elegant, innovative (at-
tributes visible in such areas as 
vandal protection fencing, monu-
ments and lighting)

• Plentiful plantings (using trees, 
native grasses and wildfl owers to 
create a beautiful sense of place)

• Healthy and vibrant (conveying a 
city with a future that people want  
to live in now)

With adherence to these guidelines, 
I-75/475 can be an attractive, inte-
gral part of the interstate system and 
the physical and cultural landscape 
of Toledo.
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