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SECTION 1

Introduction

1.1 Project Background

The lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) has initiated Phase | preliminary engineering and
environmental studies of US 30 from IL 47 to IL 31 in Kane and Kendall Counties, lllinois. Phase | of the
project is anticipated to result in a Categorical Exclusion Il (CE 1l) environmental document and includes
data collection, preparation of base maps and mosaics, geometric studies, accident analysis, capacity
analysis including intersection design studies, bridge inspections and condition reports, drainage studies,
cost estimates, public involvement, route survey, and other related work.

U.S. 30 is an east-west highway traveling across the northern tier of the United States. The western end
of the highway is in Astoria, Oregon, and the eastern end is in Atlantic City, New Jersey. Through lllinois,
it is an east-west arterial surface road extending from the Mississippi River across from Clmton lowa, to
Lynwood at the Indiana State Line, a distance :
of 154 miles.

The project limits extend from IL 47 in Yorkville
to 1,400 feet west of IL 31 in Montgomery—a
distance of approximately 5-miles.The western
terminus will match into an ongoing IDOT
Phase | study of IL 47 between Kennedy
Avenue in Yorkville and Cross Street in Sugar
Grove. The eastern terminus will match into
the proposed reconstruction of the US 30 and
IL 31 interchange. Through the project area,
the roadway is classified as a Strategic Regional
Arterial (SRA) and Class Il Truck Route. It is
known locally as “Baseline Road” and generally
follows the Kane-Kendall County Line. The
project area features a mix of cultivated
farmland and relatively recent residential and
commercial development. The project is in
both Kendall and Kane Counties and crosses
four townships (Sugar Grove, Bristol, Aurora,
and Oswego). Blackberry Creek and the
associated Blackberry Trail and land belonging
to the Fox Valley Park District (Stuart Sport Complex) are both located along US 30.

The project limits may be modified as the study progresses, and the environmental document study
area will be defined and refined following the project kickoff and initial meetings with stakeholders.

1-1
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1.2 Context Sensitive Solutions

This project is being developed using the principles of Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS), per the lllinois
Department of Transportation CSS Policy and Procedural Memorandum 48-06. CSS is an interdisciplinary
approach that seeks effective, multimodal transportation solutions by working with stakeholders to
develop, build, and maintain cost-effective transportation facilities that fit into and reflect the project’s
surroundings—its “context.” Through early, frequent, and meaningful communication with
stakeholders, and a flexible and creative approach to design, the resulting project should improve safety
and mobility for the traveling public, while seeking to preserve and enhance the scenic, economic,
historic, and natural qualities of the settings within which they are located.

The CSS approach will provide stakeholders with the tools and information they require to effectively
participate in the study process, including providing the following: an understanding of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, transportation planning guidelines, design guidelines, and the
relationship between transportation issues (needs) and project alternatives. In other words, using the

1-2
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CSS process should provide all project stakeholders a mechanism to share comments or concerns about
transportation objectives and project alternatives, as well as improve the ability of the Project Team to
understand and address concerns raised. The integrated approach to problem-solving and decision
making will help build community understanding and agreement and sustain involvement throughout
the study process.

The US 30 project will use a collaborative approach that involves stakeholders in developing a facility
that fits into its surroundings and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic, social, and environmental
resources while maintaining safety and mobility.

A Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) is critical to the success of a project. The SIP provides a framework
for the execution of CSS that is based on project needs, and is both comprehensive and flexible. The SIP
is subject to revision anytime events warrant.

The CSS approach strives to achieve the following:

e Understand the stakeholder’s key issues and concerns.

e Involve stakeholders in the decision making process early and often.

Establish an understanding of the stakeholder’s role in the project.

Address all modes of transportation.

e Set a project schedule.

o Apply flexibility in design to address stakeholder concerns whenever possible.

Specific goals and objectives of the CSS process include the following:

e Identify all stakeholders of the project and ensure their opportunity for meaningful input
into the project’s development from beginning to end.

e Determine project context, including area issues and community values, with stakeholder
input.

e |dentify transportation problems that can and should be addressed by the project, with
stakeholder involvement.

e Identify reasonable solutions to address identified transportation problems, and a preferred
solution to the problems with stakeholder involvement.

e Treat all involved parties with respect, and make decisions in a transparent manner that
considers stakeholder input.

1-3
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SECTION 2

Goals and Objectives of the Stakeholder
Involvement Plan

The purpose of the SIP is to provide a guide for implementing stakeholder involvement for the US 30
project. The SIP will be used as a blueprint for defining methods and tools to inform and engage
stakeholders in the decision making process. The SIP has been designed to ensure that stakeholders are
provided a number of opportunities to participate in the process as the project progresses. The SIP is
prepared at the onset of the study to describe the CSS approach and to outline specific outreach
activities, including public meetings and hearings, stakeholder workshops, and supporting media and
communication techniques. To prepare the plan, Project Team members will solicit community
characteristics and evaluate the community context to ensure that the SIP will be tailored to the project
and community issues.

A variety of methods will be employed to inform the public and to solicit feedback. The plan outlines
specific strategies for the identification and engagement of key project stakeholders. The various
elements of the SIP, which are described in the following sections of this report, support the principles
of CSS both by emphasizing the importance of community context, as well as planning for the early,
consistent, and meaningful engagement of community stakeholders.

Projects undertaken by the lllinois DOT (IDOT) are commonly divided into three phases as a project
moves from start to finish. Phase | includes preliminary engineering and environmental studies. Phase |
is the current phase of the project and includes the preparation of the SIP. The environmental impacts
of a proposed project are determined during this phase, as well as measures to avoid, minimize, and/or
mitigate those impacts. Phase Il includes contract plan preparation and land acquisition of the proposed
improvement. The project then progresses to Phase Ill, which is the actual construction of the project.

The SIP was prepared at the beginning of the Phase | process and addresses activities taking place during
the Phase | process. It is important to note that the CSS process is continuous throughout Phases Il and
lll. The SIP will be modified throughout all stages of the process to reflect these needs.

2.1 Stakeholder Involvement Plan Goals and Obijectives

The goal of the SIP is to actively seek the participation of community groups, agencies, individual
interest groups, and the general public throughout the project development process.

Goals and Objectives of the Stakeholder Involvement Plan:

e Identify stakeholders

e Define the Project Working Groups.

e |dentify means and methods of disseminating and collecting information.

o Identify the roles and responsibilities of the lead agencies.

e Establish the timing and type of stakeholder involvement activities.

e Establish stakeholder requirements for providing timely input to the project development
process.

e Provide framework for achieving agreement and communicating the decision making
process.

2-1
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2.2 Stakeholder Involvement Ground Rules

All outreach will be conducted under a set of ground rules that form the basis for the respectful
interaction of all parties involved in this process. Tentative ground rules include the following:

All input from all participants in the process is to be valued and considered.

All participants must come to the process with an open-mind and participate openly and
honestly and must treat each other with respect and dignity.

General agreement of stakeholder concurrence on project choices will be sought.

Final decision making authority rests with IDOT and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and all decisions must be arrived at in a clear and transparent manner, such that
stakeholders agree that their input has been considered.

The project must progress at a reasonable pace, based on the original project schedule and
all participants must understand that once a general understanding is reached on a topic it
will not be readdressed.

The list of stakeholders is subject to revision at any time.

Minutes of all stakeholder meetings will be maintained.

The ground rules are tentative, pending acceptance by the stakeholders, and can be revised upon
general agreement.

2-2
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SECTION 3

Stakeholder Identification Procedures

A stakeholder is anyone who could be affected by the project and has a stake in its outcome, including
IDOT; FHWA and the resource agencies; property and business owners; state, federal, and local officials;
special interest groups, including environmental, historic, cultural, and economic resources; and
motorists who use the facility.

Stakeholder involvement is critical to the CSS process, which strives to achieve the following:

e Involve stakeholders in the decision making early and often throughout the project planning
and development process.

e |dentify stakeholder key issues and concerns.
o Apply flexible design to address stakeholder concerns.

e Incorporate aesthetics as appropriate, feasible and within budget constraints as part of a good
design.

General agreement from stakeholders is sought, but ultimately, the project decisions remain the
responsibility of the lead agencies—IDOT and FHWA.

The identification of stakeholders began with a combination of desktop searches, input from local
community leaders, and a community context audit. Stakeholder identification will continue throughout
the study. Stakeholders for the project may include, but not be limited to, the following:

e Residents

e School officials

e Business owners in the study area

e |Institutions within the project limits

e Advocates for community and historic interests

e Special interest groups (neighborhood, environmental, etc.)
e Elected/community officials

e Government and planning agencies

e Transportation system users

e Chambers of commerce

e Historic Preservation

e Bicycle groups

e Utilities

e Trade associations

e Contractors

e Professional organizations

e Civic groups

e Others outside the study area with an interest in the project

As additional stakeholders are identified, they will be added to the Project Mailing List. All stakeholders
expressing interest in the project will be added to the project mailing list, and will be able to participate
in the process through various public outreach opportunities. The opportunities include, but are not
limited to, the project Web site, public meetings, newsletters, and press releases. The project mailing list
will be updated and maintained through the duration of the project.

3-1
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SECTION 4

Project Working Groups

The working groups for this project will consist of a Project Study Group and a Community Advisory
Group, as discussed in the following subsections.

4.1 Project Study Group

The Project Study Group (PSG) consists of a multidisciplinary team of representatives from IDOT, FHWA,
the project consultant team, and other transportation agencies as appropriate. The PSG will make
project recommendations and decisions on this project.

The PSG has primary responsibility for the project development process. The group will meet
periodically throughout the project process to provide technical oversight and expertise in key areas
including project process, agency procedures and standards, and technical approaches. The PSG also has
primary responsibility for ensuring compliance with the SIP and IDOT and FHWA requirements.

Other responsibilities of the PSG include the following:

e Expediting the project development process

e Identifying and resolving project development issues

e Promoting partnership with stakeholders to address identified project needs

e Working to develop general understanding or agreement among stakeholders

e Making periodic presentations to FHWA to acquire partial approvals on approach and design
solutions

e Acquiring clearances and approval of resource agencies

Proposed PSG members for the US 30 Project are listed in Appendix B. As with all working groups, it is
subject to modification during the process depending on participant interest and technical expertise.
PSG meetings will generally held in conjunction with monthly standing FHWA coordination meetings.

4.2 Community Advisory Group

A key element of the SIP will be the creation of a Community Advisory Group (CAG). The group will
consist of community representatives from a broad cross section of area interests including property
owners, business owners, and residents adjacent to the project area.

CAG members are identified in Appendix C. The CAG members were identified and refined during initial
coordination efforts with IDOT, resource agencies, and local official meetings and briefings, as well as
the initial public meeting. To maintain continuity of the group it is desirable that members not be added
to the group following CAG meeting #2. A maximum total of 20 to 25 community representatives will
comprise the CAG membership. The CAG will work in close coordination with the Project Team and the
PSG to ensure that identified solutions balance both the community and technical needs.

The CAG will achieve several study objectives. First, by sharing information about their communities or
organizations, the CAG will help the PSG more clearly understand the broader community. The PSG will
present detailed information about the study to CAG members on a regular basis, thus allowing the CAG
to keep the broader community up to date on the progress of the study. CAG members will then report
back with feedback from the groups they represent. In this way, the CAG will function as a liaison or
pipeline between IDOT and the public. In carrying out these functions, the CAG will play an important

4-1
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role in defining the area’s important features, identifying highway preferences, and understanding
potential highway effects.

4.3 Dispute Resolution

IDOT is committed to working with all agencies and stakeholders in the study process to identify issues
early and seek general understanding or agreement on disagreements. IDOT is committed to building
stakeholder general agreement for decisions. However, if an impasse has been reached after making
good faith efforts to address unresolved concerns, IDOT may proceed to the next stage of project
development without achieving general agreement. In the case of an unresolved dispute between the
agencies, IDOT will notify stakeholders of their decision and proposed course of action.

4-2
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SECTION 5

Elected Officials and Agency Coordination

The goal of agency outreach and involvement is to ensure early and ongoing coordination with affected
agencies regarding project issues, as well as to achieve agency “buy-in” for how CSS and the public
process will play a role in project development and decision making.

5.1 Local Elected Officials

The US 30 Project Team will meet with elected officials in the study area throughout the project to
coincide with project milestones. Additional meetings will be scheduled on an as-needed basis. Elected
local officials for the project are listed in Appendix D.

5.2 Lead Agencies

FHWA and IDOT will act as joint lead agencies for preparing the CE Il

5-1
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SECTION 6

Key Project Development Activities/CSS
Process Steps

Section 6 describes the general project development, project activities, and associated stakeholder
involvement activities.

6.1 Step One: Stakeholder ldentification, Development of
the SIP, Project Initiation

Step one includes various agency notifications, project organizational activities, and scoping activities,
including, but not limited to, the following:

e Assemble and organize the PSG and CAG.
e Develop and publicly circulate the SIP.

e Prepare a community-context audit (completed by local agencies and stakeholders) to identify
unique community characteristics that contribute to the project’s context and should be
considered in the project development process.

e Conduct regulatory/resource agency scoping activities.
e Conduct one-on-one meetings.

e Hold a public meeting to educate stakeholders on the project process and study area,
history, and identify study area issues/concerns.
6.2 Step Two: Developing Project Problem Statement and
Defining Purpose & Need

Step two consists of the identification of transportation problems in the study area and the
development of project goals and objectives. Project purpose discussions will focus on providing CAG
members with background on known traffic safety problems or congestion/operational problems, traffic

forecasts, and their anticipated effects on future traffic conditions. This will help set the stage for
meaningful discussions about potential solutions.

The information will be used as the basis for the development of the project Purpose and Need
statement. Activities in this stage include the following:

e Commence with an informational meeting of the PSG with CAG members to explain the
ground rules and gather input to begin developing a clear statement of the transportation
problems to be solved by the project.

o Seek acceptance of project problem statement from CAG members.
e Define the project purpose and need.

e Hold a public meeting to present the problem statement, purpose and need, and
preliminary engineering and design.

e Seek agency concurrence on the purpose and need.

6-1
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6.3 Step Three: Defining Alternatives

A range of project alternatives will be considered to address the project purpose and need. The
alternatives development process will be iterative in nature providing progressively greater detail.
Numerous opportunities will be provided for CAG input to the development and evaluation of
alternatives. Steps in the alternatives development process include the following:

Define alternative development procedures, planning and design guidelines, and alternative
evaluation procedures. The information will serve as the general guidance for the
alternatives development and evaluation process.

Identify and evaluate initial alternatives.

Identify alternatives to be carried forward.

Hold a public meeting to present the preliminary range of project alternatives.
Evaluate the alternatives to be carried forward.

Achieve general agreement among stakeholders on the alternatives.

6.4 Step Four: Identification of the Preferred Alternative

The process will continue with the identification and general agreement of the preferred alternative and
completion of the CE Il. Activities in step four of the project development process include the following:

Tentative identification of the preferred alternative based on CAG input.
Preferred alternative refinements to address stakeholder comments.
Hold a public hearing to present the Preferred Alternative.

Preparation and approval of the CE Il

6.5 Project Development and Stakeholder Involvement
Activities Schedule

The refined schedule for project development activities and CAG involvement activities is presented in
Appendix G.

6-2
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SECTION 7

Stakeholder Involvement Plan Activities

IDOT has designated the US 30 - IL 47 to IL 31 study as a Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) project. The
CSS process is designed to involve numerous stakeholders early in the process and to continue
facilitating their engagement throughout and beyond the planning stages. For this project, input from
community stakeholders will be incorporated into the decision making process and accomplished in the
following ways:

e A Community Context Audit (CCA) will be solicited and will be supplemented as new
information is acquired

e The SIP will guide the outreach process and will reflect current CAG and PSG member
contact information. The document will be updated as needed

e The formation of a CAG and a PSG, which will meet regularly throughout the planning and
project development process

e Periodic meetings will be held with agency and local officials

e Various meetings will be held throughout the project to provide outreach opportunities to
all stakeholders

e A project mailing list and a comment tracking system will be maintained throughout the
project

e Two or three newsletters will be distributed.

o A project website will be provided.

e Five PSG meetings will be held in conjunction with FHWA meetings
e Four to seven CAG workshops/meetings will be held

e Two or three Public Meetings will be conducted

e One Public Hearing will be held

The input obtained through these techniques will be incorporated into the decision making process and
will be used in the development and refinement of potential project alternatives.

A CSS/public involvement process will be conducted in accordance with relevant IDOT policies. The
following activities in this section are proposed as the CSS/public involvement process for the US 30
improvements. Unless otherwise noted, the consultant team is the responsible party for activities and
coordination. All activities and presentation materials will be approved by IDOT before proceeding.

Stakeholder involvement for this project will be an ongoing process from project initiation through
completion. Appendix H outlines the entire project development schedule, including CSS and public
involvement activities.

7.1 Community Context Audit

Defining the context of a project is the foundational element in the CSS approach. To ensure that the
Project Team has an in-depth understanding of the community needs and issues, a CCA will be prepared
and distributed for input and will be amended/refined if necessary through discussions with the CAG

7-1
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and PSG. The IDOT CCA questionnaire form will be used to identify various community characteristics
unique to its residents, businesses, and the public in general.

The CAG working group will assist in completing the Context Audit. Questionnaire results will be
compiled into a summary memorandum. The information will help identify the project problem
statement, as well as the purpose and need of the proposed transportation improvements based upon
community goals and local plans for future development. The CCA is designed to take into account the
community’s history or heritage, present conditions, and anticipated conditions by considering factors
such as mobility and access, safety, local and regional economics, aesthetics, and overall quality of life.

7.2 Initial Meetings

As part of the CSS process, informal meetings were planned with local government officials and staff to
introduce the project and the CSS process, as well as to gain further understanding of issues regarding
the improvements. This component of the data collection process provided information on project
history, interests/concerns, and desired public involvement objectives and will help identify CAG
volunteers. The meetings also providd an opportunity to develop draft working group memberships for
the CAG, and identified additional stakeholders that should be added to the project mailing list. The
CCA was distributed for input at these meetings.

7.3 Project Working Group Meetings

The following tables show tentative schedule and meeting purpose for PSG and CAG meetings. Meeting
dates may change as the study progresses.

7.3.1 Project Study Group Meetings

The PSG will meet as required over the course of the study. The tentative schedule along with meeting
purpose of each meeting is described in Table 7-1 below. The five PSG meetings will be held in
coordination with monthly standing FHWA coordination meetings.

TABLE 7-1
PSG Meeting Schedule
Meeting Name Meeting Date Meeting Purpose

Meeting 1 Summer 2012 Project Introduction, SIP

Meeting 2 Summer 2013 Problem Statement; Purpose & Need
for the project

Meeting 3 Spring 2014 Alternatives Development and
Evaluation

Meeting 4 Summer 2015 Preferred Alternative

7.3.2 Community Advisory Group Meetings

The CAG is anticipated to meet between four and seven times over the course of the study. The
meetings will be held on the same day as either morning or afternoon sessions. The tentative schedule,
along with the purpose of each meeting, is described in Table 7-2. Some meetings may be combined,
depending on the progress of the study.

7-2
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SECTION 7—STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT PLAN ACTIVITIES

TABLE 7-2
CAG Meeting Schedule
Meeting Name Meeting Date Meeting Purpose

Meeting/Workshop 1 Fall 2012 Project Introduction, Initiate Problem
Statement

Meeting/ Workshop 2 Summer 2013 Finalize Problem Statement, Project
Purpose and Need, Introduction to
Alternatives Development

Meeting/Workshop 3 Winter/Spring 2014 Range of Alternatives

Meeting/Workshop 4 Winter 2014 Preferred Alternative/Measures to
Mitigate or Minimize Harm

Meeting/Workshop 5 Spring 2015 Project Closeout, Public Hearing

Preview

7.4 Public Meetings and Hearings

Public involvement for this project also will include opportunities for broader public meetings in the
form of public information meetings. The large-scale meetings will be held to coincide with major
project milestones, raising awareness of the project development process. The meetings also will
provide a forum for general public input, including concerns and comments regarding project.

Two or three public meetings and a public hearing will be held, in the form of an open house. The
meetings and hearing will be held within the study area in locations that are convenient to the
community and stakeholders. Table 7-3 highlights the tentative date, purpose, and goal of each public
meeting and hearing. Some meetings may be combined, depending on the progress of the study.

The meetings will use various public informational techniques such as project boards, handouts, and a
PowerPoint presentation. Opportunities for the public to provide written comments (comment forms)
will be available at the meetings. A court reporter will also be present at the public hearing to accept
verbal comments. The consultant team will prepare news releases and meeting announcements.

TABLE 7-3
Public Meeting/Hearing Schedule

Meeting Name Meeting Date Meeting Purpose
Public Meeting #1 Summer 2012 Project Introduction, Process,

Background, CCA

Public Meeting #2 Summer 2014 Problem Statement; Purpose & Need
for the Project; Initial
Alternatives/Alternatives Development
and Evaluation Process

Public Hearing Spring 2015 Preferred Alternative & Impacts

7.5 Project Mailing List

A stakeholder project mailing list will be maintained throughout the project. The initial project mailing
list will include known residents, property owners, business owners, advocacy groups, community

7-3
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organizations, and utility providers immediately adjacent to the project limits as well as those identified
in Appendixes B through E. It is anticipated that new stakeholders will be added to the mailing list
throughout the project. All stakeholders expressing interest in the project will be added to the project
mailing list and will be able to participate in the process through various public outreach opportunities.

7.6 Media Notifications and Relations

All media contact is to be coordinated with IDOT. Meeting newspaper advertisements will be prepared
using IDOT’s template. Press releases will also be prepared and reviewed through IDOT prior to each
public meeting series. Announcements will be posted on IDOT’s and local community’s Web sites. The
focus of the media relations support strategy is to provide accurate information on the project and
study process in addition to ensuring awareness of public input opportunities. Appendix F lists media
outlets within the project area.

7.7 Public Web site: www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

The Project Team will develop a website that provides general project information, and consists of a
homepage and various topic-specific pages, one of which includes a form-based comment page. The site
will be reviewed frequently to ensure it reflects the most current and up-to-date project information.
Project documentation and materials will be posted to the Web site, as information is available, for
public review.

7.8 Newsletters and Brochures

Project newsletters will be prepared at key project milestones. The milestones would include
announcements for public meetings and the public hearing. The newsletters will provide current project
information and contain mail-back forms that can be used by the recipient to provide comments or add
names to the project mailing list.

7.9 Public Comments

The Project Team will document all stakeholder comments and responses throughout the project.
Comments may come in the form of e-mail, standard mail, phone calls and comment forms from
meetings and briefings. All comments received over the course of the study are maintained in the
project comment tracking form. The project mailing list is continually updated for individuals who
request to be added to the distribution list.

7-4
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SECTION 8

Plan Availability and Monitoring/Updates

The SIP is a dynamic document that will be available to stakeholders and updated as appropriate
through the duration of the project. Section 8 describes SIP stakeholder review opportunities and plan
update procedures.

The effectiveness and success of the SIP will be monitored throughout the project. Measures will include
levels of participation in various public and community meetings, as well as feedback on the
effectiveness of outreach. The Project Team will also review if meaningful public comment is being
obtained to support project development and decision making. Progress will be reviewed through PSG
meetings and following public meetings.

Evaluation results will demonstrate the usefulness of particular outreach techniques and the benefits
achieved in communications with stakeholders. The program design will be modified, as needed,
throughout the project to respond to stakeholder feedback and meet project needs.

8.1 Availability of the Stakeholder Involvement Plan

The SIP will be available to stakeholders for review at public meetings and on the project Web site
(www.us30baselineroadstudy.org). As the project proceeds, the SIP will be updated to reflect
appropriate changes or additions.

8.2 Modification of the Stakeholder Involvement Plan

The SIP will be reviewed periodically for effectiveness and updated as appropriate. Plan administration
includes, but is not limited to, the following:

e Maintaining a current list of project stakeholders

e Maintaining a detailed public involvement record (log) that includes records of all
stakeholder contacts, meetings, and comments.

e Ensuring two-way communication and timely responses to stakeholders through formal and
informal channels.

Revisions to the SIP may be necessary through all phases of the project. The PSG will provide updated
versions of the SIP to all agencies involved, as necessary. Plan updates will be tracked in Appendix A.

8-1
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APPENDIX A

SIP Revision History

Version

Date

Revision Description

Original SIP June 2012 Original Stakeholder Involvement Plan
for Distribution

SIP Update December 2013 Final CAG Membership, Updated
Schedule

SIP Update December 2014 Updated schedule, elected officials and

PSG team members
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APPENDIX B

Project Study Group

Organization Name Title Phone Email
- Bureau Chief of (847) 705- S
IDOT District 1 Pete Harmet Programming 4393 pete.harmet@illinois.gov
- Project Environmental (847) 705- . S
IDOT District 1 John Baczek Studies Section Chief 4393 john.baczek@illinois.gov
- Kimberly Consultant Studies Unit | (847) 705- . S
IDOT District 1 Murphy Head 4791 kimberly.murphy@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Lori Brown Project Manager 2844777) 705- lori.brown@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Tony Quigley Bureau Chief of Design 2824171) 705- tony.quigley@illinois.gov
. Bureau of Design
IDOT District 1 Cgtherme Consultant Services (847) 705- katherine.kibble@illinois.gov
Kibble . . 4269
Section Chief
Property and
IDOT District 1 Mike Cullian Management (847) 705 mike.cullian@illinois.gov
. . 4280
Relocation Chief
. . Roadside Development | (847) 705- . I
IDOT District 1 Rick Wanner Manager 4172 rick.wanner@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Rick Wojick Hydraulics Section Chief 281%75) 705- rick.wojick@illinois.gov
. Environmental Unit (847) 705- I
IDOT District 1 Sam Mead Head 4101 sam.mead@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Jason Salley Geometric Engineer 280‘:375) 705- jason.salley@illinois.gov
- . Bureau Chief of (847) 705- " e
IDOT District 1 Jim Stumpner Maintenance 4162 jim.stumpner@illinois.gov
- . Bureau Chief of Local (847) 705- . I
IDOT District 1 Chris Holt Roads 4201 chris.holt@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Steve Travia Bureau Chief of Traffic 281271) 705- steve.travia@illinois.gov
- Bureau Chief of (847) 705- . S
IDOT District 1 Gene Joynt Construction 4300 gene.joynt@illinois.gov
47) 705-
IDOT District 1 Steve Rosato Utilities Coordinator 28258) 05 steve.rosato@illinois.gov
- . Bridge Maintenance (847) 705- . e
IDOT District 1 Sarah Wilson Engineer 4181 sarah.wilson@illinois.gov
IDOT District 1 Mark Jenkins Unit Chief of Electrical 2?571) 705- mark.jenkins@illinois.gov
L David S. s (815) 434- . I
IDOT District 3 Alexander Phase | Unit Chief 3468 david.s.alexander@illiois.gov
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Organization Name Title Phone Email
IDOT llil?:cljernhoffer Esgiiszecr)ne Field (7251276) 782 paul.niedernhoffer@illinois.gov
IDOT Scott Stitt BDE scott.stitt@illinois.gov
FHWA Mike Hine Ezag(ijr;erering Team 2126122 492- Mike.Hine@fhwa.dot.gov
FHWA Matt Fuller E::g:;::;i?;lneer £1261275) 492- Matt.Fuller@fhwa.dot.gov
FHWA ﬁzrrerichs Engineer 51261175) 492- Robin.Helmerichs@dot.gov
E‘:;ic:;zc:inng, Inc Gregg Mounts Project Manager (2821353) 773- GMounts@hutchisoneng.com
E:;ic:ei;(;inng, Inc Daniel Draper Project Engineer (2821353) 773 DDraper@hutchisoneng.com
CH2M Hill Jeffrey Frantz Environmental Lead (2787233) 48- Jeff.Frantz@ch2m.com
CH2M Hill Carla Mykytiuk €SS Lead (2787432) 48- Carla.Mykytiuk@CH2M.com
CH2M Hill S;rr':ltc'::e Environmental Studies | 231156 9845 | cChristine. Norrick@CH2M.com
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APPENDIX C

Community Advisory Group

Organization

Name

Phone

Email

Village of Montgomery

Peter Wallers

(630)466-6700

pwallers@eeiweb.com

Village of Montgomery

Mike Pubentz, P.E.

(630)896-1354

pubentz@ci.montgomery.il.us

Sugar Grove Fire Protection
District

Wayne Parson

(630)466-4513

wparson@sugargrovefire.com

Village of Montgomery

Jeff Zoephel

(630)896-8080

zoephel@ci.montgomery.il.us

Kane County Water Resources

Jodie Wollnik, P.E., CFM

(630)232-3499

wollnikjodie@co.kane.il.us

Yorkville

Krysti Barksdale-Noble

(630)553-4350

knoble@yorkville.il.us

Yorkville

Brad Sanderson

(630)553-4350

bsanderson@eeiweb.com

Kane County Division of
Transportation

Mike Sullivan

(630)444-3142

sullivanmila@co.kane.il.us

Sugar Grove Fire Protection
District

Bill Perkins

(630)466-4513

bperkins@sugargrovefire.com

Kendall County

Angela Zubko

(630)553-4139

azubko@co.kendall.il.us

Village of Montgomery

Jerad Chipman

(630)896-8080

chipman@ci.montgomery.il.us

Fox Valley Park District

Jeff Palmquist

(630)897-0516

jpalmquist@fvpd.net

Montgomery Police
Department

Armando Sanders

(630)361-3175

sanders@ci.montgomery.il.us

Montgomery and Countryside
Fire Protection District

Thomas Meyers

(630)897-0622

Chiefmeyers@montgomeryfire.org

City of Yorkville

Eric Dhuse

(630)553-4370

edhuse@yorkville.il.us

Aurora Township Highway
Department

John Shoemaker

(630)892-0246

athd.commissioner@gmail.com

Residents of Fairfield Way
Subdivision, Planning & Zoning
Commission

Mildred McNeal-James

(630)801-1636

mldredd@aol.com
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APPENDIX D

Local, State and Federal Officials

Agency Name Phone Email/Website
US Senator Richard Durbin 217-492-4062 www.Durbin.senate.gov
US Senator Mark Kirk 312-886-2117 www.kirk.senate.gov
Fourteenth
Congressional Randy Hultgren 202-225-2976 www.hultgren.house.gov
District

Twenty-fifth
Legislative
District

Jim Oberweis

217-782-0471

www.ilga.gov/senate

Forty-second
Legislative
District

Linda Holmes

217-782-0422

www.ilga.gov/senate

Fiftieth
Representative
District

Kay Hatcher

217-782-1486

www.ilga.gov/house

Eighty-third
Representative
District

Linda Chapa LaVia

217-558-1002

www.ilga.gov/house/rep

Eighty-fourth
Representative
District

Stephanie A Kifowit

217-782-8028

www.ilga.gove/house/rep

Kane County

Carl Schoedel, Director of
Transportation

630-584-1170

schoedelcarl@co.kane.il.us

Kendall County

Fran Klaas, County
Engineer

630-553-7616

http://www.co.kendall.il.us/highway/index.htm

Sugar Grove

President

630-466-4507

Vill f Matt Brolley, Vill

age o att Brofley, Village 630-896-8067 www.ci.montgomery.il.us
Montgomery President
Village of Jeff Zoephel, Village . .
Montgomery Administrator 630-896-8080 www.ci.montgomery.il.us
Vill f Brian LeCl Vill

niage o rian LeClerca, Village 630-554-3618 www.oswego.il.us
Oswego President
Village of P. Sean Michels, Village

www.sugargrove.il.us

Village of
Sugar Grove

Brent Eichelberger, Village
Administrator

630-466-4507

www.sugargrove.il.us

Township of
Sugar Grove

Tom Rowe, Township
Supervisor

630-466-4283

www.sugargrovetownship.com

Township of
Sugar Grove

Greg Huggins, Highway
Commissioner

630-466-4274

www.sugargrovetownship.com
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Road District

Commissioner

Bristol R W. Walk

risto . obert_ aler, 630-553-0804 www.kendall.il.us
Township Township Supervisor

Bristol

Township Jeff Croneils, Highway 630-553-0101 www.bristoltownship.org
Highway Commissioner

Department

Oswego. Jim Det.zler, Township 630-553-4200 www.oswegotownship.org
Township Supervisor

Oswego Gary Grosskopf, Highwa

Township Y pt, Hig v 630-264-4587 www.oswegotownship.org

Aurora . W||I|am'Catch|ng,' 630-897-8777 www.auroratownship.org
Township Township Supervisor
Aurora
T(.)WhShlp John Sho_emaker, Highway 630-897-8777 www.auroratownship.org
Highway Commissioner
Department

C-2
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APPENDIX E

Media

Organization

Name, Title

Phone

Email/Website

Beacon News

Kane County Chronicle

Daily Herald

Dan Cassidy, News Editor

Kathy Gresey, Editor

Jim Baumann, Assistant
Vice President/Managing
Editor

(630) 978-8149

(630) 845-5355

(847) 427-4555

http://beaconnews.chicagotribune.com/

http://www.kcchronicle.com/

http://www.dailyherald.com
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Project Schedule
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APPENDIX F—PLAN AVAILABILITY AND MONITORING/UPDATES

Q2 a3 Q4 a1 Q2 a3 Q4 Q1 a2 a3 Q4 a1 Q2 a3 Q4
2012 2012 2012 2013 2013 2013 2013 2014 2014 2014 2014 2015 2015 2015 2015

Data Collection T T T T

Engineering Studies

Geometric Studies

Traffic/Safety Studies _

IDS

Categorical Exclusion I {CE Il) Cesign Report

Environmental Studies

Environmental Surveys

Environmental Record/fournal

Public Involvement
P5G Meetings

>*
CAG Meetings * *
*

Public Meetings

MNewsletters

Public Hearing ﬁ
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APPENDIX G

Acronyms

Tentative for the project.

ADT
BDE
CAG
CCA
CE
CMAP
CSS
FHWA
IDNR
IDOT
IEPA
JLA
NEPA
PSG
SAFETEA-LU
SIP

C-8

Average Daily Traffic

Bureau of Design and Environment
Community Advisory Group

Community Context Audit

Categorical Exclusion

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
Context Sensitive Solutions

Federal Highway Administration

Illinois Department of Natural Resources
Illinois Department of Transportation
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Joint Lead Agencies

National Environmental Policy Act

Project Study Group

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act

Stakeholder Involvement Plan
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APPENDIX H

Glossary

Alternative-One of a number of specific transportation improvement proposals, alignments, options,
design choices, etc. in a study. Following detailed analysis, one improvement alternative is chosen for
implementation.

Area of Potential Effect-Area of potential effects means the geographic area or areas within which an
undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if
any such properties exist. The area of potential effects is influenced by the scale and nature of an
undertaking and may be different for different kinds of effects caused by the undertaking.

Categorical Exclusion-1. A classification given to federal aid projects or actions that do not have a
significant effect on the environment either individually or cumulatively. 2. The written documentation
to support a Class of action that satisfies federal criteria describing non-significant impacts.

Community Advisory Group (CAG) — A group of community members such as residents, business
owners, property, owners, advocacy groups that are periodically briefed on project issues, needs and
status. This group ensures that identified solutions balance community, technical and long-range
planning needs. It also assists in keeping the project on the right track with respect to implementation.

Community Context Audit-A formal process of evaluating various community characteristics that make
each transportation project location unique to its residents, its businesses and the public in general.

Context-The interrelated condition in which something exist.

Context Sensitive Solutions-Balance between mobility, community needs and the environment while
developing transportation projects. This is achieved through involving stakeholders early and
continuously, addressing all modes of transportation, applying flexibility in the design, and incorporating
aesthetics to the overall project.

Historic Property-Historic property means any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or
object included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places maintained by the
Secretary of the Interior. This term includes artifacts, records, and remains that are related to and
located within such properties. The term includes properties of traditional religious and cultural
importance to an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization and that meet the National Register
criteria.

National Environmental Policy Act-The federal law that requires the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS), Environmental Assessment (EA), or Categorical Exclusion (CE) for undertakings
using federal funds that may have significant impacts. To comply with NEPA, a process has been
developed by IDOT to address all potential environmental, social, cultural and economic impacts of a
proposed highway project before decisions are reached on design. Public involvement is an integral
component of the NEPA process.

Multi-Modal Transportation-Includes all modes of transportation for a complete transportation system.
Examples: cars, trucks, bicycles, pedestrians, high occupancy vehicles, mass transit, rail.

Open House-An informal, unstructured Public Meeting during which display boards are used to convey
important project information and Department and consultant personnel are available to answer the
public’s questions.
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Problem Statement-A concise narrative, prepared as part of a project needs study, defining the
fundamental situation or circumstance to be solved. A problem statement will generally describe a
particular situation in which an expected level of performance is not being achieved, and will list one or
more important factors which cause or contribute to the unacceptable performance.

Project Study Group-a group of professionals representing specific technical or scientific disciplines who
are brought together for designated period of time to perform detailed analysis of subjects that require
various environmental, engineering and project development expertise.

Public Meeting/Hearing-The official method for gathering public comments on a project alternatives
and environmental impacts. The format may be formal or informal and the purpose is to afford the
public the fullest opportunity to express support or opposition relevant to a transportation project in an
open forum. A verbatim record of the proceedings is kept.

Public Involvement-Coordination events and informational materials geared at encouraging the public
to participate in the project development process. A successful Public Involvement Plan facilitates the
exchange of information among project sponsors and outside groups and the general public, and
includes meetings.

Stakeholder-An individual or group with an interest or investment in a way an issue is resolved.

Stakeholder Involvement-A process that will facilitate effective identification and understanding of the
Plan (SIP) concerns and values of all stakeholders as an integral part of the project development process.
It includes a formal written plan explaining how public input and comments will be obtained.

Project Area-The geographic area within which pertinent project matters are contained. Originally
defined at the outset of engineering and environmental evaluation, although it may be revised during
development of the studies and the CE II.
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US Route 30
Illinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane and Kendall Counties

1947 to IL 31
MEETING SUMMARY

Community Advisory Group (CAG) Meeting No. 1
November 1, 2012

The first CAG meeting of the US 30 Study from IL 47 to IL 31 was held at 9:30 a.m. in the community
room at the Montgomery, lllinois Police Station. A summary of the information presented and meeting
discussions is included below.

General Session
Libby Braband from CH2M HILL introduced the team members and defined the roles and responsibilities
of the CAG. The CAG then agreed unanimously to the CAG ground rules, which are:
1. Input on the project from all stakeholders is duly considered in order to yield the best solutions
to problems identified by the process.
Input from all participants in the process is valued and considered.
The list of stakeholders is subject to revisions/additions at any time as events warrant.
All participants must keep and open mind and participate openly, honestly, and respectfully.
All participants should work collaboratively and cooperatively to provide input toward
developing a solution
All participants in the process must treat each other with respect and dignity.
The project must progress at a reasonable pace, based on the project schedule.
CAG members should commit to attend all CAG meetings.
Members of the media and general public are welcome in all stakeholder meetings, but must
remain in the role of observers, not participants in the process.
10. Final project decisions will be made by IDOT and FHWA. Input is sought from CAG members
prior to major milestone decisions.

vk own

L ® N

Libby then provided a project overview, an overview of the first project public meeting, and discussed
IDOT’s CSS policy. Dan Draper then provided an overview of the transportation issues identified to date,
including safety and traffic volumes/congestion.

Workshop

At that point, the CAG members were invited to help identify key transportation issues & concerns by
writing their concerns on Post-It notes and applying it to the “Concern Wall.” The following concerns
and suggestions were identified by the CAG membership:

e The horizontal curve west of IL 31

e Eliminate the characteristics that encourage drag racing
e Lack of shoulders

e Drop-off at shoulders cause crashes

e Travel speeds are too high

Insufficient lighting between IL 31 and Orchard Road
Only one entrance to the subdivisions at Gordon Road
Turning delays at Orchard Road

Access to Stuart Sports Complex

e Turn lanes/access issues

e Blackberry subdivision only access point at US 30

Page 1 of 2
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US Route 30
Illinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane and Kendall Counties

|W47 to IL 31
Minor drainage concerns — various locations

US 30 creates dam — flooding % mile east of Orchard Road.

Congestions — particularly at US 30 and Orchard Road

Pedestrians crossing US 30 near Walmart

Pedestrian access and need for crossing in general

A pedestrian crossing (underpass/overpass) is being considered across US 30 east of ComEd
Protection of Village utilities

The NE corner of Orchard Road is being developed and will be requesting a right-in, right-out
along US 30.

Railroad and drainage restrictions near IL 31

Consider near term improvements to address more immediate concerns (shoulders)

Traffic projections seem high

Based on these issues the group began to frame out a problem statement:
The issues this project will address...

Safe and efficient solution to meet needs of drivers and pedestrians

Project corridor that considers the needs and safety of all users

Solution that reduces flooding and the impact on the environment

Solution that addresses the current and future travel demands in the corridor

The meeting then closed with agreement to meet again in early 2013 at the same time and location to
discuss progress on the Purpose & Need and to provide input on the alternatives development process.

Attachments:

Sign-in Sheet
Meeting Materials

S:\WP\p&es\CONSULT\Projects - Active\US 30 (IL 47 to IL 31)\Meetings\2012-11-01 CAG#1\CAG#1 Summary.docx
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IL 47 to IL 31
Community Advisory Group Meeting

November 1, 2012

& @)

¢ Project Overview

e CSS Process

¢ PIM Overview & Feedback

e CAG Ground Rules

¢ Transportation Needs Identified to Date

¢ Group Exercise — Identifying and Prioritizing Transportation
Issues

e Next Steps

Introduction/Project Roles

udies unit Aea

¢ Study consultant team
— Prime Consultant: Hutchison Engineering
— Sub-Consultants
e CH2M HILL: Environmental Studies, Public Involvement
¢ Lin Engineering: Drainage and Hydraulic Studies
¢ EFK Moen: Crash Analysis and Traffic Management Plan

pog ‘ @) s

rovide input to the projec

e Assist in the development of project
alternatives

¢ Serve as conduit for communication between
project team and other stakeholders

¢ Provide insight and communicate issues
e Participate in the public involvement program

o ;

@gfmw

Minga Plata — Bristol Township

L]
* Mike Pubentz - Village of Montgomery

* Brad Sanderson - Village of Yorkville

* Laura Schraw - Village of Yorkville

« Mike Sullivan — Kane/Kendall Council of Mayors
* Gregory Thomas — Aurora Police Department

¢ Jan Ward - Kane County

e Peter Wallers - Village of Montgomery

¢ Daniel Meyers — Montgomery Fire Department
¢ Jerad Chipman - Village of Montgomery

o Jeff Zoephel - Village of Montgomery

e Alec Keenum — Oswego Fire Protection District

pog ‘ @ e
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CAG Ground Rules &
Guidelines
&2 : @) s

o

process.

Input from all participants in the process is valued and considered.
The list of stakeholders is subject to revisions/additions at any
time as events warrant.

All participants must keep and open mid and participate openly,
honestly, and respectfully.

All participants should work collaboratively and cooperatively to
provide input toward developing a solution.

project schedule.

CAG members should commit to attend all CAG meetings.
Members of the media and general public are welcome in all
stakeholder meetings, but must remain in the role of
observers, not participants in the process.

Final project decisions will be made by IDOT and FHWA. Input
is sought from CAG members prior to major milestone
decisions.

10.

5

Explain your roles and responsibilities as part of the
CAG

Get your input on current conditions and potential
project issues

Summarize Public Meeting #1

Explain opportunities for continued involvement in
the project

Summarize next steps

5

Project Overview

llinois Department

o ®

Kane

City of
Yorkville

Kendall
County

5

z

Village of
Sugar Grove

!({r/_fu\./\—\\

Orchard Rd

{

)

Ot

Bristol
Township

+1 Township

: —
o 1 S =
| - = Y o e | b
" g o = mi Township §§~ 4 ,__t-':l.‘.“ i
= ¢ =FJj Vilageof feumrer
; US Route 30 (Baseline Road) /\

Oswiego =

£/ Boulder Hill

Village of
Oswego =

- -
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Phase Il & Phase Il are not included in IDOT’s

FY 2013-2018 Multi-Modal Transportation
Program

2012 2013 2014

Data Collection

Develop Purpose & Need

Context Sensitive

d -

Solutions

Public Public Pub!ic

Meeting 1 Meeting 2 Hearing

Sept. 2012 Summer 2013 Early 2014

* Kk K& * &
> Y - Community Advisory Group Meeting /
30 liinols 30! Winols

& . Duespme | &Y . S —

often in development of a
solution

Focuses on developing and
building projects that reflect their
surroundings or “context”

communication

Outreach guided by Stakeholder
Involvement Plan

Goal of developing cost effective
transportation facilities that
preserve and enhance community
features

Focuses both on outcome (design)
and process

Considers various disciplines from
the beginning of the project
through construction

17

5

US M0 e Rsd)

[
Kane & Kendall Counties

Framework for collecting stakeholder
input

Identifies roles and responsibilities of
participants

Establishes baseline for timing of
stakeholder involvement activities

Dynamic document that is updated as
appropriate throughout the study

SIP can be viewed online at
www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

18 llinois Department




Participate more directly in
the project. Join today!

Project Website US30baselineroadstudy.org

Project Learn more about project
Newsletters progress!
Will be held at key
milestones!

Watch your local papers for
articles!

We encourage all who are interested to take part in the project. It is only through
the participation of those who live and work in the area that the best possible
project can be achieved.

5. 1 @) oz

Public Meetings

Public Meeting #1
Overview & Feedback

g 20 @) s

e Attended by 25 people

¢ 4 comment forms received through comment period (ended September 27)
— Several recent serious accidents have occurred in the study area
— Desire for addition of a turn lane at the Aurora Sportsman Club (Sta. 1241 +/-)

— Representatives from the Village of Montgomery expressed a concern with flooding
east of Orchard Road

— Current and future concerns about access to and from Fairfield Way subdivision
— Concerns about safety and noise if roadway widened closer to h

— Support for path on the north side of the roadway with access to Stuart Sports
Complex and pedestrian overpass near Griffin Drive

g 2 @) s e

Needs Identified to Date

g 2 @) e

— Crash locations
— Type/severity of crashes

g 2 @) s s

L Dr. Lo Horseemen Trail to W, of 1L 31

[0 At intersections .-Mu
@ - n Existing Signalized Intersection 2009 Top 5% Location

Sﬂ/ Ilinois Department
A;-,i... 24 @ Uinols Degartn

D-4.2-8




YEAR L % OF TOTAL

COLLISION TYPE
2008 2009 CRASHES

Rear End 49.3% — Level O ervice
Turning 18 28 19 11 13 89 23.6%
Fixed Object 6 6 5 1 5 33 8.8% H H
Fixed 00 T e — Traffic Volumes (current/projected)
Sideswipe (Same Direction) 7 6 3 2 1 19 5.0%
Angle 2 4 S 0 2 13 3.4%
All Other 0 2 9 5 2 18 4.8%
TOTAL 66 96 99 63 53 377 100%
CRASH SEVERITY YEAR TOTAL
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
"A" Injury (Incapacitating) 1 3 5 2 9 20
"B" Injury (Non-incapacitating) 8 34 15 13 10 80
"C" Injury (Reported, not aEEarent) 16 20 10 16 22 84
"K" (Fatality) 0 1 0 0 0 1
TOTAL 25 58 30 31 41 185

i1

- 9,400 I- 000

S
q'g £ B'g g'g' '@

[EX M enisting (2011) Average Daily Traffic u Existing Signalized Intersection
IEXE Projected (2040) Average Daily Traftic

1 B
[ 11,300 |
| 22.000 ]

& 2 @) e & 2 @) o

“Concern Wall”
¢ Group like concerns/issues

¢ Use five finger voting to prioritize concerns — as
needed

e Use issues and priorities to define problem

statement
— Problem statement records why a project is being undertaken
— “The issues this project will seek to address are...”

pog 2 @) s e & 0 @ e

Group Exercise
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Next Steps

Outreach & Coordination

Technical Work

¢ Infrastructure Assessment

¢ Neighborhood Culture, Aesthetics and Street

Amenities
USED TO HELP
DEVELOP
PURPOSE & NEED
FOR PROJECT

¢ Economic Development
e Community Planning

5 %

¢ Location?

¢ Time Preference?

¢ Suggestions for additional membership?
e Community Planning

o - @ s

¢ Validate and quantify through technical
analysis

¢ Coordinate findings with public, CAG, IDOT &
FHWA

5 -

¢ Consider input/additional alternatives
¢ Evaluate Alternatives

— Technical quantitative analysis

— Qualitative analysis from CAG workshop input




Questions?

22 5 (D) s Do

D-4.2-11



US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL47 to IL 31

Phase | Study

Community Advisory Group (CAG) Meeting No. 2 Summary

CAG Meeting Summary

The second Community Advisory Group meeting for the US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 Phase | Study
was held on Thursday, July 25, 2013 at the Montgomery Police Facility — Community Room, 10 Civic Center in
Montgomery, lllinois from 10:00 AM to 11:30 AM. The meeting included a PowerPoint presentation and
breakout group sessions to discuss the policy cross section. CAG members received the following materials to
add to their CAG binder: Meeting Agenda and Presentation Handout. Attendees were also provided a form
with which to confirm their continued CAG membership.

The meeting was attended by 10 of the CAG members. Below is a list of CAG members that were in
attendance.

CAG Member Attendance

Fox Valley Park District
e Jeff Palmquist
Kendall County
e Angela Zubko, Senior Planner
Village of Montgomery
e Dan Meyers, Chief of Police
e Jerad Chipman, Senior Planner
e Armando Sanders, Deputy Chief of Police
Kane County
e Mike Sullivan, Division of Transportation
e Pat Gengler, Kane County Sheriff’s Office
e Jodie Wollnik, Water Department
Sugar Grove Fire Protection
e Wayne Parson
EEI/VOM
e Tim Paulson, Project Manager

Presentation and Discussion

The presentation began with an introduction of the new IDOT staff, a project overview and a review of the
materials presented at the first CAG Meeting on November 1, 2012. The introduction also included a
summary of the output from the workshop at the first meeting on project issues and priorities.

The draft Problem Statement was presented for general understanding of agreement, which was achieved
without comment. The problem statement reads:

D-4.2-12 .



US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 Phase | Study
Community Advisory Group Meeting No. 2 Summary

Regional growth, increased travel demand and development along U.S. Route 30 (US 30) in Kane and
Kendall Counties have resulted in safety and capacity issues between IL 31 and IL 47. The insufficient
capacity creates congestion, negatively impacts intersection operations along this segment, and leads
to safety issues for motorists and pedestrians. The lack of pedestrian access along the existing corridor
limits access to adjacent land uses, including recreational facilities and schools. The solutions need to
address the growing demands of all users along and crossing the US 30 corridor, while minimizing
impacts to the surrounding environment.

An overview on the key points to the Project Purpose and Need was provided. The purpose of the project is to
improve vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle safety along the corridor, improve roadway and intersection
capacity and efficiency, and meet existing and future growth development in the area. A general
understanding of agreement was achieved on the Project Purpose and Need.

The final element of the main presentation was titled “Engineering 101,” which explained the elements of a
roadway cross-section, the policy cross-section and the rationale behind elements related to median type,
turn lanes, and bicycle and pedestrian accommodations.

Comments and Workshop

During the presentation, two comments were made. The first noted that while our crash numbers reflect only
through 2011, there were two fatal accidents along the corridor in 2012. The other comment was on the fact
that the Purpose and Need statements are rather broad and seeking assurance that the specific concerns,
raised at the initial CAG meeting would be considered as we develop alternatives.

The group then separated into two working groups to consider the policy cross section in certain segments of
the corridor. The comments received are as follows:
O Red Section (west end of corridor)
= Possibly veer around homes (3 houses — north and south sides)
O Blue Section (Blackberry)
= Traffic signal needed at Lakewood Creek Drive
= At Blackberry Road — maintain access from west for emergency response purpose
= Consider urban cross section
0 Green Section (Stuart Sports Complex)
= Path can be accommodated within Park District property
= Question rural cross section
= There is a proposed pedestrian bridge to Stuart Sports Complex
= Question need for continuous shared use path. Other proposed paths may already provide
access
O Yellow Section (east end of corridor)
= Consider urban cross section between US 31 and Orchard Road

D-4.2-13 5



US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 Phase | Study
Community Advisory Group Meeting No. 2 Summary

=  Route Montgomery overflow on north side of US 30, eliminate south road ditch and convey

flow to Pasadena storm sewer

Next Steps

The meeting concluded with a discussion of the next steps. From an outreach perspective there will be an
additional CAG Meeting and Public Meeting #2 in 2013. From a technical perspective, based on the input
received the project team will continue to develop and refine alternatives.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 AM.
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Community Advisory Group Meeting

July 25, 2013

g @) e

e Summary o eeting
¢ Project Problem Statement

¢ Purpose & Need

¢ Introduction to Engineering and Cross Section
¢ Group Exercise

¢ Next Steps

&f"{ Slide 2 @ Winols Deparment

onsuitan udies

Unit Head
e Marty Morse e Ken Doll
Project Manager Project Engineer
30/ Slide 3 Illinols Department
Aﬁdu. lde @dw

Project Overview

g @) e

=S slgar Gro
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Sugar Grove 4 J
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H | o WO e o
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US Route 30 (Baseline Road /1 Montgomery
; oute 30 (Baseline Road) /
Bristol T C)
- City of Township Oswego
: Yorkville Township 2| Baulder Hill ~ =
4 "
— o Lk S
Kendall L el - — S— .
County 1 s }
i ] | Village of I po—
A [ ‘- Bristol ) Oswego = P L
Asqu/ Slide 5 @ Winols Dopartment
i Transportation

Phase Il & Phase Il are not included in IDOT’s
FY 2014-2019 Multi-Modal Transportation
Program

&f‘{ Slide 6 @ Minols Doperiment




2012 2013 2014

Data Collection

Develop Purpose & Need
) ) Preferred
Alternatives Analysis Alternative
Public Involvement

Public Public Public
Meeting 1 Meeting 2 Hearing
Sept. 2012 Fall / Winter Spring /

2013 Summer 2014
* * & *

Y - Community Advisory Group Meeting

&f"{ Slide 7 @ Winols Deparment

Existing Conditions &
Future Demands

Safety Review

g @) e

&?{ Slide 10 @ Winols Dopartment

COLLISION TYPE JEAR ToTAL % OFTOTAL
2007 | 2008 2009 | 2010 2011 CRASHES
Rear End 46 52 28 28 36 190 51.8%
Turning 28 19 1 13 12 83 22.6%
Fixed Object 6 5 11 s 2 29 7.9%
Head-on 4 6 6 2 1 19 5.2%
Angle 4 s 0 2 3 14 3.8%
Sideswipe (Same Direction) 6 3 2 1 1 13 35%
All Other 2 9 5 2 1 19 5.2%
TOTAL 9 99 63 53 56 367 100%
CRASH SEVERITY YEAR TOTAL
2 2008 2009 2010 | 2011

"A" Injury (Incapacitating) 3 5 2 9 5 2

"B" Injury (Non-i itati 34 15 13 10 7 79

"C" Injury (Reported, not apparent) 20 10 16 22 17 85

"K' (Fatality) 1 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL 58 30 31 a1 29 189

&?{ Slide 11 @ Wigols Depariment
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2040
No-Build
Condition

LRt

Slide 13

- { -1
{ ! i
U5 Route 30
@gl'knhw

[ eisting (2011) Average Daily Traffic
XN Projected (2040) Average Daily Traftic

u Existing Signalized Intersection

ﬁg{ Slide 14 @gw

Mobility & Operations
Review

5

@gl'knhw

ility of traffic to move through an intersection or on a
roadway section

¢ Operations -

Efficiency of moving traffic through intersections or on a
roadway section

Slide 16 @wwﬂ

US Route 30

S—
-

Mobility
« Intersection with Turn Lanes

«  Cross roads and entrances
«  Access to roadway network

*  Pedestrians and Bicycle Paths

5

0

Op

V]

Yt
i
erations
Speed Limit
Traffic Signals u

# of Lanes

Terrain such as Curves and Hills
(Horizontal and Vertical Alignment)

17 () s g

— Rear-End Collisions
— Turning Collisions

* Provide median refuge
* Improve sight distance
e Capacity

- Long Delays at Intersections
(Level of Service)

Add through and turn lanes

¢ Optimize and coordinate traffic
signals

¢ Mobility & Operations

— Lack of pedestrian & bicycle
facilities

Provide continuous sidewalks

¢ Provide shared use path per
Complete Streets Law/IDOT
policy

Slide 18 @wwﬂ

5
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— No shared use paths or bicycle lanes

¢ IDOT Policy — Complete Streets Law:

— Pedestrian and bicycle facilities shall be given full
consideration

— Based upon ADT and posted speed limit, an off-road
shared-use path is appropriate

i .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 19 @ Winols Deparment

Economic Development
Review

L
&9, i

public/institutional, commercial, and
agricultural

e CMAP’s 2040 forecasts show continued
increases in population and employment

¢ Increased population and employment will
increase travel demand through the US 30
corridor

T4 .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 21 @ Winols Department

2040 % 2040 %
20102 Forecast® Change 20102 Forecast” Change
Kane County 508,482 802,231 57.8 190,527 368,493 93.4
Kendall County 114,528 207,716 81.4 22,013 73,190 2325
Village of 25,144 43,731 73.9 6,159 16,533 168.4
Montgomery

City of Yorkuville 22,942 38,561 68.1 5,093 17,791 249.3

“Source: CMIAP 2040 Forecast of Population, Households, and Emploj s part of the GO 70 gional Plan).

22010 C d 2010 (2012 update) C , summarized to Subzone, by CMAP.
" per CMAP, aggregation of forecast data to the municipal and township level
ownships based on the proximity of 2

boundaries. Therefore, these summaries do not exactly account for
the Cf d

. Refer

T4 .
ﬁ“{i Slide 22 @ Winols Dopartment

¢ In the west end of the corridor, much of the land currently in
agricultural use is planned for retail/commercial
development

¢ US 30 improvements should accommodate the potential
changes in travel characteristics associated with planned
future development

T4 .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 23 @ Winols Department

Environmental Impacts

7
&9, @)
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olicy Ac
following:

¢ Avoid sensitive resources if reasonably possible
e Minimize impacts if resources cannot be avoided
e Mitigate resources if necessary

i .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 25 @ Winols Deparment

¢ Privately owned property: land

¢ Privately owned property: buildings
e Wetlands

¢ Publicly owned properties [designated as
Section 4(f)]

i .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 26 @ Winols Deparment

Summary of Meeting #1

7
&9, @) s

Identified to Date

¢ IDOT’s Context
Sensitive Solutions e Group Exercise —
Process Identifying &

¢ PIM Overview & Prioritizing Issues
Feedback

¢ CAG Ground Rules

T4 .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 28 @ Winols Department

been reached when the stakeholders agree
that their input has been heard and duly
considered and the process as a whole was
fair.

T4 .
ﬁﬂfi Slide 29 @ Winols Department

not be revisited.

e CAG members should commit to attend all CAG
meetings.

¢ Final project decisions will be made by IDOT and
FHWA. Input is sought from CAG members prior to
major milestone decisions.

T4 .
ﬁ“{i Slide 30 @ Winols Dopartment
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Orchard Road.
*  Congestions — particularly at US 30 and Orchard

Drop-off at shoulders cause crashes
Travel speeds are too high
Insufficient lighting between IL 31 and Orchard Road ezt

Only one entrance to the subdivisions at Gordon G T G LD Sl (e A L
Road *  Pedestrian access and need for crossing in general

e A pedestrian crossing (underpass/overpass) is
being considered across US 30 east of ComEd

Protection of Village utilities

The NE corner of Orchard Road is being developed
and will be requesting a right-in, right-out along

e o o o
.

Turning delays at Orchard Road

e Access to Stuart Sports Complex

¢ Safe and efficient solution to meet needs of drivers
and pedestrians

*  Project corridor that considers the needs and safety

Us 30.
of all users
o Solution that reduces flooding and the impact on and B near IL 31
the environment Consider near term improvements to address
more i diate concerns (shoulders)

¢ Solution that addresses the current and future
travel demands in the corridor

&f‘{ Slide 31 @ Winols Deparment

*  Traffic projections seem high

Project Problem Statement

resulted in safety and capacity issues between IL 31 and IL 47.
The insufficient capacity creates congestion, negatively
impacts intersection operations along this segment, and leads
to safety issues for motorists and pedestrians. The lack of
pedestrian access along the existing corridor limits access to
adjacent land uses, including recreational facilities and
schools. The solutions need to address the growing demands
of all users along and crossing the US 30 corridor, while
minimizing impacts to the surrounding environment.

Purpose & Need

’

along the corridor, improve roadway and
intersection capacity and efficiency, and
meet existing and future growth
development in the area.

’

&f‘{ Slide 35 @ Winols Depariment

¢ Improve safety
¢ Improve capacity
e Accommodate community growth

&f‘{ Slide 36 @ Winols Depariment




Engineering 101

1200 %

EXISTING RIGHT- OF-WAY

¢ Ditches
e 120 foot right of way
¢ No sidewalks or bike paths

(D) s &2

|12 12

#a

10

\ HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE
AGGREGATE SHOULDER (TYP)

EXISTING RIGHT OF WAY

EXISTING U.S. RTE. 30
TYPICAL SECTION

¢ Turn lanes in certain locations

Slide 38

¢ One 12-foot travel lane in each direction
¢ 10 foot aggregate shoulders

have access to and from a public highway through
the purchase of access rights or right-of-way,
driveway controls, turning restrictions, or

Existing Driveways

A . . changes in use or new
geometric design (e.g., grade separations) access locations require

coordination with IDOT thru

ﬁﬁ/ Slide 39

the permit process.

(@) g &

grandfathered in. Proposed

NOTICE

(access rights acquired in 1950’s)

A% BITS DESSMATE A

Slide 40

e Rural (shown) or urban section

¢ Rule of thumb: Accommodates
up to 14,000 to 18,000 vehicles
per day

ﬁ‘f{b{ Slide 41

Rural section with depressed ¢ Double yellow centerline
median, shoulders, ditches
Rule of thumb: Accommodates
up to 28,000 to 36,000 vehicles
per day

Slide 42

Typically 50’ to 74’ wide

Width can vary due to
anticipated future expansion and
future median treatment

@:I'MW




e Typically 10’ wide
e Accommodates stopped vehicles
for emergency use.

Slide 43

@gl'knhw

— Volume guidelines - Charts — Unsignalized

o Multi-Lane Roads with Median * Charts
) — Signalized
— Provide at all major intersections. o O I DD EISED
vph per lane on mainline

¢ Uniformity
e Other Factors

— Crash Experience
Dual LEft Turn Lanes — Sight distance restrictions
¢ Volume Guidelines

— Left turn volume > 300 vph

ﬁ?i/. Slide 44 @m

- Vol -
e Multi-l |
- Pro i

Dual Le

e Volum

- Left

- 0vphand >300
s
VOLUME GUIDELIN
INTERSOCTIONS ON TWO-LANE HIGRWAYS
(85 mph Design Speed)
Figure 363.0
Slide 45 @ Winols Dopartment
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Slide 47

agencies
Location based on
generators

Best way to safely cross
pedestrians and bikes is at
intersections

All tunnel or bridge costs
(implementation and
maintenance) by local
agencies

¢ Paved Shoulders

* Side Path (off-road bidirectional shared-use ———
path) =]

5

— Urban P

* Bicycle Lane (includes curb & gutter)

* Side Path (off-road bidirectional shared-use
path)

¢ Bicycle Facility Selection:
— Roadway characteristic (rural or urban)
— Posted speed limit
— Design year ADT

ICYCLE FACRITY STLECTION
Figurs 1124

ﬁg{ Slide 48 @ Winols Depariment




Policy Cross-Section

2 @) e

¢ Design Speed: 60 MPH

(existing speed limit 55 mph west of Orchard / 50 mph east of Orchard)

o Future traffic volumes

&01 Slide 50 @m

Rule of Thumb: Two Lanes up
to 14,000 to 18,000

| _
0'f BE T8 o8 o8B

[EXesisting (2011) Average Daily Tratfic n Existing Signalized Intersection
I Projected (2040) Average Daily Traffic

& Y Slide 51 @m

Ditch
Varies

PROPOSED U.S. RTE. 30
TYPICAL SECTION

& Y Slide 52 @m
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i

180’ to 200

12' | 12

6

Varies

PROPOSED US RTE. 30
" TYPICALSECTION

* Separate shared use path (10’) and sidewalk (5’
« Right of way (180’ to 200) Attempt to “Attempt to balance equally on both equally on both
sides of centerline.

&?{ Slide 54 d
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— Overlay transparencies on aerial mosaic.
— Note observations & concerns

— Suggest potential ideas to reduce impacts
— Report findings

&?&f. Slide 55 @m

Next Steps

& o -

Outreach & Coordination Technical Work

&f"{ Slide 57 @m

Questions?

& T -
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CAG Meeting Summary

The third Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 Phase |
Study was held on Tuesday, February 25, 2014 at the Montgomery Village Hall — in the Community and Multi-
Purpose rooms, 200 N. River Street in Montgomery, lllinois from 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM. The meeting included
a PowerPoint presentation and breakout exercise to review and discuss the alternatives under consideration.
CAG members received the following materials to add to their CAG binder: Meeting Agenda and Presentation
Handout. Attendees were also provided a form with which to comment on the four alternatives under
consideration. The forms were collected for compilation at the end of the exercise.

The meeting was attended by 10 of the CAG members. Below is a list of CAG members that were in attendance.
CAG Member Attendance
Fox Valley Park District
0 Jeff Palmquist
Village of Montgomery

Jerad Chipman, Senior Planner

Mike Pubentz, P.E., Director of Public Works

Jeff Zoephel, Village Administrator

Tom Meyers, Fire Chief

Mildred McNeal-James, Resident of Fairfield Way Subdivision, Planning & Zoning Commission

O OO0 O0Oo

Kane County
0 Jodie Wollnik, Kane County Water Resources
Sugar Grove Fire Protection
O Wayne Parson
Yorkville
0 Krysti Barksdale-Noble
Aurora Township
0 John Shoemaker, Highway Commissioner

In addition to the nine CAG members; five additional representatives from the community were in attendance.
See attached sign-in sheet for complete list of attendees.
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Presentation and Discussion

The presentation began with a project overview and a review of the materials presented at CAG meetings one
and two.

At the last meeting (CAG Meeting #2), the group had considered a proposed rural cross-section. The majority of
the group preferred an urban cross-section (with curb and gutter) over a rural cross-section (with shoulders and
ditches). Following CAG Meeting #2, the Village of Montgomery reinforced the CAG’s concerns by sending letters
to IDOT. The concerns were investigated and potential design alternatives were coordinated with the FHWA
and IDOT. As a result, three additional alternatives were developed for presentation and consideration at CAG
Meeting #3. Each of the alternatives incorporate strategies to improve safety, mobility and operations and meet
the project’s purpose and need. In addition to the rural cross-section discussed at the previous meeting, the
three additional alternatives include a rural cross-section alternative with a narrower median and two urban
cross-section alternatives.

The four alternatives currently under consideration that were presented at CAG Meeting #3 include:

Rural cross-section with 50" depressed median and shoulders, discussed at previous CAG meeting.
Rural cross-section with 30’ depressed median, shoulders, and high tension cable (HTC) median barrier.
Urban cross-section with 30’ raised median and shoulders with curb and gutter.
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Urban cross-section with 30’ raised median and curb and gutter (no shoulders).

Alternative #1 — Rural — 50’ Depressed Median with Shoulders and Ditches

Alternative #1 is a rural cross-section consisting of two lanes in each direction separated by a 50’ depressed grass
median. There are 10-foot-wide shoulders on the outside and 6-foot-wide inside shoulders. It has open drainage
(i.e., ditches). There is a 10-foot-wide shared use path on one side and a 5-foot-wide sidewalk on the other side.
Both are located outside of the ditches near the right-of-way line. The right-of-way required to accommodate
this alternative is approximately 200 feet.

Alternative #2 — Rural — 30’ Depressed Median with HTC Barrier, Shoulders and Ditches

Alternative #2 is a rural cross-section with a 30-foot-wide depressed median with 6-foot-wide inside shoulders
and 10-foot-wide outside shoulders. It also has a high tension cable median barrier to separate the traffic.
Drainage is handled by ditches and the shared use path and sidewalk are near the right-of-way line.
Approximately 180 feet of right of way is needed to accommodate this alternative. This alternative provides
shoulders similar to Alternative #1, but reduces the impacts by narrowing the median, which in turn requires
less right-of-way. High tension cable barrier is most commonly used on higher speed roadways with narrower
medians. The two rural alternatives are appropriate for a 55 mph speed limit.

Alternative #3 — Urban — 30’ Raised Median with Shoulders and Curb and Gutter

Alternative #3 is an urban cross-section with a 30-foot-wide raised median with 6-foot-wide inside shoulders
and 10’ outside shoulders adjacent to curb and gutter. The shared use path and sidewalk are near the curb
and gutter. Drainage will generally be addressed utilizing storm sewer and small swales instead of ditches.
Approximately 160 feet of right-of way is needed to accommodate this alternative. This alternative provides
shoulders similar to Alternatives 1 and 2 but reduces the impacts by utilizing closed drainage to reduce right-
of-way. The shoulders are intended to provide emergency stopping space for broken-down vehicles and
emergency responders. The addition of the curb and gutter requires the posted speed limit to be lowered to
45 mph.
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Alternative #4 — Urban — 30’ Raised Median with Curb and Gutter

Alternative #4 consists of a 30-foot-wide wide raised median with curb and gutter and no shoulders. The
shared use path and sidewalk locations and drainage is similar to Alternative #3. This alternative requires
approximately 140 feet of right-of way. This alternative does not provide a shoulder area for recovery or
emergency stopping space for broken-down vehicles and emergency responders. Similar to Alternative #3, the
posted speed limit would be 45 mph.

Comments and Workshop

After the presentation, the group reviewed aerial exhibits showing the four different alternatives. Each person
was given a Comment Form and was asked to record their comments. They were asked to consider all aspects
including cost, potential impacts, and safety.

The group then reconvened to discuss the comments recorded on the forms and summarize the overall thoughts
on the four alternatives. The groups’ thoughts are detailed below:

O Alternative #1

Generally, comments on Alternative #1 expressed the benefits of this alternatives including greater
protection for pedestrians and best management practices (BMPs) for the treatment of storm water.
Concerns with this alternative indicated that the speed limits for Alternative #1 were too high.

Specific comments from the comment sheets concerning Alternative #1 included:

= Appears to have same impact to unincorporated Kane County neighborhoods as
Alternative #2. There doesn’t seem to be a significant benefit to reducing the median
from 50 to 30 feet east of Orchard Road.

= Concern that the cross-section is too wide; with too many adverse impacts upon
adjacent properties.

=  Of the two proposed rural cross-sections, Alternative #1 would be the preferred option.

= There was a question about the potential for a full access point between IL 47 and
Bertram Road.

= Yorkville anticipates southeast corner of IL 47 and U.S. 30 will be developed
commercially as a gas station with main access off of IL 47.

= Not in favor of this option; prefer urban cross-section and minimal to no impact to the
landscape berms that separate the roadway from residential neighborhoods.

= This option provides greater distance from roadway to pedestrian walks making it safer.

= This option provides open drainage; which represents best management practices.

= This option seems to be lowest construction cost.

O Alternative #2

Generally, those who commented on Alternative #2 felt it was a reasonable alternative to consider. It
was suggested that this alternative be combined with Alternative #3, particularly from Route 31 to
Orchard. Some of the CAG members felt that Alternative #2 does not fit the community and felt that
curb and gutter is more appropriate. Safety concerns for Alternative #2 included the thought that the
speed limits with this alternative are too high. Ultimately, it was not felt that this alternative provided
additional safety benefits when compared to the other alternatives.
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Specific comments from the group’s comment sheets concerning Alternative #2 included:

= This option seems to have less impact to resources.

= A question concerning how Blackberry Creek overflow would be handled and if
Alternative 2 would change this.

=  Concern that this cross-section is too wide; too much adverse impact upon adjacent
properties.

= Not a fan of the high tension cable median (HTC).

= Similar to Alternative #1, this option has the greatest impact to environment.

= Depressed median reduces emergency vehicle flexibility.

= Not in favor of this option; prefer urban cross-section and minimal to no impact to the
landscape berms.

=  Seems reasonable to look at Alternative 2 to mitigate some of the neighborhood
impacts west of Orchard.

O Alternative #3

Generally, those who commented on Alternative #3 preferred this alternative because it emphasizes
safety due to its inclusion of shoulders and mitigates some impacts, including those to berms when
compared to the other alternatives. Some felt that a hybrid alternative should be considered through
the corridor. For example, combining with Alternative #2 from Orchard to IL 47. Representatives from
Yorkville found Alternative #3 to be the best of the urban alternatives. Those who commented felt that
a 45 mile per hour speed limit is acceptable. Others stressed that access to walking and biking paths is
important.

Specific comments from the group’s comment sheets concerning Alternative #3 included:

Concerns about storm water runoff; and where water will go before development comes.

Having a shoulder allows for traffic to flow in the event that a lane was blocked.

The shoulders provide benefit.

Concerns regarding the impact to Blackberry Creek overflow.

From a safety perspective, this alternative seems best.

This option provides greater distance from roadway to pedestrian walks.

Paved shoulders seem safer for police and for easier speed traffic enforcement.

Lower speed limits always are a plus due to the number of homes in area.

This option provides greater separation between the roadway and new soccer fields, which is a

benefit.

The curb and gutter provides protection for bike path and sidewalk users, and the shoulder

provides safety for vehicles.

Suggest removing north sidewalk and allow a shared walk/bike path on the south side, then

tree/shrub impacts can be reduced on north side.

This option appears to have fewest displacements and least impact to environment.

Some CAG members asked if this Alternative would provide for future full access between IL 47

and Bertram Road; particularly for full access on US 30 to parcels on the south side.

Like the urban cross-section, but don’t like that it still impacts the berm/ landscape areas.

Providing a shoulder is a good idea.

This appears to be the best option in terms of public safety and visual appearance.
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This option seems like a good compromise.

Questions regarding how this option impacts detention.

Question as to whether there is any way to use a curb and gutter in the more congested area
and as you go west, transition to a rural cross-section.

This option seems to provide improved vehicular safety.

Safety concerns about the bicycle path and sidewalk and high travel speeds as children will be
using shared path for cycling, parents will be walking strollers.

There were suggestions that a shoulder for police, fire, and ambulances is a necessity.

Least impact to environment (floodplain, agriculture).

O Alternative #4

Generally, those who commented on Alternative #4 preferred this alternative because it reduces overall
impacts in the project area, including minimizing impacts to landscaping within the Village of
Montgomery. It was suggested that Alternative #4 be combined with Alternative #3 outside the
landscaped area. It was also suggested that impacts to berms would be reduced if the sidewalk was
dropped while maintaining a multiuse path. The lack of maneuverability and resultant safety impacts
was considered the main detractor of this alternative. The potential use of “Michigan Turns” was
suggested as a means of providing emergency vehicles locations to turn.

Specific comments from the group’s comment sheets concerning Alternative #4 included:

The Village of Montgomery prefers to preserve as many trees as possible and would like to see
a cross section similar to that being constructed on U.S. 30 east of this project.

Unsafe for pedestrian traffic due to lack of shoulder.

Safety concern due to lack of maneuverability if a lane is blocked.

Don’t like the lack of pull-off locations (compared to Alternative #3 which provides shoulder). Is
there an option to include periodic pull-offs?

A CAG member preferred this alternative as it is similar to the section of US 30 east of IL 31
currently under construction.

This option minimizes impact to adjacent neighborhoods.

This alternative might improve pedestrian/ bicycle access by opening up additional routes
through neighborhoods on south side of roadway.

The urban cross-section without shoulders does not fit well with future growth.

The lack of emergency vehicle pull-off area is problematic.

This is preferred by some CAG members and one suggested it is similar to the section currently
being constructed on U.S. 30 between Briarcliff and Goodwin.

Suggest that the 5-foot sidewalk be eliminated and the 10-foot shared use path be placed on
the south side from the IL 47 to Lakewood Creek/Griffin, and then cross to the north side from
Lakewood Creek/Griffin to Orchard Road.

This option because has least impact upon adjacent properties.

This option improves path user safety.

This appears to be the best design for reducing impacts to landscaping along U.S.30 west of
Orchard Road to Gordon Road.

The urban cross-section minimizes impact.
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After the completion of the Comment Forms, the group held a brief discussion to summarize the overall
thoughts of the group on the four alternatives. Overall comments or requests regarding all of the alternatives

included:

Review the need for sidewalk.

Review topography to select best side for multi-use path.

Review possibility of creating hybrid alternative that uses segments from each; including
“flipping” path at major intersections; minimize impact to berm where possible.

Consider varying the design elements in appropriate segments of this project; using flexibility
for various areas/ road segments rather than an “all or nothing” approach.

Any alternative should consider future pedestrian bridge over U.S. 30 at ComEd right-of-way,
which is documented in the Village of Montgomery’s Comprehensive Plan.

All alternatives should add signal at Lakewood Creek Drive.

Ultimately, the majority of the group expressed a preference for Alternative #3, Urban — 30’ Raised Median with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter when taking safety and potential impacts into consideration.

A General Understanding of Agreement to eliminate Alternatives, #1 and #2 and to carry forward Alternatives
#3 and #4 was acheived.

Next Steps

The meeting concluded with a discussion of next steps in the process. This includes refining the alternatives to
carry forward and conducting the second public information meeting. After the public meeting, the 4" CAG
meeting will be held to get the group’s input on the preferred alternative. The final determination on the
preferred alternative will be made by IDOT and the Federal Highway Administration, after considering all input.
After the preferred alternative is selected, more detailed studies will be performed and a public hearing will be

held.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 12 PM.
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¢ Solicited input on transportation issues and concerns

summary of Public ¢ Provided information on additional public
Involvement Process to involvement opportunities.
Date
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* Developed project problem statement R EC E EEE SRR
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PROJECT PURPOSE & NEED
STATEMENT — Purpose & Need statement

The purpose of the project is to improve R pTscUsseaICompleeStrectinw
vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle safety

along the corridor, improve roadway and
intersection capacity and efficiency, and
meet existing and future growth
development in the area.
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consideration

¢ Based upon ADT and posted speed limit, an off-road

shared-use path is appropriate

&f Slide 13 gm

&f Slide 15 gm

YOUR INPUT IS
IMPORTANT!!!!

— Inere Is a proposeq pedestrian Driage o Stuart SPorts Lompiex

— Question need for continuous shared use path. Other proposed paths

may already provide access
¢ Yellow Section (east end of corridor)
— Consider urban cross section between US 31 and Orchard Road
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— Purpose & Need statement
¢ Discussed Complete Streets Law
e Considered policy cross-section
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— Traffic signal needed at Lakewood Creek Drive

— At Blackberry Road — maintain access from west for emergency
response purpose

— Consider urban cross section
e Green Section (Stuart Sports Complex)
— Path can be accommodated within Park District property
— Question rural cross section
— There is a proposed pedestrian bridge to Stuart Sports Complex

— Question need for continuous shared use path. Other proposed paths
may already provide access

¢ Yellow Section (east end of corridor)
— Consider urban cross section between US 31 and Orchard Road
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¢ We investigated
e We coordinated

e Result - Additional alternatives are now under
consideration.
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Review Existing Conditions

L 1o yAd. Horsemen Tradl to W.of IL 31
[T 2 Intersectians. ]%lww
Existing Signalized Intersection E‘jzmmpsﬂlmn
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W Fleniis Gl 20102 Forecast® Change 20102 Forecast’ Change
Kane County 508,482 802,231 57.8 190,527 368,493 934
| | Kendall County 114,528 207,716 81.4 22,013 73,190 232.5
|| || Village of 25,144 43,731 73.9 6,159 16,533 168.4
;L-('g Montgomery
Mobility Operatlons — City of Yorkville _ 22,942 38,561 68.1 5,_093 17,791 249.3
R ) Sneed Limit e “Source: CMIAP 2040 Forecast of Population, Households, and Employment (developed as part of the GO TO 2040 Comprehensive Regional Plan).
° |nte|'SeCtl0n Wllh Tu m Lanes ﬂ p 55 32010 Census households and 2010 (2012 update) Census emnloymen! summamed to Subzone, by CMAF
©® Per CMAP, aggregation of forecast data to the municipal and ated through d ise, where whole subzones were assigned to municipalities and
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township boundaries used to generate . These subs for tabulation ly, and predict the future
. # of Lanes extent of any community.

*  Access to roadway network

+  Terrain such as Curves and Hills
*  Pedestrians and Bicycle Paths (Horizontal and Vertical Alignment)
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— Rear-End Collisions

following: — Turning Collisions

¢ Avoid sensitive resources if reasonably possible ~ Fixed Object Collisions
¢ Minimize impacts if resources cannot be avoided e Capacity
e Mitigate resources if necessary — Long Delays at Intersections

(Level of Service)

¢ Mobility & Operations

— Lack of pedestrian & bicycle
facilities
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2. Rural cross-section with 30’ depressed median,
shoulders, and high tension cable median barrier

3. Urban cross-section with 30’ raised median and
shoulders with curb and gutter

4. Urban cross-section with 30’ raised median and

Improve sight distance
Provide paved shoulders

Add through and turn lanes

Optimize and coordinate traffic
signals

Provide continuous sidewalks

Provide shared use path per
Complete Streets Law/IDOT

policy
(D) s Doparen

curb and gutter (no shoulders)

&f Slide 27 @ﬂm &f Slide 28

30’ DEPRESSED MEDIAN WHTC BARRIER 30’ DEPRESSED MEDIAN WHTC BARRIER
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Note — Right of ay is

PREL—UMUNH RY
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MENT MENT

W0’z PROPOSED R.OMW.

30° RAISED MEDIAN
WTIH CURE AND GUTTER

The purpose of the project is to improve
vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle

safety along the corridor, improve
roadway and intersection capacity and
efficiency, and meet existing and future
growth development in the area.
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Build Alternative
1 2 3 4
Rural /30" Urban /30’
Rural / 50" Median w/HTC Median Urban /30" Median
Evaluation Criteria Metric No-Build Median Barrier w/Shoulders No Shoulders
Satisfy Purpose & Need Yes/No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
ROW Required Acres 0 38.4 29.6 20.0 10.0
Potential Di
i Number 0 7 5 4 1
Ce Number 0 2 2 0 0
Industrial Number 0 0 0 0 0
Construction Cost Million § 358 341 44.5 374
Floodplain Acres 0 21 21 1.6 0.8
Land Impacts Acres 0 12.1 9.1 6.1 32
Wetlands Impacted Acres 0 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.3
Potential Section 4(f) Involvement Acres 0 24 14 14 0.6
E;?VZZ Args"/_o AR Yes/No Yes Yes Yes Yes No

Note: These are estimated quantities intended to only be used for comparison purposes. Final
cost estimates and impacts will be determined after preferred alternative has been identified.
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e Median Width

e Shoulder Width
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Alternative #1 Alternative #2

Alternative #3
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oal — To reduce the number of alternatives
to carry forward.

S

—1 2
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Outreach & Coordination Technical Work

Next Steps
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Comment Form Consolidation

Alt #1 e Great design
e Appears to have same impact to unincorporated Kane County
neighborhoods as Alt #2. Visibly, East of Orchard not a significant
benefit to going to 30 foot median from 50 foot.
e Concern that x-section too wide; too much adverse impacts upon
adjacent properties
e Of the two (2) proposed rural cross sections, Alt #1 would be the
preferred option.
e Question regarding potential full access point between IL 47 and
Bertram Road.
e Yorkville anticipates SE corner of IL 47 and RT 30 will develop as a
full/ station (commercial) development with main access off of IL 47
e Not in favor. Would like an urban cross section and no (minimal)
impact on landscaped berms.
Alt #2 e Great design with low impact
e RT 31 to Orchard
e Kane County’s area of concern is not much changed. How will
Blackberry Creek overflow be handled? Does the Alt change this?
e Concern that x-section too wide; too much adverse impacts upon
adjacent properties
e Not a fan of the high tension Cable median (HTC)
e Cons are similar to Alt #1 with most impact to environment
e Depressed median permits less ability for emergency vehicle access
e Not in favor. Would like an urban cross section and no (minimal)
impact on landscaped berms.
Alt #3 e Best urban design
e Concerns about storm water runoff; where does water go before
development comes?
e Ability for traffic to flow with lane blockage along with being more
esthetically pleasing
o | like the additional shoulders
e Orchard to 47
e How does this impact Blackberry Creek Overflow?
e From a safety perspective | prefer this Alt.
e Larger space between road and sidewalk.
e Paved Shoulders will allow for more safety for police and for easier

speed traffic enforcement.

Lower speed limits always are a plus due to the number of homes in
area and population growth.

Improves separation between roadway/ path and new soccer fields
Like curb protection for path users and safety shoulder for vehicles
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Remove North side walk; allow South side to serves as a shared
walk/bike area; Use deleted North walk to reduce tree/shrub
encroachment

Best of the four (4) alternatives with shoulder access, the least
displacement and least impact to environment

Question for future fall access between IL 47 and Bertram Road
OK. Like the Urban but still impacts the berm/ landscape

Alt #4 o Village prefers save trees, space; want to see US30 east cross-section

here

e Too close for pedestrian traffic

e Lack of measurability with lane blockage

e Only acceptable option

e Don’t like the loud of pull of locations. Is there an option to include
pull offs?

e Improves separation between roadway/ path and new soccer fields

e Like curb protection for path users and safety shoulder for vehicles

e Preferred alternative and similar to section E of IL 31 currently under
construction

e Minimizes impact to adjacent neighborhoods

e Pedestrian/ bicycle access improved by opening up additional routes
through S side neighborhoods

e The urban cross section in this w/o shoulders does not fit well with
future growth.

e The lack of emergency vehicle pull-off area is problematic

e This would be preferred of what was offered. Favorite is the section
currently being constructed on RT 30 between Briarcliff; Goodwin.

e Eliminate 5 feet sidewalk, place 10 feet shared use on S side from W
limits to LWC/ Griffin, move to N side from LWC/ Griffin to Orchard

Applicable e Review need for SW
to All e Review topography to select best side for side path

e No protected signal at Lakewood

e Review possibility of “Flipping” path at major intersections; minimize
impact to berm where possible

e Any alternative should consider future PED bridge over RT. 30 at
Comed Row per village plan.

e All Alts should add signal at Lakewood Creek Drive

e Please consider mix use of all the Alt design elements in appropriate
spots/ segments of this project. Using flexibility for various areas/ road
segments rather than a (all or nothing) total of one design

Suggested | Alt#1
Alternatives e Larger distance from road to pedestrian walks

¢ Natural drainage; uses best management practices

e Could use full access point between 47 and Bertram

e Provides shoulder access
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Alt #2

Alt #3

Alt #4

Other

Less construction cost

Seems measurable to look at Alt 2 to mitigate some of impact west of
Orchard with neighborhoods.

Less environmental impact

Use of shoulder is a good idea

Full access between 47 and Bertram

All around best option (public safety and visual appearance)

Seems like a really good compromise. How does this impact detention
and BMPs? Is there any way to use a C&G in the more congested area
and as you go West, go to a more rural x-section.

Prefer reduced impacts upon adjacent properties

Improves path user safety

Improves vehicular safety

Urban section

Best (Note: If Alt #3 requires a shoulder on both sides, by law, then 1%
choice changes to Alt #4)

Safety 45 mph — children using shared path for cycling, mother
walking strollers

Shoulder Road for police, fire, ambulances is a necessity

Have South Side as a shared path and delete North road and use for
Main Road design

Best choice

Provides shoulder access

Minimal displacement of land users

Least impact to environment (floodplain, Ag)

Is future full access on RT 30 to parcels on the South side available
between IL 47 and Bertram Road

Prefer reduced impacts upon adjacent properties

Improves path user safety

Had best design for reducing negative impact on tree and shrub
landscape along RT 30 — West of Orchard Road to Gordon Road
Improves vehicular safety

Minimizes impact, urban section

Cross-section being constructed on RT 30 currently between Briar
Cliff: Goodwin

Poster
Responses

Alt #1

Greater protection for pedestrians
BMP for storm water

Speed 1 & 2 too high

No increased safety for 2
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Alt

® 6 o o o o I o o o o o o o o o o

Reasonable to consider
Combine with Alt #3, RT 31 to Orchard
Doesn’t fit comm. w/ should be C & G

Consider Hybrid through Corridor (Can combine with #2 Orchard to
47)

Best Urban — Yorkville

Safety

Mitigates some impact

45 is fine

Speed enforcement is lower

Like shoulders

Best public safety

Less impact to berm

Access to walk and bike important
Not far high tension

Impacts reduced

Minimize impacts to landscaping within Village

Can combine with Alt #3 outside

Drop sidewalk —use multiuse path — least impact on berms

Cons: lack of maneuverability

Potential use of “Michigan Turn” — get emergency vehicles turning
places
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3
February 25, 2014

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

[¥47 to 1L 31

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3
February 25, 2014

Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:

L




Community Advisory Group Meeting #3

February 25, 2014

147 o IL31
Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name:

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
! é"nfﬂ-[ -DE»:;_,;,.,,J

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

* L"d.i—n-—-r Dd‘Slfr&l v Tl Locv  TrnoideTy

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

—
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3
February 25, 2014

|47 to IL 31

Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:

o

1A £

[
L}}\‘LW{, D,unqriw Faowa Eean e e vecraiasl WL,

=X
BAruase

: " TS
Doddacg 2 kes Pess nidaciue b TRAc e

'(r;uvp ot Fuur pecess ponds Berwperd 17 € Bottvana,

2. {2+ =

. Lg,,ﬁ frlviromermac ) pada .

i UB; OF  CSHouLDERL 5 A LroD 1DES .

—

bt fese Baweed TP & Peitagm.

D-4.2-46



Community Advisory Group Meeting #3

February 25, 2014

1947 to IL3I
Comment Form '

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31

Kane & Kendall Counties oy ;S

Name: Zf'li’ ( 22 S

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(\Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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[¥47 to IL31
Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

| .o ﬁ/y ‘N .
Name: eyad (.0 May
7

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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February 25, 2014

1947 to IL 31
Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31

Kane & Kendall Counties K%}
Fi
Name: i : ,L‘ng\

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

€T 3) . 98 Oeiid)

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

RN L///?

Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3
February 25, 2014

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties -

Name:

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
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Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier
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Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3
February 25, 2014

W47 to IL 31
Comment Form
FAP 349 (US 30)

From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: ;Eif’, w()“ﬂ\k

Alternative #1 - Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
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Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier
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Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, \;mth Curb & éutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: Bu b J‘Z\ g ] e 'l' QA

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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%47 to IL 31
Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties
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Name:

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
CoN T/ _[”-7'//%7' X SeZ Tl (0 WIDE — Teo v f
ADVERSE  IMANCTS  dfon  ADJNTEN] Flaof il lEs

Xfw/n

Alternatwe #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier
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Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Suggest two (2) alternatives to be carried forward and why:
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[¥47 to IL 31
Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: M KE ﬁ‘ﬁ‘é‘ﬂz

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
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Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph) ‘\‘7
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31

Kane & Kendall Counties M \J C( N LN l
Name: vIQVQ la \~Jamls

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median

Al

Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier

Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties
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Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
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Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: ke Dopasl

Alternative #1 — Rural, 50’ Depressed Median
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Alternative #2 — Rural, 30’ Depressed Median, with High Tension Cable Median Barrier
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Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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Alternative #4 — Urban, 30, Raise median, with Curb & Gutter (No Shoulders)
(Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)
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CAG Meeting Summary

The fourth Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to
IL 31 Phase | Study was held on Thursday, December 4, 2014 at the Montgomery Village Hall at
200 N. River Street in Montgomery, lllinois from 10:00 AM to 11:45 AM. The meeting included
a PowerPoint presentation and group exercise to review and seek a general understanding of
agreement regarding the preferred alternative. CAG members received the Presentation
Handout and a comment form for providing any specific feedback. The meeting was attended
by eight CAG members, listed below.

CAG Member Attendance

Fox Valley Park District
e Jeff Palmquist
Village of Montgomery
e Peter Wallers, Village Engineer
e Jerad Chipman, Senior Planner
Sugar Grove Fire Protection
e Wayne Parson
City of Yorkville
e Krysti Barksdale-Noble, Community Development Director
e Chris Heinen, Planner
Kane County
e John Shoemaker, Aurora Township Highway Commissioner
e Jodie Wollnik, Assistant Director, Kane County Water Resources

In addition, one resident, Steve Mitchell, attended a portion of the meeting.

Presentation and Discussion

The purpose of the meeting was to recap the project development process, including a review
of the following: traffic projections; crash data; drainage analysis; traffic noise analysis and
abatement; local agency coordination efforts, as well as a presentation of the preferred
alternative.

The presentation included a brief review of activities that have occurred over the last 18
months. The project is a Phase | preliminary engineering and environmental study. The
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subsequent design and construction phases are not currently funded. With input from the
CAG, the Project Team has developed a “project statement”, a “purpose and need statement”,
and alternatives that were presented at the last public meeting. A brief review of the crash
history and traffic volume projections was also presented. A summary of coordination that has
occurred to date included three CAG meetings, two public meetings, and individual
coordination meetings with local communities and resource agencies.

Based on public input, combined with data about crashes and project traffic volumes,
Alternative #3, as presented at Public Meeting #2 (consisting of two lanes in each direction with
a raised median, paved shoulders, and curb and gutter), was selected to be carried forward as
the preferred alternative. In addition to public comments supporting this option, the Village of
Montgomery voiced support for this alternative with modifications. They requested that the
median width be reduced between Gordon and Orchard roads in order to minimize impacts to
the landscaped berm areas through that segment of the project corridor. With these
refinements, Montgomery’s Village Board voted in favor of supporting the revised Alternate #3
cross-section. As such, the preferred alternative is Alternative #3 from Public Meeting #2 with
the following refinements:

e A reduced median width (from 30 feet to 22 feet) between Gordon and Orchard roads,
e Reduced shoulder width throughout the corridor (from 10 feet to 8 feet), and
e Reduced offset from the back of curb to the shared-use path (from 5 feet to 3 feet).

Preliminary impacts were presented, including impacts to the Blackberry Creek Forest Preserve
and Stuart Sports Complex properties, and wetland impacts. Estimated right-of-way (ROW),
floodplain encroachment, and tree impacts were presented. It was explained that these
numbers will change as the proposed cross-section is further refined and drainage needs are
determined. The next steps in terms of drainage study and noise analysis were also explained.

There were questions about the process for soliciting input in determining whether noise walls
would be provided. Ms. Barksdale-Noble asked about the 1/3 respondent goal to “benefitted
receptors”, and whether no response would be counted as a “no” vote for a noise wall. It was
explained that if the respondent rate was less than 1/3, a second mailing would be sent in the
hope . There was discussion about ensuring that respondents didn’t vote more than once. It
was explained that IDOT’s policy sets forth guidelines for this entire process, and has
procedures for recording/documenting votes. Mr. Parson asked whether the goal of a noise
barrier was to achieve a noise level of 5 dB(A), or to reduce the noise levels by 5 dB(A). It was
clarified that the goal of a noise barrier would be to reduce noise levels by at least 5 dB(A).

Following the presentation, the group exercise consisted of reviewing the preferred alternative
exhibits and providing comments and concerns. A comment sheet was provided as well as
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post-it notes for placing comments directly on the exhibits. Following a review of the materials,

the group reconvened. The comments were summarized and there was further clarification of

areas of concern. Comments/suggestions/concerns included:

Consider utilizing a reduced width cross-section west of Gordon Road.

Concerns about potential placement of detention basins in corner properties.

Concerns for pedestrian crossing safety at intersections with question about whether
median width at intersections was sufficient to provide protection for pedestrians.
Fencing and/or landscaping is needed fronting the park property.

A left turn provision is needed for emergency vehicles to access eastbound US 30 from
Blackberry Road.

The Village of Montgomery is continuing to explore shared use path and sidewalk options
along the corridor and will continue to coordinate with the Project Team regarding this
issue.

Property ownership information needs to be updated.

Following discussion, the CAG concurred that a General Agreement had been achieved

regarding the preferred alternative.

Next Steps

The Project Team will continue with the technical analyses (IDSs, drainage studies, noise
studies, proposed ROW and environmental analyses). A Public Hearing is expected to be held in
spring 2015, with Phase | Design Approval expected to occur in summer 2015.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 AM.
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December 4, 2014
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", u / Advisory Group (CAG)

CAG Meeting #1 - November 2012
CAG Meeting #2 - July 2013

CAG Meeting #3 - February 2014
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Total Trees “Landscape Trees"
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#4-30' Median 84 3

Fof R e £ @ sz

=\ fontgomery

edlan reduced rrom o] etween Gordon Roa

- Orchard Road.

At the November 10" Village Board meeting, the Village Board voted in favor of —
R R Tevse AVTAS A Biiinat was developed by IDOT for Reduced offset from back of curb to shared use path from

the US 30 corridor. The section generally included a 22 foot median with 2 driving 5 to3’
== — Reduced right of way limits.

87 () s 87 Siide 22 () s

e Wetlands - 0.5 acres

¢ Potential 4(f) Land impact — 1.0 acres
— Blackberry Trail Forest Preserve — 0.5 acres
— Stuart Sports Complex — 0.5 acres

¢ Flood Plain Encroachments — 1.7 acres

e Agricultural Land impacted — 8.3 acres

& j Slide 23 @w &&/ Slide 24 @w
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* Jericho Lake Overflow (a.k.a. Montgomery Overflow)

Roadway Design & Width Terrain Lines Ground Zones Building Rows
. BlackberryCreek Traffic Controls. Trees Zones
* ComeEd Corridi TR .
omee comeer . ¢ Feasibility Evaluation
¢ Prepare Proposed Drainage Plan
_ Floodplain Encroachment Analysk

— Criterion — 5dB(A) Reduction
— Storm Water Detention Analysis — Ditches/Ponds/In-line Storage

¢ Reasonableness Evaluation
— Outlet Evaluation — Cost Effective
— Methods to Address Drainage Concerns — Achievement of Noise Reduction Goal
— Solicitation of Benefitted Receptor Viewpoints
& siide 25 @) s & siide 26 @) s

e L Gl Bl
For additional information, visit the Department’s website at:

and areas of concern.
www.idot.illinois.gov/transportation-system/environment/index ° Group Discussion
under the Community tab.
= Criterion — bAB(A] Reduction

¢ Reasonableness Evaluation
— Cost Effective
— Achievement of Noise Reduction Goal
— Solicitation of Benefitted Receptor Viewpoints

&’{ Slide 27 @w &’?{

side 26 @ ez

A general understanding of agreement has been
reached when the stakeholders agree that their
input has been heard and duly considered and
the process as a whole was fair.

— Drainage Studies

— Noise Studies

— Establish Right of Way Needs
¢ Environmental Analysis

¢ Public Hearing (Spring 2015)

e Phase | Design Approval (Summer 2015)
&’{ Slide 29 @w &’{ Slide 30 @w
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #4

December 4, 2014

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

7

f 7/
Name: Jera! 4/7'/7’”’4'7

Proposed Preferred Alternative — Refined Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter (Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

REFINEMENTS include:
e 8-foot shoulders instead of 10-foot shoulder

e Reduction in the median width from 30 feet to 22 feet between Gordon Road and Orchard Road
¢ Reduction in the offset from the back of curb to the shared use path from 5 feet to 3 feet

Please provide your comments on this alternative. Be sure to note any potential areas of
concern or issues that IDOT should be aware of.
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #4

December 4, 2014

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: 76@/57/' Bk oty £ - Moble

Proposed Preferred Alternative — Refined Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter (Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

REFINEMENTS include:
e 8-foot shoulders instead of 10-foot shoulder

¢ Reduction in the median width from 30 feet to 22 feet between Gordon Road and Orchard Road
¢ Reduction in the offset from the back of curb to the shared use path from 5 feet to 3 feet

Please provide your comments on this alternative. Be sure to note any potential areas of
concern or issues that IDOT should be aware of.
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #4

December 4, 2014

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31

Kane & Kendall Counties el [ NMe f MSO‘L\
& O Cls. Tt

Proposed Preferred Alternative — Refined Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter (Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

REFINEMENTS include:
¢ 8-foot shoulders instead of 10-foot shoulder

¢ Reduction in the median width from 30 feet to 22 feet between Gordon Road and Orchard Road
¢ Reduction in the offset from the back of curb to the shared use path from 5 feet to 3 feet

Please provide your comments on this alternative. Be sure to note any potential areas of
concern or issues that IDOT should be aware of.
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #4

December 4, 2014 1¥4; L3I

Comment Form

FAP 349 (US 30)
From lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

Name: s Z)Zo‘_a«:_. 77//4(_.4 e__é L—-

Proposed Preferred Alternative — Refined Alternative #3 — Urban, 30’ Raised Median, with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter (Speed Limit Reduced to 45 mph)

REFINEMENTS include:
¢ 8-foot shoulders instead of 10-foot shoulder

e Reduction in the median width from 30 feet to 22 feet between Gordon Road and Orchard Road
e Reduction in the offset from the back of curb to the shared use path from 5 feet to 3 feet

Please provide your comments on this alternative. Be sure to note any potential areas of
concern or issues that IDOT should be aware of.
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Public Meetings



|¥47 to IL 31

US 30 (Baseline Road)
IL 47 toIL 31
Kane & Kendall Counties
Public Meeting #1 Summary

The first Public Meeting for the US 30 (Baseline Road) Phase I Study between IL 47 and IL 31 was
held on Thursday, September 13,2012 at Kaneland- McDole Elementary School, 2901 Foxmoor
Drive, Montgomery, Illinois from 4 - 7 PM. The meeting was an open house format with a
continuously cycling audio-visual presentation, exhibit boards, and large scale aerial exhibits
showing existing conditions. The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the study, describe the
project development process, solicit input on transportation needs, and provide information on
additional public involvement opportunities.

The meeting was attended by 25 people, 4 comment forms were received, and 11 people signed
up for the Community Advisory Group. There was no organized opposition to the project.

Public officials in attendance included:

-Village of Montgomery: Stan Bond (Trustee), Mike Pubentz (Director of Public Works), Jerad Chipman (Planner)

-Sugar Grove Fire Department: Wayne Parson, Erik Carlson

-Kane County: Mike Sullivan (Regional Planning Liaison)

There were no additional agencies, organizations or media in attendance.

The comments submitted (both written and shared verbally) covered a variety of topics, including:

e Several recent serious accidents have occurred in the study area: near Gordon Drive there
was a serious non-fatal accident in August 2012; near Prescott Drive there was a fatal motor
cycle accident in the Summer of 2012; there was a multiple fatality accident at the
Orchard/US 30 intersection in Spring/Summer 2012.

o There is a desire for addition of a turn lane at the Aurora Sportsman Club (Sta. 1241 +/-)

o Representatives from the Village of Montgomery expressed a concern with flooding east of
Orchard Road, some of which may be addressed by the upcoming IL 31 interchange project.

e Concerns about access to and from Fairfield Way subdivision - due to both existing
congestion and future construction

e Concerns about safety and noise if roadway is widened closer to homes

e Support for path on the north side of the roadway with access to Stuart Sports Complex and
pedestrian overpass near Griffin Drive

e Request for additional speed limit signs along US 30 and optimization of traffic signals at the
IL 47/US 30 and IL 47 /Jericho Road intersections.

The public comment period will remain open through September 27, 2012. Materials presented at
the meeting are available on the project website www.us30baselineroadstudy.org.

1 US 30 Public Meeting #1 Executive Summary - Prepared by CH2M HILL 9/14/2012
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Public Meeting #1
September 13, 2012

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ e

Welcome to the first Public Meeting for the improvement of US 30 from IL 47 to IL
31.

* Solicit public input on transportation needs
* Provide information on additional public
involvement activities

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ s

The purpose of the meeting is to introduce the study, describe the project
development process, solicit your input on transportation needs, and provide
information about additional public involvement activities.

Hiutchison

Engineering, i
Prime Consutar

&[ www.us30baselineroadstudy.org @m

The lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) District 1 and the Federal Highway
Administration are leading this study. They will provide policy guidance and make
final recommendations. The Study Team, which is being led by Hutchison
Engineering will perform the technical work.

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org @m

The study limits extend from IL 47 in Yorkville to 1,400 feet west of IL 31 in
Montgomery—a distance of approximately 5-miles.The western terminus will tie into
an ongoing IDOT District 3 study of IL 47 between Kennedy Avenue in Yorkville and
Cross Street in Sugar Grove. The eastern terminus will match the proposed
reconstruction of the US 30 and IL 31 interchange. An improvement by Kane
County to Orchard Rd is currently under construction between US 30 and Jericho
Road. Through the project area, the roadway is classified as a Class Il Truck Route
and a Strategic Regional Arterial. A Strategic Regional Arterial is a network of routes
that supplement expressways by accommodating a significant portion of long
distance and high volume traffic in the region. Locally, US 30 is known as “Baseline
Road” and generally follows the Kane-Kendall County Line.




www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

The study area features a mix of cultivated farmland and relatively recent residential
and commercial development. The project is in both Kendall and Kane Counties and
crosses four townships ( Sugar Grove, Bristol, Aurora, and Oswego). Blackberry
Creek and the associated Blackberry Trail and land belonging to the Fox Valley Park
District (Stuart Sport Complex) are located along US 30.

re I oo I s

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

IDOT works in 3 distinct phases as a project moves from start to finish. The project
is currently in Phase | which includes the preliminary engineering and environmental
studies, and public involvement activities. It will last approximately two years and
ends with selection of a preferred alternative. Phase II, known as contract plan
preparation and land acquisition, begins after design approval and lasts
approximately two years. The final step of the process is construction.

Funding for Phases Il and Ill are not currently included in IDOT'’s Fiscal Year 2013
to 2018 Proposed Multi-Modal Transportation Improvement Program.

A'ﬂ,_ “ www.us30baselineroadstudy.org @m

The study team is currently gathering data, assessing existing conditions and
initiating the public outreach for the study. The project will follow the National
Environmental Policy Act process We are presently collecting data on the current
and projected future conditions. Based on that data, we will define the project
purpose and need. Arange of alternatives to meet purpose and need will be
developed and evaluated. The study will conclude with the selection of a preferred
alternative.

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ s

One factor that will help us characterize the existing conditions, and ultimately
define the need for the project is current and projected roadway use. Average Daily
Traffic or (ADT) is projected to increase from just over 11,000 vehicle per day to
19,000 vehicles per day at the west end of the corridor and from approximately
25,000 vehicles per day to 41,000 vehicles per day on the east end of the corridor
by 2040




www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

The performance of US 30 is controlled by several factors including traffic volumes,
the number of lanes, the number of access points, and the presence signalized
intersections.

Some of the corridor is approaching the limits of acceptable capacity. Capacity is
given a letter “grade” (known as the level of service) based on vehicle delay. Similar
to school grades, level of service a is best, while F is the worst.

Today, from west of Griffin Road to the east end of the study corridor, US 30
operates at levels of service E. In the future, if no improvements are made, it is
estimated the segment between Orchard Road and IL 31 will deteriorate to level of
service F

+377 crashes
+20 serious injuries
*One fatality

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ s

A second component that will be considered is the safety of all users. 377 crashes
occurred along the corridor during the five year analysis period resulting in 20
serious injuries and one fatality. Annually IDOT reviews statewide crash numbers &
identifies the top 5% locations with pressing safety needs. Two locations along US
30 between Lakewood Creek Drive and Blackberry Road and a segment east of
Horsemen Trail were identified as top 5% locations in 2009. The majority of
crashes along this corridor were rear end and turning crashes. This is a common
problem along roads with traffic back-ups, lack of turn lanes at intersections, or sight
distance issues at intersections.

One of the primary goals of this study will be to identify ways to improve safety.

* Planned bike
and pedestrian
paths in vicinity -

.,

www.us3I0baselineroadstudy.org

@z

Currently there are no sidewalks or trails paralleling Baseline Road. There are a
variety of planned or proposed trails in the vicinity of the study area including the
extension of the Blackberry Creek trail,\ construction of Big Rock Trail and the
extension of the Gordon Road Trail. This study will consider bicycle and pedestrian
needs.

1"

 Local agency must be willing to participate in
cost and accept maintenance responsibilities

_
www.us30baselineroadstudy.org @

T

Due to traffic and roadway configuration, this study will consider a separate off-road
shared use path for bicycles, pedestrians and other non motorized uses. In order
for the path to be implemented however, there must be local participation in terms of
the cost of the path and a local jurisdiction must be willing to accept maintenance
responsibility for the facility.




CONTEXT
SENSITIVE
SOLUTIONS

* Meaningfully engages stakeholders early
and often

«
« Guided by the Stakeholder Invol
Plan
= Uses input to define effective,
multimodal transportation solutions
= Faciliti fitinto and reflect the

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ e

This project affects agencies, communities, interest groups, drivers, and residents;
therefore, we will be advancing this study in conformance with IDOT’s Context
Sensitive Solutions policy. Applying this integrated approach, we will involve
stakeholders early and often. Our outreach program is guided by the Stakeholder
Involvement Plan (or SIP) developed specifically for this study. The SIP is available
for review tonight and is also posted on the project website. We will use input from
stakeholders to help us define effective, mutimodal transportation solutions by
working with stakeholders to develop, build and maintain cost-effective
transportation facilities which fit into and reflect the project’s surroundings — its
“Context”.

13

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ mswer

There are a number of opportunities to get involved in the study, including:
newsletters, the project website www.US30baselineroadstudy.org, public meetings,
by filling out comment forms or joining the mailing lists, or by joining the Community
Advisory Group.

rves as conduit between proj
local community

Let us know if you are interested in participating! H
First meeting November 1%
www.us30baselineroadstudy.org @m

A key element of the study will be the creation of a Community Advisory Group
referred to as CAG. The group will consist of stakeholders from a broad cross
section of area interests including local officials, drivers, property owners, business
owners, and residents adjacent to the study area.

The group will achieve several study objectives. First, by sharing information about
their communities or organizations, they will help the team better understand the
project area, and will help keep the broader community up to date on the progress
of the study. If you are interested in learning more about the group or have a
recommendation on membership, please speak to a member of the project team
tonight.

15

www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ sz

Following tonight's meeting, the study team will meet with CAG members and begin
coordinating with them to further assess the existing conditions and needs to help
develop a Problem Statement. When that step is complete, we will develop the P&N
and begin to define reasonable alternatives that meet the P&N.




« Website:
www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
+ Comment box in exhibit room

+ Email:
info@us30baselineroadstudy.org

+ Written: Postmarked by September 27
‘E‘,' = .

|
www.usl0baselineroadstudy.org @m

We value your input throughout the study. There are comment forms available here
at this meeting as well as on the project website www.US30baselineroadstudy.org.
If you have input on transportation needs, please fill out a comment form and place
it in the comment box in the exhibit room, email it to
info@us30baselineroadstudy.org, or mail it to the address on the back of the
comment form by September 27 to be part of the official record.

17

Please visit the exhibit room, meet
with project team members and
provide input.

ﬁ?: www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

@ mm

IDOT thanks you for attending this public meeting. Please join us in the next room
to meet with the project team and review the project exhibits.

D-4.3-6




Welcome to the
Public Meeting

Welcome to the first Public Meeting
for the improvement of US 30 from
IL 47 to IL 31. The purpose of the
meeting is to:

Introduce the study,

Describe the project
development process,

Solicit your input on
transportation needs, and
Provide information about
additional public involvement
activities.

US 30 (Baseline Road) IL 47 to IL 31
Kane & Kendall Counties

41t0 IL3I PUBLIC MEETING #1 SEPTEMBER 13, 2012

Study Overview

The lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) has initiated Phase |
Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Studies for US Route 30
(Baseline Road). The US Route 30 study area is located in the City

of Yorkville and the Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall
Counties. It extends approximately 5 miles from lIllinois Route 47 to
east of Albright Road near Illinois Route 31. Through the project area,
the roadway is classified as a Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) and
Class Il Truck Route. An SRA is a network of routes that supplement
expressways by accommodating a significant portion of long distance
and high volume traffic in the region. Locally, US 30 is known as
“Baseline Road" and generally follows the Kane-Kendall County Line.
The corridor consists of a mixture of residential, commercial, industrial
and agricultural uses and is bisected by Blackberry Creek. The study is
being initiated to review the current and future roadway operations and
determine transportation needs so an appropriate proposed alternative
can be selected.
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Study Process

In order to develop alternative solutions to be considered, it is first necessary to have a clear understanding of

existing conditions and to identify what the problems are and why they are occurring. This will be accomplished
through a thorough analysis of existing roadway features, including design and roadway layout, the capacity of
the roadway using existing traffic counts and future projections, and review of crash history within the corridor.

During the US 30 Baseline Road Study IDOT will:

* Collect data on roadway features, social and environmental resources

* Coordinate frequently with stakeholders

* |dentify transportation issues in the corridor, and define the project's Purpose & Need

* Evaluate a range of potential transportation solutions

* Select a preferred alternative and document potential effects to the community and environment

The project will follow the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) process and will involve extensive
public involvement to help to ensure that the assessment of the current conditions reflects the perception and
goals of the communities. The analysis of the existing conditions and evaluation of impacts that any proposed
improvements will have on the community and the environment, will be documented in a Design Report. It

is anticipated that the project will be processed as a categorical exclusion, a category of actions which do not
have a significant after effect on the natural or built environment, and as such require neither preparation of an
Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement.

2012 2013

Data Collection

Alternatives Analysis

Public Involvement

Public Meeting #1 i Public Meeting #2
Sept. 2012 : Summer 2013*

« y v 4 « y - >

] ) ] <

‘v Community Advisory Group Meeting *Tentatively Scheduled Meeting

n www.us30baselineroadstudy.org D-4.3-8 II¥|_}0|S Department
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Project Development

IDOT works in 3 distinct phases as a project moves from start to finish. The Phase | study is currently underway,
and includes the preliminary engineering and environmental studies, and public involvement activities. It is
anticipated that the Phase | study will last approximately two years and ends with design approval of a preferred
alternative. Phase Il, known as contract plan preparation and land acquisition, begins after design approval, and
typically takes about two years to complete. The third and final step in the process is construction.

Funding for Phases Il and Il is not currently included in IDOT's Fiscal Year 2013 to 2018 Proposed Multi-Modal
Transportation Improvement Program.

How to Stay Involved in the Project

IDOT realizes that the overall success of a transportation improvement project is dependent upon local
participation. Frequent communication and collaboration ensures that the recommended proposals consider the
stakeholder's present and future objectives and goals.

This project is following IDOT's Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. A Stakeholder Involvement Plan has
been developed to guide public participation activities, which is available for review tonight as well as on the
project website. There are a number of opportunities to get involved in the study.

* Join the mailing list to receive newsletters and be invited to future events

* Review the Stakeholder Involvement Plan

* Visit the project website: www.us30baselineroadstudy.org

* Make a comment

* Join the Community Advisory Group (CAQ)

The CAG will consist of community representatives, interest groups, property owners or other stakeholders with
expertise or technical interest in the areas of environmental, land use, transportation, and economic development
within the study area. This group will assist in the identification of the purpose and need, and the alternatives to be
developed for the evaluation process, and most importantly in the final selection of the preferred alternative.

ﬂ?'{?ﬁ?ggﬁ;‘é’gﬁ"’ D-4.3-9 www.us30baselineroadstudy.org u



Regular CAG meetings conducted in a collaborative manner throughout the duration of the project will provide
community insight at key project milestones.

If you have a suggestion for membership on the CAG or are interested in participating yourself, please visit the
CAG table at tonight's meeting.

Questions & Comments

We value your input throughout the study. Written questions and comments, or requests for materials may be
submitted during this Public Information Meeting or mailed to the lllinois Department of Transportation at the
address indicated below (and on the back of the comment form) or sent to the project email address at:
info@us30baselineroadstudy.org. If you have input on transportation needs, please submit your comment by
September 27th to be part of the official record.

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 W Center Court

Schaumburg, Illinois 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming

Scott Czaplicki

of Transportation

n www.us30baselineroadstudy.org D-4.3-10 llinois Department
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways/Region One / District One
201 West Center Court/Schaumburg, lllinois 60196-1096

August 28, 2012

«Full_Name»
«Title»
«CompanyAgency»
«Office»
«Address1»
«Address2»

«City», «State» «PostalCode»
Dear «Alt_Salutationy:

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites

you to attend an Open House Public Meeting concerning the improvement of
US Route 30 from lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31 in the City of Yorkville
and Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. This improvement is
not currently included in the Department’s Fiscal Year 2013 to 2018 Proposed
Multi-Modal Transportation Improvement Program. However, this project will
be included in our priorities for future funding considerations among similar
improvement needs throughout the region. This project is following the
Department’s Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. The purpose of the
meeting will be to introduce the study, describe the project development
process, solicit public input on transportation needs, and provide information on
additional public involvement opportunities. The details of the meeting are as
follows:

Date: Thursday September 13, 2012
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Kaneland McDole Elementary School

2901 Foxmoor Drive
Montgomery, IL 60538

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown
continuously during the meeting. Project team members will be present to
discuss the project and answer questions. Written comments will be accepted
at the meeting, or can be mailed after the meeting, or submitted through the
project website at www.US30baselineroadstudy.org. Comments received by
September 27, 2012 will become part of the official meeting record.

Attached is a copy of the display ad that appeared in the August 23, 2012
editions of the Daily Herald and Kane County Chronicle newspapers. A second
ad will appear in the September 6, 2012 editions of these same newspapers.

D-4.3-19



«Full_Name»
August 28, 2012
Page 2

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me or
Kimberly Murphy, Consultant Studies Unit Head, at (847) 705-4791.

Very truly yours,

John Fortmann, P.E.
Acting Deputy Director of Highways

Region One Engineer

Enclosure

bcc: Marva Boyd
Marsha Campos
Director of Highways
William Frey
Charles Ingersoll
John Webber
Samantha Fields
John Fortmann
Jose Rios
Scott Czaplicki
File

Prepared By: Scott Czaplicki, Ext. 4074
Bureau of Programming

SA\GentWP\p&es\CONSULT\Projects - Active\US 30 (IL 47 to IL 31)\Meetings\2012-09-13 Public Meeting
#1\Notifications\PM#1 Letter A docx
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PUBLIC MEETING

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to attend an
Open House Public Meeting concerning the improvement of US Route 30 from lllinois
Route 47 to lllinois Route 31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and
Kendall Counties.

Date: Thursday September 13, 2012
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Kaneland McDole Elementary School
2901 Foxmoor Drive
Montgomery, IL 60538
Purpose of the Meeting:

Introduce the study

Describe the project development process

Solicit public input on transportation needs

Provide information on additional public involvement opportunities

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Project team members will be present to discuss the project and answer
questions.

This meeting will be accessible to handicapped individuals. Anyone needing special
assistance should contact Scott Czaplicki at (847)705-4074. Persons planning to attend who
will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify the
Department’'s TTY/TTD number (800) 526-0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-
0864/or 711; and Telebraille (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Scott Czaplicki

Phone: (847) 705-4074

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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The Honorable Richard J. Durbin
United States Senator

230 S. Dearborn Street

John C. Kluczynski Federal Building
Chicago, IL 60604

The Honorable Mark Kirk

United States Senator

230 S. Dearborn Street

John C. Kluczynski Federal Building
Chicago, IL 60604

The Honorable Randy Hultgren
Member of Congress
Fourteenth Congressional District

Mr. Norm Stoner

Division Administrator

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
lllinois Division

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Ms. Susan Headman

Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, IL 60604-3507

Coionel Fred Drummond

1797 State Street
Suite A
Geneva, IL 60134

The Honorable Chris Lauzen
llinois State Senator
Twenty-fifth Legislative District
52 West Downer Place

Suite 201

Aurora, IL 60506

The Honorable Linda Holmes
lllinois State Senator
Forty-second Legislative District
13300 South Route 59

#2B-1

Plainfield, IL 60544

The Honorable Kay Hatcher
lllinois State Representative
Fiftieth Representative District
P.O. Box 1150, Suite A
Yorkville, IL 60560

The Honorable Linda Chapa LaVia
llinois State Representative
Eighty-third Representative District
8 East Galena Boulevard

Suite 240

Aurora, IL 60506

The Honorable Tom Cross

llinois State Representative
Eighty-fourth Representative District
24047 West Lockport Street

Suite 213

Plainfield, IL 60544

District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
111 North Canal Street

Suite 600

Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Marc Miller

Director

lllinois Department of Natural Resources
Office of Water Resources

One Natural Resources Way

Springfield, IL 62702-1271

Ms. Lisa Bonnett

Interim Director

lllinois Environmental Protection Agency
1021 N. Grand Ave. East

P.O. Box 1927

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Mr. Joseph G. Costello

Executive Director

Regional Transportation Authority
176 W. Jackson Boulevard

Suite 1550

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. T.J. Ross

Executive Director

PACE

550 W. Algonquin Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60005-4412

Mr. Randy Blankenhorn

Executive Director

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
233 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 800

Chicago, IL 60606
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Ms. Karen McConnaughay
County Board Chairman
Kane County

719 South Batavia Avenue
P.O. Box 70

Geneva, IL 60134

Mr. Carl Schoedel, P.E.

Director of Transportation, County Engineer

Kane County Division of Transportation
41W011 Burlington Road
St. Charles, IL 60175

Mr. John H. Hoscheit

Mr. Brian LeClercq
Village President
Village of Oswego
100 Parkers Mill
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. P. Sean Michels
Village President
Village of Sugar Grove
10 S. Municipal Drive
Sugar Grove, IL 60554

The Honorable Tom Weisner
Mayor

President
Forest Preserve District of Kane County
1996 S. Kirk Road, Suite 320

Geneva, IL 60134

Ms. Monica A. Meyers

Executive Director

Forest Preserve District of Kane County
1996 S. Kirk Road, Suite 320

Geneva, IL 60134

The Honorable John Purcell
County Board Chairman
Kendall County

110 Sox Street

Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Francis Klass, P.E.

County Engineer

Kendall County Highway Department
6780 IL Route 47

Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Jason Pettit

Director

Kendall County Forest Preserve District
110 West Madison Street

Yorkville, IL 60560

The Honorable Gary J. Golinski
Mayor

United City of Yorkville

800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL, 60560

Ms. Marilyn Michelini
Village President
Village of Montgomery
200 N. River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

City of Aurora
44 East Downer Place
Aurora, IL 60507

Mr. Daniel A Nagel
Supervisor

Sugar Grove Township
70 W. First Street

P.O. Box 465

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. Greg Huggins
Highway Commissioner
Sugar Grove Township
70 W. First Street

P.O. Box 465

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. Robert W. Walker
Supervisor

Bristol Township

29 Bristol Ridge Road
Bristol, IL 60560

Mr. Jeff Croneils
Highway Commissioner

Bristol Township Highway Department

9075 Corniels Road
Bristol, IL 60560

Mr. Jim Detzler
Supervisor
Oswego Township
P.O. Box 792
Oswego, IL 60543
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Mr. Gary Grosskopf

Highway Commissioner
Oswego Township Road District
P.O. Box 792

Oswego, IL 60543

Ms. Christina C. Campos
Supervisor

Aurora Township

80 North Broadway
Aurora, IL 60505

Mr. John Shoemaker
Highway Commissioner
Aurora Township Highway Department

220 Butterfield Road
North Aurora, IL 60542
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PUBLIC MEETING

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to attend an
Open House Public Meeting concerning the improvement of US Route 30 from lllinois
Route 47 to lllinois Route 31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and
Kendall Counties.

Date: Thursday September 13, 2012
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Kaneland McDole Elementary School
2901 Foxmoor Drive
Montgomery, IL 60538
Purpose of the Meeting:

Introduce the study

Describe the project development process

Solicit public input on transportation needs

Provide information on additional public involvement opportunities

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Project team members will be present to discuss the project and answer
questions.

This meeting will be accessible to handicapped individuals. Anyone needing special
assistance should contact Scott Czaplicki at (847)705-4074. Persons planning to attend who
will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify the
Department’'s TTY/TTD number (800) 526-0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-
0864/or 711; and Telebraille (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Scott Czaplicki

Phone: (847) 705-4074

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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State of lllinois
County of Kane

Certificate of Publication

|. J. Tom Shaw, do hereby certify that | am the
publisher of the Kane County Chronicle a sgculzu
newspaper of general circulation publlshcd in the
County of Kane and State of lllinois, and that the
same has been regularly published for at least 12
months prior to the date of the first publication of the
notice attached hereto. | further certify that a notice,
of which the annexed is a true printed copy, has
been regularly published in said newspaper

.;& time(s) on the following date(s):

/ - /
a1/
| further certify that | am publisher of the
Kane County Chronicle and that said newspaper
is a newspaper as defined by the terms and condi-
tions of Chapter 100, paragraph 1, et. seq., lllinois
Revised Statutes 1981.

Given under my hand at St Charles, lllinois,

this__(z _day of o (X7 nlo=AD., 20 L2
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—pyblisher
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1 New York,
, Louisiana
.D.C.

>ontest rules,
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ack to their

which is on Bliss Road, approxi-
mately a half-mile northeast of
Route 47 in Sugar Grove. Meet
in the main parking lot. Interest-
ed people should bring gloves
and dress in long sleeves and
long pants with sturdy shoes.
All are welcome, but children
under 13 must be e
by an adult. Refreshments will
be provided. A variety of tasks
will be on the agenda including
brush control and seed collec-
tion. For information, call Mary
Ochsenschlager at 630-466-
4922 or email at maryoxie@
sbeglobal.net or call Robb
Cleave at 630-232-5980.

BATAVIA - Marisa McClellan,
author of “Food In Jars,” will
share her secrets during a book
signing at the Batavia Farmers
Market. The event takes place
from 8 to 11 a.m. Saturday at
the Batavia Farmers Market,
which is on Water Street be-
tween Wilson and First streets.

From 5 to 7 p.m., McClellan
will join Jennifer Downing at an
appearance at Nourish, 320 N.

Prairie St., Batavia. For informa-

llinois Department of Transportation

@ TNNOIS Department of lran'm
ment) cordially invites you to attend an Open House
Public Meeting concerning the improvement of US
Route 30 from lllinois Route 47 to lllinois Route 31
in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in

Kane and Kendall Counties.

Date: Thursday September 13, 2012

Time:  4:00 PM to 7:00 PM

Location: Kaneland McDole Elementary School
2901 Foxmoor Drive
Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:
« Introduce the study
« Describe the project development process
« Solicit public input on transportation needs
+ Provide information on additional public involve-
ment opportunities

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presen-
tation will be shown continuously during the meeting.
Project team members will be present to discuss the
project and answer questions.

PUBLIC MEETING

This meeting will be accessible to handicapped indi-
viduals. Anyone needing special assistance should
contact Scott Czaplicki at (847)705-4074. Persons
planning to attend who will need a sign language
interpreter or other similar accommodations should
notify the Department’s TTY/TTD number (800) 526-
0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or
711; and Telebraille (877) 526-6670 at least five (5)
days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be
sent to:

Illinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Scott Czaplicki

Phone: (847) 705-4074

E-Mail: scott.czaplicki@illinois.gov

or submitted through the project website:
www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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o . SEPTEMBER 13, 2012
The lllinois Department of Transportation invites
you to attend an Open House Public Meeting 4:00TO 7:00 PM

concerning the improvement of US Route 30

from IL Route 47 to IL Route 31. Kaneland McDole School
The purpose of this meeting is to: .
2901 Foxmoor Drive
¢ Introduce the study Montgomery IL
’

¢ Describe the project development process For additional information, please contact:
Illinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

¢ Solicit public input on transportation needs Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming

. . . . . Scott Czaplicki, Project Manager
¢ Provide information on additional public Phone: (847) 705-4074

involvement opportu nities Email: info@us30baselineroadstudy.org

This meeting will be accessible to handicapped individuals. Anyone needing special assistance should contact Scott Czaplicki at (847)705-4074. Persons
planning to attend who will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify the Departments TTY/TDD number (800)
526-0844/or 711;TTY Users (Spanish) (800) 501-0865/ or 711; and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

The Baseline Road Study Begins —
We want your help!

. . PLEASE
lllinois Department PLACE
of Transportation STAMP

HERE

201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming
Scott Czaplicki, Project Manager




Mr. Mike Hine

Engineering Team Leader

Federal Highway Administration, llinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Matt Fulier

Environmental Programs Engineer

Federal Highway Administration, lllinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Michael Witter

Regional Administrator

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
US Department of Transportation

19900 Governors Drive, Suite 200

Olympia Fields, IL 60461-1021

Ms. Kathy Chernich

Chief, East Branch

US Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch
111 North Canal Street

Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Ken Westlake

Chief

US Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Walt Zyznieuski

Bureau of Design & Environment

Illinois Department of Transportation
2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Mr. Todd W. Hill

Bicycle and Pedestrain Coordinator - Bureau of
Design & Environment

Illinois Department of Transportation

2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Ms. Laura Perna

Northeast lllinois Coordinator

Illinois Department of Natural Resources James
R. Thompson Center

100 West Randolph, Suite 2-200

Chicago, IL 60601

Sheriff Richard A. Randall
Sheriff's Department
Kendall County

1102 Cornell Lane
Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Bart Olson

City Administrator
United City of Yorkville
800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL 60560

(. AIST C

Mr. J. D. Stevenson

Planning, Environmental & ROW Team Leader
Federal Highway Administration, lllinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Jim P. Allen

Transportation Engineer

Federal Highway Administration, lllinois Divisicn
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Michael Long

Regional Administrator

US Department of Transportation- Federal
Railroad Administation

200 West Adams Street, Suite 310
Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Soren Hall

Project Manager

US Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch
111 North Canal Street

Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Ted C. Fultz

Location & Environmental Studies Engineer
Illinois Department of Transportation Region 2,
District 3

700 East Norris Drive

Ottawa, IL 61350

Mr. Scott Stitt

Bureau of Design & Environment

lllinois Department of Transportation
2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Ms. Anne Haaker

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency
Preservation Services

One Old State Capitol Plaza

Springfield, IL 62701

Mr. Taghi Mohammed
Transportation Engineer

PACE - Planning Services Department
550 West Algonquin Road

Arlington Heights, IL 60005-4412

Mr. Jeff Wehrl

Kendall County Board

District #2 Historic Preservation Committee
27 Na-Au-Say Court

Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Eric Dhuse

Director of Public Works
United City of Yorkville
800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, Il 60560
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Mr. Jon Paul Kohler

Planning & Program Development Manager
Federal Highway Administration, lllinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Ms. Robin Helmerichs

Transportation Engineer

Federal Highway Administration, Illinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Steve Vahl

Environmental Officer

US Dept of Housing & Urban Development
Community & Planning Development

77 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 2400
Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Shawn Cirton

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

US Department of the Interior-Fish & Wildlife
Service, Chicago Field Office

1250 South Grove Avenue, Suite 103
Barrington, IL 60010

Mr. David S. Alexander, P.E.

Phase | Unit Chief

Illinois Department of Transportation Region 2,
District 3

700 East Norris Drive

Ottawa, IL 61350

Mr. Paul R. Niedernhofer

Bureau of Design & Environment
Illinois Department of Transportation
2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Mr. Pat Malone

Interagency Wetland Program Manager
lllinois Department of Natural Resources
One Natural Resources Way

Springfield, IL 62702-1271

Sheriff Patrick Perez
Sheriff's Department

Kane County

37W755 IL Route 38, Suite A
St. Charles, IL 60175

Mr. Thomas Rickert

Executive Director
Kane/Kendall Council of Mayors
41W011 Burlington Road

St. Charles, IL 60175

Ms. Krysti Barksdale-Noble
Community Development Director
United City of Yorkville

800 Game Farm Road

Yorkville, IL 60560



Mr. Rich Hart

Chief of Police

United City of Yorkville
800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Jeff Zoephel

Acting Village Administrator
Village of Montgomery

200 North River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Jamie Belongia, MPA

Assistant Village Administrator Community
Development Department

Village of Montgomery

200 North River Street

Montgomery, IL 60538

Chief Rick Neitzer

Oswego Fire Protection District Central Station
#1

3511 Woolley Road

Oswego, IL 60543

Ms. Nancy McCaul

Executive Director

Fox Valley Park District, Cole Center Admin
Office

101 West lllinois Avenue

Aurora, IL 60506

Mr. Robert Mattingly
President

Oswegoland Park District
313 East Washington Street
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Rod Zenner

Community Development Director
Village of Oswego

100 Parkers Mill

Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Richard Young

Director of Community Development
Village of Sugar Grove

601 Heartland Drive

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. Ken Schroth

Public Works Director

City of Aurora

44 East Downer Place, 5th Floor
Aurora, IL 60507

Mr. Ed Barsotti

Executive Director

League of lllinois Bicyclists
2550 Cheshire Drive
Aurora, IL 60504

Chief Michael G. Hitzemann
Bristol-Kendall Fire Protection District
103 East Beaver Street

Yorkville, IL 60560

Ms. Debbie Buchanan

Executive Assistant, Historic Preservation
Village of Montgomery

200 North River Street

Montgomery, IL 60538

Chief Rob Watermann

Aurora Township Fire Protection District
599 Montgomery Road

Montgomery, IL 60538

Chief Marty Kunkel

Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
25 South Municipal Drive

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Ms. Theodia Gillespie

President

Fox Valley Park District, Cole Center Admin
Office

101 West Illinois Avenue

Aurora, IL 60506

Mr. Dwight A. Baird

Interim Village Administrator/ Chief of Police
Village of Oswego

100 Parkers Mill

Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Brent Eichelberger
Village Administrator
Village of Sugar Grove

10 South Municipal Drive
Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Chief Bradley Sauer

Sugar Grove Police Department
Village of Sugar Grove

10 South Municipal Drive, P.O. Box 2
Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. Gregory S. Thomas
Chief of Police

City of Aurora

1200 East Indian Trail Road
Aurora, IL 60505

Mr. John O'Neal

Transportation Planner

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
233 South Wacker Drive, Suite 800
Chicago, IL 60606
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Ms. Laura Schraw

Interim Director of Parks & Recreation
United City of Yorkville

800 Game Farm Road

Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Mike Pubentz, P.E.
Director of Public Works
Village of Montgomery
200 North River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Fire Chief

Montgomery-Countryside Fire Protection
District

198 South Railroad Street

Montgomery, IL 60538

Chief Daniel Meyers

Village of Montgomery - Police Department

200 North River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Mr. William G. McAdam
Executive Director
Oswegoland Park District
313 East Washington Street
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Jerry Weaver
Public Works Director
Village of Oswego
100 Parkers Mill
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Anthony Speciale
Director of Public Works
Village of Sugar Grove
601 Heartland Drive
Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Ms. Stephane Phifer

Director of Planning and Zoning
City of Aurora

1 South Broadway

Aurora, IL 60505

Chief Hal Carlson
Aurora Fire Department
75 North Broadway
Aurora, IL 60505

Mr. Ron Burke

Executive Director

Active Transportation Alliance

9 West Hubbard Street, Suite 402
Chicago, IL 60654-6545



Mr. Dick Westfall

Illinois Department of Natural Resources
Division of Planning

1 Natural Resources Way

Springfield, IL 62702

Ms. Beverly Moore

lllinois Trails Conservancy

144 West Main Street, P.O. Box 10
Capron, IL 61012

Straight Up Cycling Club
7665 IL Route 47
Yorkville, IL 60560

Ms. Constance Lane
Engineering Administrator
Nicor Gas

P.0. Box 190

Aurora, IL 60507

AT & T Legal Mandate Team
1000 Commerce Drive
Oakbrook, IL 60523

Ms. Irene Windett
Postmaster

Yorkville Post Office

601 East Countryside Parkway
Yorkville, IL 60560-9997

Mr. David Longo

Northeastern lllinois Greenways & Trails
Manager

IDNR Tri-County State Park

2050 West Stearns Road

Bartlett, IL 60103

Mr. Mike Sullivan

Regional Planning Liaison

Kane/Kendall County Council of Mayors
41wW011 Burlington Road

St. Charles, IL 60175

Mr. John D. Pribich, SR/WA, R/W-NAC
State Program Supervisor Public Relocation
ComEd, An Exelon Company

Two Lincoln Center, 8th Floor

Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181

Mr. Chris Roberts
Project Manager
G4S Technology, LLC
1428 Sherman Road
Romeoville, IL 60446

Mr. Jeff Mitchell
Officer-In-Charge
Montgomery Post Office
1899 Village Center Parkway
Montgomery, IL 60538-9998
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Ms. Rhonda Border-Boose

State Director - Rails to Trails Conservancy
Midwest Regional Office

10 South High Street, Suite A

Canal Winchester, OH 43110

Fox Valley Bicycle and Ski Club
P.0. Box 1073
St. Charles, IL 60174-7073

Ms. Martha Gieras

Right-of-Way Manager Greater Chicago Market
Comcast Cable

688 Industrial Drive

Elmhurst, IL 60126

Mr. Bobby Akhter

AT & T Local Network Services
4513 Western Avenue

Lisle, IL 60453

Ms. Cindy Lamureux
Postmaster

Sugar Grove Post Office

45 East Cross Street

Sugar Grove, IL 60554-9998



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-35



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-36



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-37



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-38



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-39



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-40



LIST D -PM#1

D-4.3-41



D-4.3-42

LIST D -PM#1



|¥47 to IL 31

US 30 (Baseline Road)
IL47toIL 31
Kane & Kendall Counties
Public Meeting #2 Summary

The second Public Meeting for the US 30 (Baseline Road) Phase [ Study between IL 47 and IL 31
was held on Wednesday, July 30 at Montgomery Village Hall, 200 River Street, Montgomery, Illinois
from 4 - 7 PM. The meeting was an open house format with a continuously cycling audio-visual
presentation, exhibit boards, and large scale aerial exhibits showing existing conditions and
preliminary designs. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the purpose and need of the
project, to present the proposed improvement alternatives carried forward and to obtain public
input.

The meeting was attended by approximately 77 people, 18 comment forms and one internet
comment were received. There was no organized opposition to the project.

Public officials in attendance included:

Village of Montgomery: Stan Bond (Trustee), Doug Marecek (Trustee), Mike Pubentz (Director of Public Works),
Jerad Chipman (Planner), Charlene Coulombe-Fiore, Jeff Zoephel, Richard Young

Sugar Grove Fire Department: Wayne Parson

Kane County: Mike Sullivan (Regional Planning Liaison)

Kendall County Sheriff’s Office: Jason Langston

Kendall County: Andy Myers

State Representative Stephanie Kifowit Office (District 84): J] Albarran

State Senator Jennifer Bertino-Tarrant’s Office (District 49): Samantha Marcum
Media, Ledger-Sentinel: John Gotheredge

There were no additional agencies or organizations in attendance.

The written comments submitted covered a variety of topics, including:

e Eight of the written comment specifically supported Alternative 3; two preferred
Alternative 4.
Concerns about safety and noise if roadway is widened closer to homes
A few requests that noise barriers not be constructed; one that they are constructed.
Support for path over the roadway to separate pedestrians/bikers for safety
Request for lower speed limits
Many of the comments included concerns about drainage and flooding and making sure the
area did not become a flood zone/detention basin due to the project. A couple of

1| UsS30 Public Meeting #2 Executive Summary - Prepared by CH2M 12/10/2014
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commenters from the Pasadena Drive neighborhood were particularly concerned with this
issue.

The verbal comments shared during the meeting covered a variety of topics, including:

e Several attendees expressed drainage concerns at the east end of the project related to the
overflowing of Jericho Lake (a.k.a. Montgomery Overflow). It was explained to them the
Department has a hydraulic study in progress to determine alternatives to address this
situation.

e Many attendees expressed concerns about traffic noise and noisewalls. It was explained a
noise study will be performed as part of this Phase I process.

e Many attendees inquired about the additional R.0.W. needed for the different alternatives.
While many were concerned about the road coming closer to their property they also
expressed positive responses to Alternative #3 with the 10’ shoulders.

Comments specific to the Village of Montgomery

e Representatives of the Village of Montgomery expressed concerns regarding impacts to
trees and the landscaped buffers near the subdivisions west of Orchard Road and indicated
they are not ready to endorse Alternative #3 at this point. They recognize the enhanced
safety of the additional 10’ shoulder and recovery area, but expressed the importance of
retaining the existing berm and landscaping that is currently on it. A concern is, although
IDOT has a policy to preserve trees within the right of way if they are outside construction
limits and are not a safety concern, they feel by the time the project gets to construction, the
right of way will be clear cut.

e The Village would like to improve the drainage at the north side of US 30 in the ComEd
property west of Stuart Sport Complex. Itis currently a low area outside the construction
limits that does not drain.

e The Village is also very concerned about the drainage at the east end of the project related
to the overflowing of Jericho Lake.

e The Village intends to provide written comments prior to the end of the comment period
and will likely request a meeting prior to the identification of the preferred alternative.

The public comment period remained open through August 13, 2014. Materials presented at the
meeting and a Project Newsletter addressing the comments received during the comment period
are available on the project website www.us30baselineroadstudy.org.
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IL47 to IL 31
Public Meeting #2
July 30, 2014

Welcome to the 2nd Public Meeting for the improvement of US 30 from IL 47 to IL
31.-[Enter]

onto D

= Project n

* Purpose and Need
* Project Alternatives
* Next Steps

During today’s presentation we will discuss [enter]

- the project study area, [enter]

- The project development process [enter]

- Project coordination that has occurred since the study began [enter]
- the purpose and need, [enter]

-The project alternatives being evaluated, and [enter]

-Next steps [Enter]

el ®= m
an www, s 30baseineroadatudy arg

The [Enter] lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) and the [Enter]
Federal Highway Administration are leading this study. They will provide policy
guidance and make final recommendations. The Study Team, which is being led by
[Enter] Hutchison Engineering will perform the technical work. [Enter]

3¢ @
. T w123 30bas sbneroadatudy arg biieats

The study limits extend from IL 47 in Yorkville to IL 31 in Montgomery—a distance of
approximately 5 miles. Locally, US 30 is known as “Baseline Road” and generally
follows the Kane-Kendall County Line. [Enter]

The western terminus will tie into an ongoing Department District 3 study of IL 47
between Kennedy Avenue in Yorkville and Cross Street in Sugar Grove. [Enter]

The eastern terminus will match the ongoing reconstruction of the US 30 and IL 31
interchange. [Enter]

The project is in both Kendall and Kane Counties and within four townships ( Sugar
Grove, Bristol, Aurora, and Oswego). [Enter]

Major Features in the study area include Blackberry Creek and the Orchard Road
corridor. [Enter]
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SIDEWALKS
ALONG US 30

The study area features a variety of land uses including a mix of farmland and
residential and commercial properties.

Adjacent to the improvements there are publicly owned and protected lands,
including Blackberry Creek Forest Preserve [enter] , Stuart Sport Complex [enter],
the privately run Keck Memorial Cemetery [enter], and the Village of Montgomery's
Civic Center facilities [enter].

Adjacent to several of the residential subdivisions there are landscaped berms
[enter].

Currently there are no bike paths or sidewalks along US 30 in the study area [enter]

PHASE PHASE

Phase Il & Phase lll are not includedin IDOT's
Fis fear 2015 to 2020 Py
Multi-Modal Transportation |

&

The Department works in 3 distinct phases as a project moves from start to finish.
The project is currently in Phase | which includes the preliminary engineering and
environmental studies, and public involvement activities. It is anticipated that the
phase | studies will be completed early next year. Phase I, known as contract plan
preparation and land acquisition, follows. This phase typically takes from 18 to 24
months to complete. This is when the Department will contact property owners
about the purchase of land necessary to construct the project. Phase Ill is
construction. Phase Il and Phase lll are not included in the current multi-year,
multi-modal transportation program.

To date the study team has gathered data and analyzed existing conditions,
developed the project problem statement; developed the purpose & need
statement; and developed roadway alternatives to be evaluated. The study will
conclude with the selection of a preferred alternative.
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The first public meeting, in which the study was introduced, was held in September
2012. The first public meeting introduced the study, described the process, solicited
input on transportation issues and concerns, provided information on additional
public involvement opportunities, and established a community advisory group,
referred to as CAG. [enter]

The CAG consists of local officials, emergency services personnel, and members of
the community. This group has met 3 times to review and provide feedback on the
project. The CAG helped develop the project Problem Statement, the Purpose &
Need statement, and reviewed the initial project alternatives. [enter]

+ At CAG Meeting #1, CAG ground rules were established, key transportation
issues and concerns were identified, and the project problem statement was
developed [enter]

At CAG Meeting #2— A general understanding of agreement on the project
problem statement and the purpose and need statement were established -
Complete Street Laws and the policy cross-section were also discussed. [enter]
At CAG Meeting #3 — CAG members reviewed and compared the various project
alternatives




The purpose and need for the
project is to improve vehicular,

pedestrian, and bicycle safety
along the corridor, and improve
roadway and intersection
capacity and efficiency, to meet
future growth and development.

aedneso

As mentioned in the previous slide, the purpose and need was developed with input
from the Community Advisory Group. The purpose of the project is to improve
safety, improve capacity, and accommodate community growth.

@ msoner

The existing roadway, as shown here, generally consists of one lane of travel in
each direction with 10-foot shoulders. The right of way is approximately 120’.
Drainage generally collects along the roadway in grass ditches. (enter)

Lahwwond Crews O tn Shmcuimery Bt J Harsemas. Bisl 86V o L 31
Wi Bop i Craah Locabms
«372 crashes prasnenn
iereeens 2000700 3% Locaton
. +26 serious injuries S '
+2 fatalities o

Road improvements are needed to improve safety. [Enter]

372 crashes occurred along the corridor during the five year analysis period
resulting in 26 serious injuries and two fatalities. Annually IDOT reviews statewide
crash numbers & identifies the top 5% locations with pressing safety needs. [Enter]
Two locations along US 30 between Lakewood Creek Drive and Blackberry Road
and a segment east of Horsemen Trail were identified as top 5% locations in 2009.
[Enter] Additionally the Orchard Road intersection was identified as a 5%
intersection in 2012. The majority of crashes along this corridor were rear end and
turning crashes. This is a common problem along roads with traffic back-ups, lack of
turn lanes at intersections, or sight distance issues. [enter]
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Road improvements are needed to accommaodate traffic volume growth. [enter]
The number of vehicles per day is projected to increase from just over 11,000
vehicle per day to 19,000 vehicles per day at the west end of the corridor [enter]
and from approximately 25,000 vehicles per day to 41,000 vehicles per day on the
east end of the corridor by 2040.




@ ez

The performance of US 30 is controlled by several factors including traffic volumes,
the number of lanes, the number of access points, and the presence signalized
intersections.

This diagram shows the existing and future level of service if no improvements are
made to the corridor. Level of Service is measure used to relate the quality of traffic
service. Itis given a letter “grade” based on vehicle delay. Similar to school
grades, level of service A is best, while F is the worst.

Some of the corridor is approaching the limits of acceptable traffic service. [enter]
Today, from west of Griffin Road to the east end of the study corridor, US 30
operates at levels of service E. In the future, if no improvements are made, it is
estimated the segment between Orchard Road and IL 31 will deteriorate to level of
service F. [enter]

In other words there will extreme congestion.

13

Kane County 508,482 802,231 57.8

Kendall County 114,528 207,716 E14
Village of Montgomery 25,144 43,731 739
City of Yorkville 22,942 38,561 62.1

Finally, improvements are needed in order to accommodate growth that is planned
for the corridor as well as the area.

The Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) population and employment
forecasts for this area show population increases ranging from 58% to 81%. Due to
the additional roadway users resulting from this growth, Level of Service levels are
anticipated to decline.
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Project -

Phase | Process

| 2012 | 2013 2014

Data Collection

Develop Purpose & Need

, Al . Preferred
Alternatives Analysis Alternative
Public Involvement
Public Public Public
Meeting 1 Meeting 2 Hearing
Fall 2012 Summer 2014 2014/2015

* K >

* Community Advisory Group Meeting

>*

\We Are Here

The Department works in 3 distinct phases as a project moves from start to finish. The Project is currently in
Phase I, which includes the preliminary engineering and environmental studies, and public involvement
activities. It is anticipated that the Phase | study will be completed and design approval granted in Winter
2014 or Spring 2015. Phase I, known as contact plan preparation and land acquisition, follows design
approval. This phase typically takes from 18 to 24 months to complete. This is when the Department will
contact property owners about the purchase of right-of-way or easements. Phase lll is construction.

Funding for Phases Il and Ill are not currently included in IDOT’s Fiscal Year 2015 to 2020 Proposed Multi-Year,

Multi-Modal Transportation Improvement Program.

Your comments and input are vital to the success of the project. Please stay

involved by one of the following means: IDOT Project Manager:
. View tonight’s exhibits and speak with Project Study Lori Brown
Group members
IDOT, District One
o Complete a Comment Form and drop in box or mail 201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196
o Browse and post comments on the project web site:

847-705-4477
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www.us30baselineroadstudy.org
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US 30
fromIL 47 toIL 31
Public Meeting #2

Date:  July 30,2014
Time:  4:00to 7:00 PM
Place:  Village Hall
200 N River Street
Montgomery, IL

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) welcomes you to the
second public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30 from IL 47 to IL 31.
The purpose of this meeting is:

J To present the Purpose & Need for the improvement
o To present the alternatives to be carried forward

. To solicit public input

lllinois Department
of Transportation
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The US 30 study area is located in the Village of Montgomery and the City of Yorkville in Kane and Kendall
Counties. It extends approximately 5 miles from IL 47 to east of Albright Road near IL 31. Through the project
area, the roadway is classified as a Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) and Class Il Truck Route. An SRA is a
network of routes that supplement expressways by accommodating a significant portion of long

PIM #1 - September 13, 2012 - Introduced the study, described the project development process, solicited input
on transportation needs, and provided information on public involvement opportunities.

distance and high volume traffic in the region.

CAG Meeting #1 - November 1, 2012 - Introduced the project, established roles and responsibilities. Brain-
stormed key transportation issues and concerns and began to develop Problem Statement.

CAG Meeting #2 - July 25, 2013 - Draft Project Statement was reviewed. An overview of the Purpose and
Need was presented. Design elements for rural sections were presented.

CAG Meeting #3 - February 3, 2014 - Presented project overview to date. Presented two rural and two

urban project alternatives along with comparisons and recommendations resulting in two alternatives to be
carried forward.
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The Department defines Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) as follows:

ammunits oy isaomsend

€SS

CSS is an interdisciplinary approach that seeks effective, multi-modal
transportation solutions by working with stakeholders to develop, build, and
maintain cost-effective transportation facilities that fit into and reflect the
project’s surroundings - its “context.” Through early, frequent, and meaningful
communication with stakeholders, and a flexible and creative approach to design,
the resulting projects should improve safety and mobility for the traveling public,
while seeking to preserve and enhance the scenic, economic, historic, and natural
qualities of the settings through which they pass.

Safety L uxhlrll_\

Multi ot alivm

A key goal of CSS is to build a general understanding of agreement among the stakeholders. A “stakeholder” is any
person or organization which has a direct stake in the project being considered. The Department defines a general
understanding of agreement as follows:

A general understanding of agreement has been reached when the stakeholders agree that their input has been

heard and duly noted that the process as a whole was fair.

The purpose and need for the project is to improve vehicular,
pedestrian, and bicycle safety along the corridor, and improve
roadway and intersection capacity and efficiency, to meet future
growth and development.
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The Alternatives below were considered during CAG Meeting #3. After a formal screening, it was decided to eliminate the two rural
Alternatives and carry forward with the two urban Alternatives.

Alternative #1 Alternative #2
Rural — 50" Depressed Median Rural — 30" Depressed Median with
with Shoulders & Ditches High Tension Cable Barrier,
Shoulders & Ditches

ELIMINATED

Due to Impacts on Properties
and Environmental Resources

ELIMINATED

Due to Impacts on Properties
and Environmental Resources

Alternative #3
Urban — 30" Raised Median with
Shoulders and Curb & Gutter

Alternative #4
Urban — 30" Raised Median with
Curb & Gutter

CARRIED
FORWARD

CARRIED 4
FORWARD |
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Alternative #3 - Urban - 30’ Raised Median
with Shoulders and Curb & Gutter

Alternatives _

Alternative #4 - Urban - 30’ Raised Median
with Curb & Gutter

CURB & GUTTER !
TYPE B=6.24 ;

w | L.I’ \5.

SHARED-USE SIDEWALK*
PATH* 10’ 24 30" 24" 10’
SHOULDER PAVE PAVE SHOULDER
MENT MENT
160+ PROPOSED ACCESS CONTROL & R.O.W.
|

=

30' RAISED MEDIAN

*(SIDE VARIES) WSHOULDERS AND C&G

CURE & GUTTER -
TYPE B-6.24

SHARED-USE
24" 30" 20 ‘
' PAVE = MEDIAN  PAVE
MENT MENT
140°'+ PROP. ACCESS CONTROL AND R.O.W.
| 1
30° RAISED MEDIAN
*(SIDE VARIES) WTIH CURB AND GUTTER
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Sheet Z of

4 tolL3l Public Meeting #2
July 30, 2014

Add me the mailing list
Name, Organization ifa licable Address Ci , State, Zip Email Place X in box
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting:

* How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and {or what purposes
(e.g.: to get Lo work, school, shopping)?

* What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.; built or natural re ources)?

* Iave you ever expenenced any transportation-related issues on US 30 s ch as trallic congesuon or safety
issues {crashes or near crashes)?

+ What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments Lo infoC us30baselineroadstudy org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.

Narne:
Representing
Address:
Phone:

E-mail
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting:
’ « How olten do you use US 30/Baseline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: to get to work, school, shopping)?
A * What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

4. * Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as tralfic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.

i j"'//JM oot d, ey G
—M?—M “/74»7

T ftitene - w %m M s ] /_/
3& W}’ MM\%m}”ﬂf@jﬂ#é«
l? W«-M Qo e el —
ﬂ/&_m/uﬂ WJ&M Wguﬂm Am.éf.w e

Lol 7 P o/ ) (T2

S
Name; — pe) KO‘T“N}/ ﬁJM . T
Representing A S= L
Address:
Phone; /

7

E-mail




COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the lollowing in commenting:

* How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: W get to work, school, shopping)?

* What resources in the area are important to you {(e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related 1ssues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the [ollowing in commenting:

* How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and [or what purposes
{e.g.: Lo get 1o work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you {e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues {(crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the lollowing in commenting:

* How olten do you use US$ 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes
{e.g.. 1o get 1o work, school, shopping)?

* What resources in the area are important to you {e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

» What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM 30

7 to IL 31

Do you have comments? Please consider the [ollowing in commenting;

* How olten do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes @m
(e.g.: to get 1o work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as tralfic congestion or safct
issues {crashes or near crashes)?

» What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in ¢ nmenting;

* How olten do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study rea and for what purposes
(e.g.: 10 get to work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

» Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as tralfic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting,

* How olten do you use US 30/Ba cline Road in the study area and for what purposes
{e.g.: 1o get to work, school, shopping)?

* What resources n the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation relted issues on US 30 uch as traffic congestion or safety
issues {crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM 30

7to L3I

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting;

* How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes @mﬂ
(e.g.: to get Lo work, school, shopping)?

* What resources in the area are important to you (.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you hve comments? Please consider the [ollowing in commenting:

* How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: 1 get Lo work, school, shopping)?

« What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built ar natural resources)?

* Have you ever expenenced any tran portation-related 1ssues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or salety
issues {crashes or near <rashes ¥

» What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting:

* How olten do you use US 30/Baseline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: 1o get Lo work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

» What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the [ollowing in commenting;

* How olten do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and for what purposes
{e.g.: o gel Lo work, school, shopping)?

* What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or salety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting:

» How often do you use US 30/Baseline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: Lo get Lo work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

« Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic conge tion or 1 ety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments o info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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COMMENT FORM

Do you have comments? Please consider the following in commenting;

* How often do you use US 30/Baseline Road in the study area and for what purposes
(e.g.: to get Lo work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

» [ave you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as tralfic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to

become part of the offigial geeeting record. Sac@/'/l ot

Wil the peserty et Station (070 12
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Representing Land Civ/ler
Address:

Phone:

E-mail
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COMMENT FORM 30

7 to IL 31

Do you have comments? Please consider the lollowing in commenting;

= How often do you use US 30/Bascline Road in the study area and [or what purposes @m
(e.g.: to get to work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g.: built or natural resources)?

* Have you ever experienced any transportation-related issues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues {crashes or near crashes)?

* What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.

Lte2ao

—

L wovld flot [fhe My freperty ysed
4 a__detentton basin

Name:
Address;
Phone:

E-mail

D-4.3-70



COMMENT FORM 30

7 to Il 31

Do you have comments? Please consider the followi1g in commenting;

* How often do you use US 30/Baseline Road in the s ud  area and for what purposes @mﬁ
(e.g.: 10 get to work, school, shopping)?

» What resources in the area are important to you (e.g. built or natural resources)?

+ Have you ever experienced any transportation-related  ues on US 30 such as traffic congestion or safety
issues (crashes or near crashes)?

» What are the pros and cons of each of the alternatives presented at tonight's meeting?

Please e-mail comments to info@us30baselineroadstudy.org or mail this form back by August 13, 2014, to
become part of the official meeting record.
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Draper, Daniel

From: Candy Miller <johncandymiller@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 13, 2014 11:17 PM

To: info@us30baselineroadstudy.org

Subject: Fw: US 30 study

On Wednesday, August 13, 2014 7:32 AM, johncandymiller <johncandymiller@yahoo.com> wrote:

My name is John Miller and | represent the Aurora Hunting and Fishing Club.

The past few years we have seen accidents because of members trying to enter from the west. We
believe that it would be more dangerous to cross more lanes of traffic. That being the case we do not
want an entrance from the west. Is it possible to get a turn lane from the east?

We are also interested in a sound barrier like the one that has been installed between Douglas and
Briarcliff.

Thank you
John Miller
President Aurora Hunting and Fishing Club

From my Android phone on T-Mobile. The first nationwide 4G network.

My name is John Miller and | represent the Aurora Hunting and Fishing Club.

The past few years we have seen accidents because of members trying to enter from the west. We
believe that it would be more dangerous to cross more lanes of traffic. That being the case we do not
want an entrance from the west. Is it possible to get a turn lane from the east?

We are also interested in a sound barrier like the one that has been installed between Douglas and
Briarcliff.

Thank you
John Miller
President Aurora Hunting and Fishing Club

From my Android phone on T-Mobile. The first nationwide 4G network.
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 1 / District 1
201 West Center Court / Schaumburg, lllinois 60196-1096

s FILE COPY

«Full_Name»

«Titlex»

«CompanyAgency»

«Office»

«Address1»

«Address2»

«Address3»

«City», «State» «PostalCode»

Dear «Alt_Salutation»:

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to
attend the second open house public meeting concerning the improvement of
US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of
Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. This improvement is not currently
included in the Department's FY 2015-2020 Proposed Multi-Modal
Transportation Improvement Program. However, this project will be included in
our priorities for future funding consideration among similar improvement needs
throughout the region.

The general scope of work for this improvement is anticipated to consist of
widening and reconstruction to provide two lanes in each direction separated by
a median, intersection improvements, traffic signal modernization, as well as
improvements to enhance safety, mobility and local access throughout the

US 30 project corridor.

The purpose of the meeting is to present the improvement alternatives and
obtain public input. The details of the meeting are as follows:

Date: Wednesday July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Montgomery Village Hall

200 N. River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown
continuously during the meeting. Project team members will be present to
discuss the project and answer questions. Written comments can be submitted
at the meeting, mailed after the meeting, or submitted to the project website at
www.US30baselineroadstudy.org. Comments received by August 13, 2014 will
become part of the official public meeting record.

Attached, is a copy of the display advertisement that will appear in the
July 9, 2014 and July 23, 2014 editions of the Beacon News, as well as the
July 10, 2014 and July 24, 2014 editions of the Ledger Sentinel.

D-4.3-75



«Full_Name»
July 1, 2014
Page 2

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me or

Kimberly Murphy, Consultant Studies Unit Head, at (847) 705-4791.

Very truly yours,

D/AAC"Z;*W a

John Fortmann, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways,
Region One Engineer

Enclosure
bcce: Omer Osman
Aaron Weatherholt

Charles Ingersoll
Leigh Ann Vanausdoll
John Fortmann
Jose Rios
Brian Carlson

Subile

Prepared By: Ken Doll, Ext. 4088
Bureau of Programming

S:\Gen\WP\p&es\CONSULT\Projects - Active\US 30 (IL 47 to IL 31)\Meetings\Public Meeting #2 July 30,
2014\Notifications\FINAL US 30 PM #2 List-A Letter.docx
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PUBLIC MEETING

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to attend an open
house public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to
IL 31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. The
details of the meeting are as follows:

Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall
200 N River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:

e To present the purpose and need for the improvement
e To present alternatives to be carried forward
¢ To obtain public input

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Project team members will be present to discuss the project and answer
questions.

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring special
assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to attend who will
need a sign language interpreter or similar accommodations can notify the Department’s
TTY/TTD number at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711,
and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Lori Brown, Project Manager

Phone: (847) 705-4477

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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Mr. Michael M. Sturino

President & CEO

lllinois Road and Transportation Builders
Association

500 Park Boulevard

Suite 1250

Itasca, IL 60143

Mr. Carl Schoedel, P.E.

County Engineer/Director of Transportation
Kane County

Division of Transportation

41W011 Burlington Road

St. Charles, IL 60175

Mr. Francis Klaas
County Engineer
Kendall County
Highway Department
6780 Route 47
Yorkville, IL 60560

LTC Fredric Drummond, Jr.
Commander and District Engineer
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Chicago District - Regulatory Branch
231 South LaSalle Street

Suite 1500

Chicago, IL 60604

Ms. Catherine Batey

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
lllinois Division

U.S. Department of Transportation
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

The Honorable Kay Hatcher
lllinois State Representative
Fiftieth Representative District
608 E Veterans Parkway

P O Box 1150

Yorkville, IL 60560

The Honorable Stephanie Kifowit
lllinois State Representative
Eighty-fourth Representative District
1677 Montgomery Road, Suite 116
Aurora, IL 60504

Ms. Beth Mosher
Director of Public Affairs
AAA - Chicago

975 Meridian Lake Drive
Aurora, IL 60504

Mr. Christopher J. Lauzen
County Board Chairman
Kane County

Government Center

719 South Batavia Avenue
Geneva, IL 60134

Mr. John Shaw
Chairman of the Board
Kendall County

111 W. Fox Street
Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Andrew Velasquez

Regional Administrator, Region V

Office of Homeland Security

Federal Emergency Management Agency
536 S. Clark Street

6th Floor

Chicago, IL 60605-1521

Ms. Louise Clemency

Field Supervisor

U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Chicago lllinois Field Office
1250 S. Grove Ave.

Suite 103

Rarrinatan 11 ANNAN

The Honorable Linda Chapa LaVia
lllinois State Representative
Eighty-third Representative District
8 East Galena Boulevard

Suite 240

Aurora, IL 60506

The Honorable Tom Cross

lllinois State Representative
Ninety-seventh Representative District
24047 West Lockport Street

Suite 213

Plainfield, IL 60544
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The Honorable Jennifer Bertino-Tarrant
lllinois State Senator

Forty-ninth Legislative District

15300 Route 59

Unit 202

Plainfield, IL 60544

The Honorable Linda Holmes
lllinois State Senator
Forty-second Legislative District
76 South LaSalle Street

Suite 202

Aurora, IL 60505

The Honorable Brian LeClercq
Village President

Village of Oswego

100 Parkers Mill

Oswego, IL 60543

The Honorable Matt Brolley
Village President

Village of Montgomery

200 North River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

The Honorable Thomas J. Weisner
Mayor

City of Aurora

44 East Downer Place

Aurora, IL 60507

Ms. Monica A. Meyers

Executive Director

Forest Preserve District of Kane County
1996 S. Kirk Road

Suite 320

Geneva, IL 60134

Mr. Jim Underwood

Executive Director

lllinois Capital Development Board
401 South Second Street
Springfield, IL 62703

The Honorable Jim Oberweis
lllinois State Senator
Twenty-fifth Legislative District
959 Oak Street

North Aurora, IL 60542

The Honorable Randy Hultgren
Member of Congress

Fourteenth Congressional District
1797 State Street

Suite A

Geneva, IL 60134

The Honorable Gary J. Golinski
Mayor

City of Yorkville

800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL 60560

The Honorable P. Sean Michels
Village President

Village of Sugar Grove

10 South Municipal Drive
Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. John J. Hoscheit

President

Forest Preserve District of Kane County
1996 S. Kirk Road, Suite 320

Geneva, IL 60134

Mr. Benjamin Brockschmidt

Executive Director-Infrastructure Council
lllinois Chamber of Commerce

300 South Wacker Drive

Suite 1600

Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Jonathan Feipel

Executive Director

lllinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Ave.
Springfield, IL 62701-1827
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Mr. Joseph G. Costello

Executive Director

Regional Transportation Authority
175 W. Jackson Boulevard

Suite 1550

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Matt Hart

Executive Director

lllinois Trucking Association, Inc.
7000 S. Adams

Suite 130

Willowbrook, IL 60527

Mr. T. J. Ross

Executive Director

PACE

550 W. Algonquin Road

Arlington Heights, IL 60005-4412

Mr. Gary Grosskopf
Highway Commissioner
Oswego Township

P.O. Box 792

Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. James K. Detzler
Township Supervisor
Oswego Township
4100 Route 71
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Robert Walker
Township Supervisor
Bristol Township
9075 Cornelis Road
Bristol, IL 60512

Mr. William R. Catching
Township Supervisor
Aurora Township

80 North Broadway
Aurora, IL 60505

Mr. Marc Miller

Director

lllinois Department of Natural Resources
Office of Water Resources

One Natural Resources Way
Springfield, IL 62702-1271

Mr. Randy Blankenhorn

Executive Director

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
233 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 800

Chicago, IL 60606

Ms. Lisa Bonnett

Interim Director

lllinois Environmental Protection Agency
1021 N. Grand Ave. East

P.O. Box 1927

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Mr. Greg Huggins
Highway Commissioner
Sugar Grove Township
70 West First Street
P.O. Box 465

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Mr. John Shoemaker
Highway Commissioner
Aurora Township

220 Butterfield Road
North Aurora, IL 60542

Mr. Tom Rowe
Township Supervisor
Sugar Grove Township
54 Snow Street

P.O. Box 465

Sugar Grove, IL 60554

Ms. Susan Headman

Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, IL 60604-3507
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Mr. Jeff Wehrli Mr. Jeff Corneils

President Highway Commissioner

Kendall County Forest Preserve District Bristol Township Highway Department
110 West Madison Street P.O. Box 165

Yorkville, IL 60560 Bristol, IL 60512
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PUBLIC MEETING

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to attend an open
house public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL 47 to
IL 31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. The
details of the meeting are as follows:

Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall
200 N River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:

e To present the purpose and need for the improvement
e To present alternatives to be carried forward
e  To obtain public input

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Project team members will be present to discuss the project and answer
questions.

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring special
assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to attend who will
need a sign language interpreter or similar accommodations can notify the Department’s
TTY/TTD number at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711;
and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

Illinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Lori Brown, Project Manager

Phone: (847) 705-4477

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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5 day forecast {® AccuWeather.com
TODAY g, THURSDAY FRIDAY SATURDAY SUNDAY
580 . e = . ~ ./ﬁ
Partly sunny today. Winds northwest 6-12 mph. | Pleasant with clouds | Partly sunny, a t-storm | Some sun, a t-storm Clouds and sun, a
A moonlit sky tonight. Winds west-southwest and sun in spots possible; humid t-storm or two
3-6 mph. 78° 62° 80° 67° 85° 68° 83° 63°
Sun and Moon Rrise st . Lake Michigan
Sun today 5:24 a.m. 8:27 p.m. Wlsl:gqgn Dells  yind from the northwest at 6-12 knots becoming - %
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Weather (W): s-sunny, pe-partly cloudy, ¢-cloudy,
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Sn-snow, i-ice.

and tonight's lows,

/56 .
Forecasts and graphic$ provided

by ‘AccuWeather, Inc. ©2014

|.0(:a| Almanac Through 5 p.m. yesterday.

Temperatures

High / low 81°/69°
Record high / low  99° (1955) / 48° (1984)
Average humidity 61%
Barometer at 5 p.m. 29.76”
Precipitation

24 hours through 5 p.m. 0.54”
Month to date (normal) 1.36" (0.84”)
Year to date (normal) 24.01" (17.37")
Record for July 8.33"(1982)
Pollen

Grass Moderate  Weeds  Moderate
Trees Low  Mold High
Source: National Allergy Bureau

Air Quality

Today’s forecast Good, Particulates
Yest. Moderate, 66, Particulates

0-50 Good; 51-100 Moderate; 101-150 Unhealthy for sen-
sitive groups; 151-200 Unhealthy; 201-300 Very Unhealthy;
Source: lllinois EPA

301-500 Hazardous

National Weather for Wednesday
30s 40s 50s 60s 70s

-10s -0s 0s 10s 20s 80s 90s 100s 110s

Minneapolis’

(NICE)—75/59 R

S8

Shown are noon positions of
weather systems and precipitation.
Temperature bands are highs for the day.
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Showers  Rain  T-storms Snow  Flurries Ice

Cold front

BB Stationary front
Warm front

Floodwaters

from the Missis-
sippi River nearly
cover signs near
Mississippi Street
in Elsah, Ill., on
Tuesday. The river
continued its slow
rise Tuesday at
several Mis-

souri and Illinois
towns. | AP-THE TELE-
GRAPH, JOHN BADMAN

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to
attend an open house public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30
(Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 inthe City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery
in Kane and Kendall Counties. The details of the meeting are as follows:
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This E-Sheet(r) is provided as conclusive evidence that the ad appeared in Suburban Chicago News on the date & page indicated. You may not create derivative works, or in any way exploit or repurpose any content.

Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall

200 N River Street

Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:

* To present the purpose and need for the improvement
* To present alternatives to be carried forward

* To obtain public input

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown
continuously during the meeting. Project team members will be present to

discuss the project and answer questions.

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring special
assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to
attend who will need a sign language interpreter or similar accommodations can
notify the Department’s TTY/TTD number at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users
(Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least
five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation

201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming
Lori Brown, Project Manager
Phone: (847) 705-4477

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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DONATE YOUR CAR

Wheels For Wishes Béneﬁnng

MAKE L_WISH

*Free Vehicle/Boat Pickup ANYWHERE
*We Accept All Vehicles Running or Not
*Fully Tax Deductible

WheelsForW|sh;}.org

Call: (773) 997-2577

llinois

‘Conceale

approved by the

Call 312-969-5555

Register online at
GunSafetyGroup.com

Ilinois ey

Carry Permit

Courses and instructors

Illinois State Police
Also offering the Utah non-resident permit
his permit is good in over

30 states including Wisconsin qualifying
toward 4hrs of the 16 hr IL requirement
Florida permit certification also available

4hr course.

Classes Held Weeklr
Day and evenings available

Thursdays

Aurora Hampton Inn & Suites
2423 Bushwood Drive
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The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to
attend an open house public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30
(Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 inthe City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery
in Kane and Kendall Counties. The details of the meeting are as follows:

Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall

200 N River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:

* To present the purpose and need for the improvement

* To present alternatives to be carried forward

* To obtain public input
Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown
continuously during the meeting. Project team members will be present to
discuss the project and answer questions.

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring special
assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to
attend who will need a sign language interpreter or similar accommodations can
notify the Department’s TTY/TTD number at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users
(Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least
five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Lori Brown, Project Manager

Phone: (847) 705-4477

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org

lllinois Department of Transportation
PUBLIC MEETING

Viewpoint

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Another look at Illinois job growth

I am writing in response to the column
about Illinois job growth by Scott Reeder.

Reeder claims that Illinois should follow
Indiana’s lead by enacting right to work
laws, cutting business taxes, and lower
worker’s compensation rates. He cites a
single source for his data, which is a red
flag for any researcher. I'd like to offer many
sources to counteract Reeder’s claims.

According to the Illinois Department of
Commerce and Economic Development,
Illinois ranks highest in the nation to start a
business. It also ranks third in the nation for
business expansion. And according to the
Center for Tax and Budget Accountability,
Illinois ranks fifth in the nation for GDP, yet
ranks 49th in education spending.

Some of this “success” comes at the
expense of schools, infrastructure, and state
services. For example, according to the 2012
EDGE Tax credit report, over 300 Illinois
companies have been allowed to keep their
employees’ state tax withholdings, often with-
out their knowledge, effectively eliminating or
greatly reducing corporate tax liabilities.

And according to the Illinois Department
of Revenue, over 66 percent of Illinois corpo-

rations pay no tax whatsoever.

Illinois can’t continue to eliminate cor-
porate tax liabilities and let the rest of the
people pick up the tab.

Reeder mentions right to work laws,
but a union’s ability to negotiate its work-
ing conditions, benefits, and salary are an
important balance to management’s needs.
A look throughout history reveals several
management abuses through the years that
necessitated the need for strong unions ...
for example, the elimination of break time,
men being paid more than women, and fir-
ings due to political beliefs.

Today, many issues are returning, like
employees fired because of their Facebook
friends, what they wore to work, or because
they got a speeding ticket. Right to work
laws prevent the necessary balance to help
prevent management abuses such as these.

If Tllinois wants to attract more busi-
nesses, they should create a fair tax system,
honor their contracts, and pay their bills
on time. When it comes to an educated and
strong work force, Indiana has a tough time
competing with Illinois. Illinois has a much
more diverse, culturally rich, and techno-
logically-based labor market than Indiana,
which will continue to attract businesses to
Illinois.

David Carroll
Bolingbrook

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to
attend an open house public meeting concerning the improvement of US 30
(Baseline Road) from IL 47 to IL 31 inthe City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery
in Kane and Kendall Counties. The details of the meeting are as follows:

Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014
Time: 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall

200 N River Street
Montgomery, IL 60538

Purpose of the Meeting:

* To present the purpose and need for the improvement

* To present alternatives to be carried forward

* To obtain public input
Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown
continuously during the meeting. Project team members will be present to
discuss the project and answer questions.

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring special
assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to
attend who will need a sign language interpreter or similar accommodations can
notify the Department’s TTY/TTD number at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users
(Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least
five (5) days prior to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Attn: Bureau of Programming

Lori Brown, Project Manager

Phone: (847) 705-44717

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselineroadstudy.org
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Continued from page 6

Nalgreen stock because it grows and produces results. Mr.
Walgreen would be pleased, I am sure. When government
nterfers in the form of taxation way above competing na-
jons, a corporation needs to make hard decisions, such as
noving overseas 10 avoid that 35 percent tax.

Mr. Durbin, you proposed a tax credit to keep compa-
sies here in the U.S. I have a simpler solution; just lower
‘he corporate tax to 20 to 25 percent, Walgreens and oth-
ars will stay put and the folks in Dixon will be happy.

DON LASS
Oswego

o s
Visit farmer’s market. ..

“If every household in Tlinois dedicated just $10 of
their weekly grocery budget towards lllinois Products —
$47 million would be re-invested in the Illinois economy.
That'’s over $2.4 billion annualiy.”

The Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) is chal-
lenging residents to devote a small portion of their food
budget to Illinois-made products. Take the $10 Illinois
Product Pledge at agr.state il.us/marketingfilprod.

The Sugar Grove Farmer’s Market invites you to spend
that $10 weekly at our market which is held every Satur-
day, from 8 a.m. to noon in the parking lot of the Village
of Sugar Grove located at 10 Municipal Drive (Rt. 30) in
Sugar Grove. We are a rain or shine market and we wel-
come residents from Sugar Grove and our surrounding
communities.

Sugar Grove, you especially told us you wanted more
vendors and we had 17 last week. We have cheese, eggs,
meat, veggies, fruit, native plants, gourmet doggie treats,
fresh ground coffee, honey, bread, pastries, cupcakes and
so much more.

But the vendors need you to participate if you want
them to come back weekly. Show them that Sugar Grove
and our surrounding communities want a local farmer’s
market by making it viable.

Our farmer's market serves as integral links between
urban, suburban, and rural communities, affording farm-
ers and their consumers the opportunity to interact.

Did You Know That
Hometowne Insurance
Services is Your

WEST BEND
MUTUAL

INSURANCE
Agency?

WEST BEND"

THE SILVER LINING*

Auto » Home « Life » Commercial
WWWHOMETOWNEINSURANCE.COM

The popularity of farmers markets continues 10 rise, as
more and more consumers discover the joys of shopping
for unique ingredients sold direct from the farm, and the
pleasure of buying familiar products in their freshest pos-
sible state.

Take an opportunity to celebrate the benefits of farm-
ers markets and the bountiful production of our nation's
farmers who, while providing for our needs, are among
the best stewards of our land.

Join our Facebook page at Sugar Grove Farmer’s Mar-

ket.
PAT GRACEFFA
Sugar Grove Farmer’s Market Volunteer
Sugar Grove

An answer to previous letter...

Only occasionally do I'bother to find words to address
our verbose Mr. Ed Washak. He asks one question at the
end of his July 3 letter to the Ledger-Sentnel Forum. Did
you catch it?” After writing again on evil conservatives,
he outlines some snippets from misguided neocons and
right wing personalities.

1 don’t recommend Wikipedia for a source, but in a
pinch it's all right for an overview. According to Wiki,
neoconservatism raised its head in the 1960s and yes,
some of its proponents are recognizable names. They
(neocons) “frequently advocate the “assertive™ promotion
of democracy and promotion of “American national inter-
est” in international affairs including by means of military
force.” What's wrong with assertive promotion of democ-

Our readers’ opinions

racy? We do not live in a cocoon. When radical groups
want 1o conquer, whe will stand for “democracy?” Who
wants war? I don’t, and I'm not convinced, no matter what
Mr. Ed asserts, that conservatives lust to see war after war
after war, What they may want, however, is to see demo-
cratic ideals triumph over the evils of radical ideals,
CINDY AKRE
Plano

OUTDOOR POWER EQUIP PARTS & SERVICE
Zero-Turn & Commercial Walk Behind

Mowers Available

WEORLDLAWN'

Lubricants « Tires
Mower Blades & Belts
Chainsaw Parts * Engine Parts
Golf Cart Parts » Carburators
Mufflers + Generators
Batteries * Tune-Up Kits

Kart Werks Inc.

Equipment & Sales
630.896.3066
721 §. Lake St., Montgomery

of the meeting are as follows:

Date:
Time:

Purpose of the Meeting:

s To obtain public input

questions.
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201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1086
Attn: Bureau of Programming
Lorl Brown, Project Manager
Phone: {847) 705-4477

The lllinois Department of Transportation (Department) cordially invites you to attend an open
house public meeting concemning the Improvement of US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL47 to IL
31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. The details

Wednesday, July 30, 2014
4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: Village Hall

200 N River Strest
Montgomery, IL 60538

s To present the purpose and need for the improvement
« To present alternatives to ba caried forward

Exhibits will be on display and an audio-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Project team members will be present to discuss the project and answer

This meeting will be accessible to people with tisabiliies. Anyone requiring special assistance
should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons planning to aftend who will need a sign
language interpreter or similar accommodations can nolify the Department's TTY/TTD number
at (800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and for Telebraille dial
(877) 526-6670 at Ieast five (5) days pg‘or to the meeting.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:
Ilinois Department of Transportation

or submitted through the project website: www.{JS30baselineroadstudy.o

Theywon'

come if
they don't
know you
exist.

ADVERTISE
HERE!

ANDERSON FARM PRODUCE

Quality Fruits & Vegetables

Arkansas

& Georgia

T £ { Pt B N,

251 Montgomery Rd., Montgomery * 630-896-8835

Tomatoes

Peaches

Other Quali
Fruits & Ve(,geta les

Nectarines * Plums » Grapes « Polatoes
Cantaloupes * Onions « Cucumbers * Pickles
Green Beans * Zucchini + Green Peppers
Yellow Squash & More!
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Continued from page 5
policy debate,

QOur Founding Fathers were clear oa a number of things
we can learn from history. Even if we strongly disagree,
the original documents are clear. They believed in limited
government. Why? Because they knew the opposite. They
believed in liberty because they knew the opposite. Re-
member, too, that issues over taxation vexed many. They
knew what over-taxation would lead people to do, some-
thing we've forgotten. They didn’t just guess or share
opinion. And when they were divided, they spoke clearly,
strongly defending their stances. These men were brilliant
yet now we have professors in certain colleges advocating
we stop teaching the Constitution, Why? Because they dis-
agree with it. They think it’s a dead document. Thank you
to those who are clearly writing about issues, defending
them from the historical perspective. My hat’s off to you.
Know where you stand as time is running out for those of
you who just want to go on swimming in the sea of igno-
rance.

CINDY AKRE
Plano

. Did You Know That
Hometowne Insurance
: Services is Your

WEST BEND
MUTUAL

INSURANCE
Agency?

i
/-{qv;m' BEND®
THE SILVER LINING®

CE

Services, Inc.
Auto » Home * Life « Commercial
SURANCE.COM

Don't weep for Walgreens...

This week the International Systém of Units redefined
the fastest measure of time to date. It seems Republican
Senator Mark Kirk of Illinois created this new measure of
time when he criticized the current administration and its
connection to the crash in the Ukraine. They said the time
between the two events was 50 fast it gave a new defini-
tion of what is referred to as a blink of an eye.

Last week a Ledger-Sentinel letter writer wanted all of
us to pull out the weep hankie because Walgreens was
moving overseas. It seems the writer feels the current tax
system hurts big business by over taxation. Corporations,
being the warm hearted and benevolent entities they are,
should be treated less harshly and not be overly taxed, thus
driving them to seek refuge overseas. Seems we have for-
gotten the schools Mr. Walgreen ran so his future employ-
ees would become educated. He paved roads, built bridges
an;ig]pemtedairportssohisgoodsnndservicescouldﬂow
seamlessly to his customers. He maintained several de-
partments to oversee that his products were safe and not
harm his customers. Mr. Walgreen maintained a court sys-
tem with tens of thousands of employees to uphold his
business contracts, And yes Mr, Walgreen paid for mili-
tary and police protection so his employees would feel
safe inside the borders.

Corporations like Walgreens do not become successful
on their own. People who shop and work for them make
them successful. The same who pay taxes so all those ben-
efits are afforded. Corporations who run from the U.S. and
set up shop overseas shouid be treated more harshly by
way of taxes and fees than companies who stay and pay
their fair share. In regards to the high tax rate of corpora-
tions, one should open up Forbes magazine, that ultra lib-
eral finance magazine. They looked at the taxes
corporations pay and it makes you see that you would
rather be taxed as a corporation than an individual. The
highest payers were Exxon and Chevron who paid about
25 percent on net income. That wds after CPAs hacked out
huge deductions and whittled down the reported revenues
by billions and billions of dollars, and then they paid taxes
on what was left. Many companies like GE paid nothing
on their billions of net income. In the early 1930s corpo-
rations paid as much in taxes to Uncle Sam as individuals,
today individuals pay 400 percent more in tax revenue. If

13 Dolphin Ct., Oswedo

Established Since 1983 Serving Your Local Community

of the mesting are as follows:

Date:
Time:

Purpose of the Meseting:

s To obtain public input

questions.

Hlinois Department of Transportation
PUBLIC MEETING

201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1086
Attn: Bureau of Programming

{ orl Brown, Projact Manager
Phone: (847) 705-4477

The liinols Department of Transportation (Department) cordially Invites you to attend an cpen
housa public meeting conceming the improvement of US 30 (Baseline Road) from IL47 to IL
31 in the City of Yorkville and Village of Montgomery in Kane and Kendall Counties. The datails

Wednesday, July 30, 2014
4:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Location: 'Village Hall

200 N River Strest
Montgomery, IL. 80538

« To present the purpose and need for the improvement -
o To present aiternatives to be carried forward

Exhibits will be on display and an audlo-visual presentation will be shown continuously during
the meeting. Projact team members will be present to discuss the project and answer

This meeting will be accessible to people with disabilities. Anyone requiring spacial assistance
should contact Lori Brown at {847) 705-4477. Persons planning to attend who will need a sign
language Intarpreter or similar accommodations can notify the Depariment's TTY/TTD number
at {800) 526-0844/ or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and for Telebraille dial
(877) 526-8670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeling.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to:
Hlinois Department of Transportation

or submitted through the project website: www.US30baselinsroadstudy.org
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we went back to levels of the 1930s we could ﬂgy off out
national deficit in about 10 years. Also those who say cor-
porations will pass along the tax bill to its customers for-
get we all don't shop at every company 50 many of us will
be unaffected by price increases. So please don't weep for
poor old Walgreens. You know who will have to pick up
the void in tax revenue they won't have to pay in the future
while they rub elbows with the socialists overseas.
ED WASHAK
Yorkville

No justification for Hamas...

Who is Hamas?

Hamas is a terrorist organization plain and simple.
Thousands of rockets being fired from Gaza at Israel are
an abomination. Hamas started this current “war” by kid-
napping and killing three innocent teenage boys. The
Hamas “Charter's” goal is not to end Jsraei’s policy settie-
ment, but to wipe Israel off the map. Hamas uses civilians
in Gaza, including children, as human shiekls. Hamas
trains children to glorify death and “martyrdom,” while
Israel educates children to affirm life and advance the
frontiers of human knowledge,

There is a clear fundamental difference between a
despotic regime, Hamas-ruled Gaza, and a democracy, Is-
rael. No country, neither America nor the European na-
tions nor anyone else for that matter, would tolerate
volleys of deadly rockets fired at them with the aim of
causing murder and mayhem. There can be no justifica-
tion for such acts of terror. Israel left Gaza in 2005, lock,
stock and barrel. Israel, not Egypt, not the British, not the
Ottomans, 1o one, offered Gaza the opportunity that [s-
rael did to chart its own destiny. What did Hamas do?
They took over power by ousting the Palestinian Author-
ity, killing many in the process. There is no chance for
peace if this very same Hamas is allowed to share gover-
nance with the Palestinian Authority. Israel has not only a
right, but an obligation, to defend itself, which means
going after the terrorist infrastructure and its leadership.

DR. GARY L. KRITZBERG
Yorkville

Don't be blind to mistakes...

There are times when [ find great difficulty in not re-
sponding to what others write. So, considering such an
idea, here is some thought regarding a Forum letter, which
appeared in a recent Ledger-Sentinel.

The author of one article indicated: "I care not about let-
ters that list a number of 'Republican mistakes' because I
know that they are meant to detract from the big issues of
today.” We would indeed be bind to mistakes (even in the
past} if we fail to admit that there were wrongdoings.

Errors of judgment can most likely be found in all po-
litical administrations if we search hard enough. If we fail
to admit to historical wrongdoings, aren't we liable to see
them repeated? If the "trickle down theory" (for example)
really truly worked, as promoted by a former president,
would there continue to be so many home foreclosures
since everyone would benefit from the few gaining more
wealth? And, what about the hundreds of homeless and
the hundreds of peopie who go to food banks, wouldn't
they be helped by having more of the wealth?

The author of the letter continued: "Who can't match
the list with Democrats' mistakes? I can think of many but
won't bother listing them." Why not list them? If there are
mistakes and errors of judgment, let everyone know, Per-
haps, then such mistakes or errors would not be repeated.

While some people collect sports cards, beer cans or
something else, I have numerous news clippings from the
past. Here are some examples: "President defends Texas
oil dealings" (2002), "Cheney, Company Sued," (2002),
"Congressional perks safe from budget cuts" (1997), "Ex-
jawmaker benefits from pension loopholes® (1997),
"Fitzgerald sold $13.3 million in stock in '01" (2002).
How many of us would like to have just a few of the ben-
efits enjoyed by people we send to represent us in our gov-
emment, even those who make "mistakes"?

RICHARD KASTNER
Aurora.

Pork choP dinner thanks...

The Friends of Extension and the Kendall County 4-H
Foundation would like to take this opportunity to thank
the community for their generous support of our pork cho
dinner held on Saturday, July 19. We understand wi
today's busy times, we all must make choices about whom
and what we can and cannot support. We especially thank
those organizations and individuals who were able to
make a monetary gift towards our expenses. A big thank
you also needs to go to the Kendall County Pork Produc-
ers who volunteer their time to cook the meal, the Kendall
County Fair Association for use of the fairgrounds, the
Master Gardeners who help serve and last but not least,
the 4-H'ers and others who sell tickets and volunteer their
time to help. This year we raffled off a 4-H quilt and
matching pillow won by B. Reppy of Minooka and made
by former 4-H and Youth advisor, Mary Ann Petersen. All
proceeds from this event will be used to further 4-H and
youth activities through the Kendall County Extension

Unit. Once again, Thank you.
DIANE MORRIS

Friends of Extension Committee
"Kendall County 4-H Foundation
Executive Director

Plano



N . July 30, 2014
The lllinois Department of Transportation invites

you to attend an open house public meeting 4:00TO 7:00 PM

concerning the improvement of US Route 30

from IL Route 47 to IL Route 31. Montgomery Village Hall
The purpose of this meeting is to: 200 N. River Street
Montgomery, IL

¢ To present the Purpose & Need for the

improvement For additional information, please contact:
Illinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court
¢ To present the alternatives carried forward Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming
e B Lori Brown, P.E., Project Manager
¢ Solicit public input Phone: (847) 705-4477

Email: info@us30baselineroadstudy.org

This meeting will be accessible to handicapped individuals. Anyone needing special assistance should contact Lori Brown at (847) 705-4477. Persons
planning to attend who will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify the Departments TTY/TDD number (800)
526-0844/or 711;TTY Users (Spanish) (800) 501-0865/ or 711; and for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior to the meeting.

. . PLEASE
lllinois Department PLACE
of Transportation STAMP

HERE

201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096
Attn: Bureau of Programming

Lori Brown, Project Manager




PUBLIC MEETING #2 POST CARD MAILING LIST

Mr. Mike Hine

Engineering Team Leader

Federal Highway Administration, Illinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Matt Fuller
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Michael Witter
19900 Governors Drive, Suite 200
Olympia Fields, IL 60461-1021

Ms. Kathy Chernich

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Chicago District-Regulatory Branch
231 S. LaSalle Street, Suite 1500
Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Ken Westlake

Chief of NEPA Implementation Section
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Walt Zyznieuski

Bureau of Design & Environment

Illinois Department of Transportation
2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Mr. Todd W. Hill

Bicycle and Pedestrain Coordinator - Bureau of
Design & Environment

Illinois Department of Transportation

2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room
330Springfield, IL 62764

Ms. Laura Perna

Illinois Department of Natural Resources James
R. Thompson Center

100 West Randolph, Suite 2-200

Chicago, IL 60601

Sheriff Richard A. Randall
Kendall County

1102 Cornell Lane
Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. Bart Olson

City Administrator
United City of Yorkville
800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL 60560

Mr. J. D. Stevenson

Planning, Environmental & ROW Team Leader
Federal Highway Administration, Illinois Division
US Department of Transportation

3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Jim P. Allen
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Michael Long
200 West Adams Street, Suite 310
Chicago, IL 60606

Mr. Soren Hall

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Chicago District-Regulatory Branch
231 S. LaSalle Street, Suite 1500
Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Ted C. Fultz, P.E.

Location & Environmental Studies Engineer
Illinois Department of Transportation Region 2,
District 3

700 East Norris Drive

Ottawa, IL 61350

Mr. Scott Stitt

Bureau of Design & Environment

Illinois Department of Transportation 2300
South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Ms. Anne Haaker

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
One Old State Capitol Plaza

Springfield, IL 62701

Mr. Taghi Mohammed
550 West Algonquin Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60005-4412

Mr. Jeff Wehrl
Kendall County Board
27 Na-Au-Say Court
Oswego, IL 60543

Mr. Eric Dhuse

Director of Public Works
United City of Yorkville
800 Game Farm Road
Yorkville, IL 60560

D-4.3-88

Mr. Jon Paul Kohler
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Ms. Robin Helmerichs
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Mr. Steve Vahl

Environmental Officer

77 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 2400
Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. David S. Alexander, P.E.

Phase | Unit Chief
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2255 RATH INVESTMENTS LLC
ANTHONY HOPP, AS AGENT

ALEJANDRO FERRER

ALFREDO M REYES

ANA & CRUZ CEDENO, VARGAS ELBA

ANDREW HARTMAN

ANNA E AGUIRRE & EDUARDO QUIROGA

ANTWAUN L PARNELL & TAMEKIA PUCKETT-
PARNELL

AURORA HUNTING & FISHING CLUB

BETZ FAMILY TRUST
% JOHN D & MARY KAY BETZ TRUSTEES
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BRET A & JULIE K GUIDRY

AARON LUCILLE & THEODORE J CONRARDY
% AARON CONRARDY

ALFONSO MONRAZ & IRMA R TOVAR

ALICE N HUMPHREY

ANDRE & TONYA HOUSE

ANDREW J & JESSICA M SCHULTZ

ANTHONY G & GERALYN SURIANO

ARC FTMTGILOO1 LLC
%FIFTH THIRD BANK ATTN: MDGRLMS8E

BARBARA HOLTMAN

BLUE BOAR INN INC
% RON D MORRIS
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ABEL CHAVARRIA

ALFREDO & IGNACIO RUIZ

ALTA INDUSTRIAL REAL ESTATE COMPANY LLC

ANDRES D & TRACY V WILEY

ANGEL & SHARON BALDERAS

ANTONIO TRUJILLO & ANGELICA CALVILLO

ARTURO & LIDIA ALCANTAR

BETTY J WENDLING

BRANDON & KRISTIN PARRY

BRIAN JOHN MIGLIORINI
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BRIAN SHARP

CARLA HERDRICH

CHARLES CASTANEDA & JOYCE TRUST

COLLEEN M BRUMMEL

CRAIG & JILLIAN DENGES

DARREN C MOORE

DAVID L SMITH

DONALD E SCHRAMM

EDWARD F & HOLLY A FOWLER
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BRYAN A PACHOWICZ

CARRIE COLLANDER

CHERYL A PRUETT

COMMONWEALTH EDISON

CRUZ | LLAMAS

DAVE E & FELICIA L GAINES

DAVID LANDEROS & ANTONIO LANDEROS

DONALD J & CAROL S HAMMAN

ELEANOR A BYRNE DECLARATION OF TRUST
% LINDA & ROBERT T LEAMY SR CO-TRUSTEES

ERIKA ROCHA
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BRYAN S RICHTER

CATHERINE BOTTIGLIERO

CHRISTOPHER Z KOSCIUKIEWICZ

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO
% PROPERTY TAX SERVICES
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DAVID & TERESA HOFFMAN

DENNIS PORTER

DRH CAMBRIDGE HOMES INC
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ERNESTO A CAMPOS

FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE
CORPORATION
%HOMESTEPS ASSEST SERVICES

FOX VALLEY PARK DISTRICT

FRANCISCO & MARIA RUIZ

GARY & RHONDA GLOVER

GINA R HANSON

H LINDEN & SONS DEVELOPMENT INC
HARRY LINDEN

JAMES A KELCHNER

JANEEN CAMP

JASON R & KELLY L COLUZZI
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FIRST NATIONAL BANK IN CHICAGO

%NORTH STAR TRUST CO ATTN: MARY KATTOS
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% FOSTER PREMIER
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FRANCISCO & MARIA G RODRIGUEZ

FREDERICK E KAZIENKO

GEORGE L JR & VICKIE R THORNTON

GUSTAVO LOPEZ & SANDRA SARMIENTO

IMADUDDIN MOHAMMAD & NABEELA SYED-
MOHAMMAD

JAMES MADDOX & VERA L NEAL-MADDOX

JASON A & TANYA M KINDLER

JEFFREY B LIMACHER
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JENNIFER DAVIDSON

JERRY M HILL JR & RHONDA HILL

JOHAN M & ANNELIE SMITH

JOHN T DAY

JON E NELSON

JOSE A BARRIENTOS

JOSHUA M HOOVER & STEPHANIE K MOORE

JUDITH ANN HOPPE

K-1 RENTALS LLC & PAUL A AUTEN

KATHRYN B BECKER

JENNIFER GLOCKSEN

JESSICA & NICHOLAS SCHMIDT

JOHN P & DIANE ALEXANDER

JOHN W & MARIE L HOPKINS

JORGE DUARTE

JOSEPH A & MARGARET FUMAGALLI

JOSHUA P THACKER & ANNE M WILLIAMS
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JULIA F LEVERING & LISA J CARPENTER

KANE COUNTY
KDOT RIGHT OF WAY COORDINATOR

KECK CEMETERY & SCHOOL LOT
% JACK KECK
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JENNIFER M KRALL

JOB, CARLOTA & ELIZABETH DELGADO

JOHN R & ALAINA LOMAS

|

JOSE & MARISOL RODRIGUEZ

JOSEPH R & LORI S NELL

JUAN C SPERAGGI

KANE COUNTY AS TRUSTEE

KENDALL COUNTY FOREST PRESERVE
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KENNETH MOY

LAKEWOOD CREEK LLC

LASALLE TRUST
CHICAGO TITLE LAND TRUST CO, TRUSTEE

LAWRENCE H SLATTERY & KATHLEEN A RAMSEY

LLOYD A & DORIS F BOWMAN TRS, TRUSTEES

MARCUS SHELTON & KOREEN ENGSTROM

MARY C RICE & MARGARET J HOWARD
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MELINDA A SPEER

MICHAEL J. DEGER
DNC, LLC

KIMBERLY SUTTON

LAKEWOOD CREEK WEST HOMEOWNERS

LATIF AHMAD & BUSHRA PARVEEN

LEE KERSHAW

LUCAS E & KELLY A NICHOLAS

MARIA | CUBERO & RAMOA HERNANDEZ

MATTHEW C & MINDY M POWELL

MCVICKERS ORCHARD LLC

MICHAEL & ROSA RAMOS

MICHAEL P GIEBEL
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LAKEWOOD CREEK HOMEOWNERS ASSN
%BAUM PROPERTY SERVICES

LAMARR E JUSTICE & KERTRINA R OPPERMAN

LAWRENCE & SAIRA CHUNG

LISA M & JERRY W DICKSON

M&N SUGAR GROVE HOLDINGS, LLC & ET AL

MARK E PLISKA

MATTHEW J & LISBETH C ROSS

MCVICKERS YORKVILLE LLC

MICHAEL A CHRZASZCZ & SARAH M NORTH

MILDRED L MCNEAL-JAMES & EDWARD A BUIE
% EDWARD ANTHONY BUIE
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MILDRED L MCNEAL-JAMES DCLRN TRUST,
TRUSTEE

| |

OLD SECOND NATIONAL BANK AURORA
% RODRIGUEZ VINCENT

ORCHARD PRAIRIE NORTH LLC
%PROPERTY TAX DEPT

PAMELA J WHITE

PAULINE PEARL & JILL ANN KRAJNOVICH

|
|

RANDALL RIESER

RAVISHANKAR RAJAGOPAL

REAIZ MOHAMMED & TRACY HOSPEDALES-
MOHAMMED

RICHARD T & MICHELLE PATSCH

|

NICHOLAS & JULIE LANZARA

OLD SECOND NATIONAL BANK AURORA
% WILLIAM BOHR

OXFORD BANK & TRUST, TRUSTEE

PATRICIA CASTRO

PEDRO & MARISO & ISRAEL OCTAVIO AGUIRRE

CARRETE MONARREZ

RAYMOND J & BARBARA R MIGLIORINI

REBECCA M MYERS

RICKEY & LEIA LEVY
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MIQUEL C ZEPEDA JR

OLD SECOND BANK OF AURORA, TRUSTEE
TRUST DEPT

ORCHARD PRAIRIE NORTH HOMEOWNERS
ASSOC
%KATHLEEN MCGUIRE

OZA & ANNETTE JACKSON

PATRICIA SLOVE

RAFAEL & LETICIA CHAVEZ

RAVIKUMAR V PILLALAMARI

RAYMOND S BORGMAN JR & BRIANNE N SMITH

RICHARD C IMMING DCLRN OR TR, TRUSTEE

ROBERT A PETERS SR, TRUST
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ROBERT E & MEGAN E MILEHAM
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RON B & CARMEN CARLSON

RONALD M CHUMBLEY Il & SARA R CHUMBLEY

RYSZARD & LEOKADIA MARCINIAK

SANJAY D & AJAY MEHTA
% ILA D & DIPAK R METHA

SEAN LOWERY

STEPHEN H & PAMELA F MITCHELL

STEVEN SVOBODA

THOMAS R BONGARD & YVONNE M BLANEY

TRACY J CARROLL

ROGERIO & AMY J FRAGALE

RONALD E BURKHAMER

RONNIE D & HELEN M MORRIS

SALVADOR & LISA M BECERRA

SCOTT A & MARIA T HOPKINS

SHAWN & MELANIE WADE

STEVE M & DEBRA J MICIENKO

THAM T DO & BANG NHAT NGUYEN

TIM W RAINEY

TRACY L, JAY D & PAMELA A WESSELS

D-4.3-98

RONALD D & ALICE BROWN

RUDY CAMPOS

SAMUEL T & ELEANOR MCCONNELL REVOC LIV
TRUST
% SAMUEL T MCCONNELL

SCOTT S & PHYLLIS M NEAL

STANDARD BANK & TRUST

STEVEN D JOHNSON

THOMAS R & DEBORAH J CASHION

TIMOTHY & LAURA SJOGREN

TRUST #8002355449
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UAW #145 BUILDING CORP

VICTORIA J PEAT

WAYNE HUMMER TRUST COMPANY NA

ZACHARY N & NICOLE E WEYDERT

MCVICKERS YORKVILLE LLC
2150 E. LAKE COOK RD.

MILLCO-BLACKBERRY CREEK LLC

JOHN M & LUISA A CRUZ

STEVEN R RUFF

JAMES E & NATALIE AHRENS

MARICELA LUNA

ULISES BAHENA

VICTORIAN APARTMENTS LLC
HARINADHA B KONERU

WILLIAMS GROUP LLC - 712-722 OAKTON

WAL-MART STORES INC

930 N RUSH STREET LLC
% J MARINO

MART PROPERTIES LLC

BRIAN T & AIDA A ALLEN

COLLEEN M GATLEY

CHRISTOPHER & DONNA GRAVER

DRH CAMBRIDGE HOMES INC

D-4.3-99

VICTORIA & DANIEL LAXTON

VILLAGE OF MONTGOMERY
% JEFF ZOEPHEL

YOUMIN XIONG

MART PROPERTIES LLC

MCVICKERS YORKVILLE LLC
2150 E. LAKE COOK RD.

MCVICKERS YORKVILLE LLC

MARTIN & MARIA G VALENZUELA

MEGHAN ARANKI

ANNETTE WIDEMAN

TIMOTHY S MUELLER
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LEOPOLDO ROCHA & DAVID JAMES STENGER

DRH CAMBRIDGE HOMES INC

ANGELL REALTY VII LLC %CHARLES T ANGELL

OSCAR & ELIZABETH FLORES

OLEGARIO A VILLALPANDO

TIMOTHY S & JINNELLE L WHITING

BRANDON CARLSON

SOLEDAD & LAURO SANDOVAL

MARTA C DURON

KEVIN PEARSON

ANTONIO & GABRIELLA CORAZZINA

SERGI GROUP LLC %JUSTIN D SERGI

JANELLE R RODRIGUEZ

THOMAS J FITZPATRICK & SUZAN GASIOR

SHARON L & LARRY F STOUT, LIVING TRUSTS

TINA RUIZ

ROBERT L WEBB

HARRY G GRAVELLY & CLARISSA L GAYTAN

MARKO DJURIC

MREF lllinois One LLC
Bank of America NA
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DANIEL ROBERT LOCKE

DONALD J & CAROL S HAMMAN

RAYMOND H & KATHLEEN ANN DILLER

CHARLES P & JANEL H BETSINGER

GARY W GOROBEGKO

WILLIAM L & SARAH S MOSHER

MATTHEW J HODGETTS

BARBARA WILLIAMS

AH4R IL4LLC

UNIT OWNERS OF SILVER SPRINGS
CONDOMINIUM
KEAY & COSTELLO PC, DJ SURY
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GB103 LLC OLGA RODRIGUEZ FOXMOOR TOWNHOME OWNERS ASSN.
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|1¥47 to IL31

US 30 (Baseline Road)
IL47toIL 31

Kane & Kendall Counties
Public Hearing Summary

The Public Hearing for the US 30 (Baseline Road) Phase I Study between IL 47 and IL 31 was held on
Wednesday, June 29 at Montgomery Village Hall, 200 River Street, Montgomery, Illinois from 4 - 7
PM. The hearing was an open house format with a continuously cycling audio-visual presentation,
exhibit boards, and large scale aerial exhibits showing existing conditions and preliminary designs.
The purpose of the hearing was to present the preferred alternative and the Section 4(f) impacts to
the Stuart Sports Complex and the Blackberry Trail Forest Preserve and to obtain public input.

The hearing was attended by approximately 85 people. Four verbal comments were recorded by
the court reporter and five individuals gave statements during the public forum that was held
from 6 PM to 7 PM. Seven comment forms were submitted at the hearing, with an additional
18 submitted by mail and 7 by e-mail during the comment period. In addition, 132 benefited
receptor viewpoint forms were also submitted. There was no organized opposition to the project.

Public officials in attendance included:

Village of Montgomery: Stan Bond (Trustee), Denny Lee (Trustee), Theresa Sperling (Trustee), Todd
Hopenstedt (Director of Public Works), Pete Wallers (Village Engineer)

Sugar Grove Fire Department: Wayne Parson

Kane County: Patrick Knapp (Department of Transportation)
Kendall County Sheriff’s Office: Todd Brautigam
Kendall County: John Sterrett

There were no additional agencies or organizations in attendance.

The written comments submitted covered a variety of topics, including:

Neighborhood access

Intersection improvements

Property concerns and land acquisition
Traffic signal additions

Turn only lanes

Drainage

Pedestrian and bicycle concerns

U.S. 30 ramp additions

Safety

Noise walls and their impacts; including aesthetics, impact to cell phone service in homes,
and property taxes

1| UsS30 Public Hearing Executive Summary - Prepared by CH2M 06/30/2016
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The verbal comments shared during the public forum covered a variety of topics, including:

Intersection improvements

Safety

Preferences either for or against noise walls as well as concern about their impacts; including
aesthetics, impact to cell phone service of adjacent residences, and on property taxes
Support for the need for the project

The verbal comments shared with project staff during the public hearing covered a variety of
topics, including:

Questions about drainage on the east end of the project, and how the proposed changes would
alleviate flooding in the Pasadena Subdivision

Questions about where stormwater would be conveyed beyond the infield areas of the IL 31
interchange

Concerns about noise walls

Concerns about travel speeds along the roadway

Questions about how close the proposed roadway would be to specific residences

The public comment period remained open through July 28, 2016. Materials presented at the
hearing, noisewall location renderings, and a Project Brochure addressing the comments received

during the comment period are available on the project website www.us30baselineroadstudy.org.
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http://www.us30baselineroadstudy.org/

Welcome to the Public Hearing for the improvement of US 30 from IL 47 to IL 31.
[Enter]

The main goal of today’s public hearing is to [enter]

Provide a brief overview of the study [enter]

Present the Preferred Alternative [enter]

Answer any questions you may have about the study [enter]
Gather your input [enter]

And discuss the next steps to complete this Phase 1 study.

The purpose of the project is to study traffic operations and safety improvements
along US 30 from IL 47 in Yorkville to IL 31 in Montgomery — a distance of
approximately 5 miles. [enter]

The project is in both Kendall and Kane Counties and within four townships ( Sugar
Grove, Bristol, Aurora, and Oswego). [Enter]

Locally, US 30 is known as “Baseline Road” and generally follows the Kane-Kendall
County Line. [Enter]

The western terminus of the US 30 improvements will tie into an ongoing
Department District 3 study of IL 47 between Kennedy Avenue in Yorkville and
Cross Street in Sugar Grove. [Enter]

The eastern terminus will match the recently completed reconstruction of the US 30
and IL 31 interchange. [Enter]

Major Features in the study area include Blackberry Creek and the Orchard Road
corridor. [Enter]

The study area features a variety of land uses including a mix of farmland and
residential and commercial properties.

Adjacent to the improvements there are publicly owned and protected lands,
including Blackberry Trail Forest Preserve [enter] , Stuart Sports Complex [enter],
the privately-owned Keck Memorial Cemetery [enter], and the Village of
Montgomery's Civic Center facilities [enter].

Adjacent to several of the residential subdivisions there are landscaped berms
[enter].

Currently there are no bike paths or sidewalks along US 30 in the study area [enter]




The Department works in 3 distinct phases as a project moves from start to finish.
The project is currently in Phase | which includes the preliminary engineering and
environmental studies, and public involvement activities. It is anticipated that the
phase | studies will be completed in the fall. Phase I, known as contract plan
preparation and land acquisition, follows. This phase typically takes from 18 to 24
months to complete. This is when the Department will contact property owners
about the purchase of land necessary to construct the project. Phase Ill is
construction. Phase Il and Phase lll are not included in IDOT’s current highway
transpertation improvement program.

Over the course of the study, six meetings were held to gather input from stakeholders and
communicate project progress prior to this Public Hearing: two public meetings and four
community advisory group or CAG meetings.

The first public meeting held in September 2012, introduced the study, described the
process, solicited input on transportation issues and concerns, provided information on
additional public involvement opportunities, and established the CAG [enter]

The Community Advisory Group or CAG is comprised of local public officials, emergency
services personnel, coordinating agencies and resident stakeholders who requested to
participate.

The CAG met 4 times to review and provide feedback on the project, helping to develop the
project Problem Statement, the Purpose & Need statement, and review the initial, refined
and ultimately preferred project alternatives. [enter]

The second Public Meeting for the study was held in July 2014 to discuss the purpose and
need of the project, and to present and gather public input on the proposed improvement
alternatives carried forward.

This Public Hearing is being held to present the preferred alternative and gather additional
input to finalize the Phase 1 Study.

= PN

The purpose and need for the project is to improve vehicular, pedestrian, and
bicycle safety along the corridor, and improve roadway and intersection capacity
and efficiency, in order to meet future growth and development.
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Crash data supports the need for road improvements to improve safety. [Enter]

373 crashes occurred along the corridor during the 2010 to 2014 five year analysis
period resulting in 28 serious injuries and two fatalities. Annually IDOT reviews
statewide crash numbers & identifies the 5% locations with pressing safety needs.
The Orchard Road intersection was identified as a 5% intersection in 2012. The
majority of crashes along this corridor were rear end and turning crashes. This is a
common problem along roads with traffic back-ups, lack of turn lanes at
intersections, or sight distance issues. [enter]
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Traffic data supports the need for roadway improvements to accommodate future
traffic volumes. [enter]

The number of vehicles per day is projected to increase from the current volume of
just over 11,000 vehicle per day to as many as 19,000 vehicles per day at the west
end of the corridor [enter]

and from today’s volume of approximately 25,000 vehicles per day to as many as
41,000 vehicles per day on the east end of the corridor by 2040.
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The performance of US 30 is controlled by several factors including traffic volumes,
the number of lanes, the number of access points, and the presence of signalized
intersections, which contribute to congestion and crashes along the corridor.

Intersection capacity is given a letter “grade” (known as the level of service) based
on vehicle delay. Similar to school grades, level of service A is best, while F is the
worst. [enter] This diagram shows the existing and future level of service if no
improvements are made to the corridor.

Traffic analysis shows that the US 30 corridor from IL 47 to IL 31 currently
experiences moderate to severe congestion and considerable delays; some of the
corridor is approaching the limits of acceptable traffic service.

Today, from west of Griffin Road to the east end of the study corridor, US 30
operates at levels of service E. In the future, if no improvements are made, it is
estimated the segment between Orchard Road and IL 31 will deteriorate to level of
service F, experiencing extreme congestion. [enter]

The No-Build alternative, which was carried forward as the baseline for comparing
the travel performance and environmental impacts of the proposed alternatives,
would make no improvements to US 30 in the study area, therefore it does not meet
the purpose and need of the project. Consequently it is no longer being considered.
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The project team initially developed 4 alternatives. 2 were rural cross-sections,
meaning they included ditches for conveying storm water -- and 2 were urban
cross-sections, meaning they would have curb and gutter.

All four alternatives met the previously stated purpose and need.
Through the CAG process, Alternatives 1 and 2 (the rural cross-sections) were
eliminated due to impacts on properties and environmental resources. [enter]

Alternatives 3 and 4, the urban cross-sections, were carried forward for further
evaluation.

The primary difference between Alternatives 3 and 4 is that Alternative 3 has a
shoulder area between the travel lane and the curb and gutter; while Alternative 4
does not.

The shoulders included in Alternative #3 reduce sideswipe and fixed object crashes,
provide recovery area for errant vehicles, improve emergency response, allow for
emergency pull-offs and provide more separation between vehicles and
pedestrians.

Therefore, Alternative #3 was identified as the preferred alternative.
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Alternative #3 is an urban cross-section with a generally 30’ wide raised median and
outside shoulders adjacent to curb and gutter. The shared use path and sidewalk
are near the curb and gutter. Drainage will generally be conveyed via storm sewer
and small swales.

The addition of the curb and gutter lessens property and resource impacts. It also
requires the posted speed limit to be lowered to 45 mph.

Due to input received from the public and the Village of Montgomery, IDOT refined
Alternative #3 to reduce impacts. The median was narrowed from 30 feet to 22 feet
from Gordon Road to Orchard Road. Additionally the shoulders were reduced from
10 feet to 8 feet.

13

A history of flooding exists along U.S. 30 approximately one quarter of a mile west
of the lllinois 31 Interchange. During large storm events there have been instances

of flood waters overtopping U.S. 30 and flowing through the Pasadena Subdivision.

The flooding is caused by what is locally referred to as the “Montgomery Overflow”,
which stems from the over-flowing of Jericho Lake, located northwest of the U.S.
30/Illinois 31 interchange near the intersection of Jericho Road and Orchard Road.
Jericho Lake was excavated as a rock quarry in the 1970s, well after U.S. 30 was
originally constructed so no culverts or storm sewers were designed to account for
the Montgomery Overflow at the time U.S. 30 was built.

As part of this study a “Montgomery Overflow Bypass Storm Sewer” is proposed
along the north side of US 30. The bypass sewer has been sized to convey 100-
year storm event flows that historically have over topped the roadway. This new
sewer line will be designed to carry the runoff to the recently completed IL 31
interchange infields which have been constructed with the capacity to handle the
additional water.

With this construction, storm impacts to the US 30 roadway as well as properties
south of US 30 will be reduced.

An important step in the project development process is environmental analysis.
Federally funded projects are required to follow the National Environmental Policy
Act - or NEPA [enter]- which requires agencies to analyze the environmental effects
of proposed improvements and

avoid sensitive resources if possible [enter], or minimize and mitigate impacts if they
cannot be avoided [enter].

The estimated right of way required for the preferred alternative is approximately 32
acres and no displacements are anticipated.

Less than half of an acre of wetlands are expected to be impacted and mitigated.

The improvement will encroach on approximately 8 acres of floodplains and will
impact approximately 8 acres of agricultural land.
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The proposed improvement will require property from the Fox Valley Park District's
Stuart Sports Complex and Kendall County Forest Preserve District's Blackberry
Trail Forest Preserve.

Public parks, recreation areas, and wildlife refuges are eligible for protection under
Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966, commonly referred
to as “Section 4(f).”

IDOT intends to seek a Section 4(f) de minimis impact finding from the Federal
Highway Administration based on a determination that the project will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities that qualify these properties for protection
under Section 4(f).

The documentation of the impacts to these lands is available for public comment at
the hearing as well as the IDOT District One office and the project website until July
28, 2016.
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A detailed traffic noise study was conducted as part of the US 30 IL 47 to IL 31
study.

Based on the noise study, noise barriers were found to be feasible and cost
effective at a number of locations and have the potential to be implemented into the
project, if supported by benefitted receptors.

A benefited receptor is a unit that receives at least 5 decibel traffic noise reduction
as a result of a noise barrier. Viewpoints forms have been sent to benefited
receptors. A 33% response rate is needed for each potential noise wall and must be
supported by 50% of the benefited receptors that respond. You may submit your
Viewpoint Form here today or return the completed form to IDOT.

A final decision on the installation of abatement measures will be made upon
completion of the project’s final design and continued coordination with the public.

Potential noise wall locations can be viewed in more detail on the aerial exhibits
downstairs.
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Various levels of private land acquisition adjacent to the U.S. 30 right-of-way will be
required to accommodate the proposed roadway improvements. The Department
employs three types of land acquisition.

The first is fee simple taking, or the acquisition of all rights and interest of real
property.

The second type of acquisition involves a permanent easement or use of the
property. In this case, underlying ownership is retained by the property owner, but
access is provided for maintenance activities.

The third type is a temporary construction easement. In this case, access to private
property is required only during construction.

i
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Every effort was made to minimize right-of-way needed from adjacent property
owners. The improvement will require 32.0 acres of right-of-way. This is needed for
roadway widening, drainage improvements, and pedestrian and bicycle
improvements. Right-of-way will be required for the project in the form of partial

acquisitions. [enter]

No permanent easements are proposed. Temporary easements will be needed for
grading and reconstructing driveways and parking lots.

There will be no displacements as part of the improvements.

19

IDOT'’s property acquisition process is the same for all three types of acquisition.
[enter]

It begins with a determination of ownership and preparation of a property
description and survey. [enter]

An independent appraisal is then ordered with a review and report given to IDOT.
[enter]
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