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1.0 Project Definition

The Illiana Corridor has been a component of long-range plans for the bi-state region
since the early 1900s, and was first envisioned as a vital link in an outer ring of highways
encircling the Chicago region. Conceptual highway corridors linking Illinois and
Indiana south of Interstate 80 were also studied by regional planning agencies in the
1960’s and 1970’s. More recently, feasibility studies for a potential Illiana expressway
were completed in 2009 by Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and a
supplemental study by Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) in 2010.

On June 9, 2010, governors Pat Quinn of Illinois and Mitch Daniels of Indiana moved the
Illiana Corridor project forward by signing a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA). This
MOA outlined a mutual commitment to the project by both states.

An Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is being prepared to
identify potential transportation improvements between I-55 in Illinois and I-65 in
Indiana. The Tier One EIS will complete a broad analysis of transportation system
alternative(s) in the study area and evaluate environmental impacts at a planning level.

The study area for the Illiana Corridor is approximately 950 square miles in portions of
Will and Kankakee counties in Illinois and Lake County in Indiana. The study area is
shown in Figure 1.

2.0 Process

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended requires that
agencies using federal money consider and minimize the impacts of their actions to both
the human-made and natural environments. The human-made environment includes
residences, businesses, agriculture, noise, and community and land use conditions of the
area. The natural environment consists of features including streams, threatened and
endangered species, and wildlife. The NEPA process requires federal agencies to
integrate environmental values into their decision-making processes by considering the
environmental impacts of their proposed actions and reasonable alternatives to these
actions. The project development process is an approach to balanced transportation
decision-making that considers both potential environmental impacts and the need for
safe and efficient transportation.

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR 1502.20) allow NEPA
studies for large, complex transportation projects to be carried out in a tiered process.
This tiered approach to transportation decision making under NEPA involves preparing
a Tier One NEPA document that focuses on broad issues such as purpose and need,
general location of alternatives, transportation mode composition (auto, truck, rail,
transit, utilities), and the avoidance and minimization of potential environmental effects.

llliana Corridor 1 Scoping Document
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As part of the NEPA process, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in
cooperation with the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana
Department of Transportation (INDOT) will complete a Tiered Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Illiana Corridor project. The Tiered EIS will be advanced in two
tiers that build upon one another.

NEPA requires scoping and encourages early and frequent coordination with the public
and resource agencies throughout the project development process. Scoping facilitates
public and agency participation and provides the opportunity for their input during
preparation of the EIS. The scoping process for this project is following the scoping
guidelines within the CEQ Regulations, 40 CFR § 1501.7, which provide that “there shall
be an early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed and for
identifying the significant issues related to the proposed action.”

2.1 Tiered with Notice of Intent for Tier One EIS

A Tiered Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is applicable to projects where a single
transportation solution for the study area has not been identified with respect to mode
(e.g., roadway or transit) and/or location. The Tier One EIS includes an examination of
the overall transportation system improvement needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy
them, and broad consideration of potential environmental and social impacts of the
possible alternatives. The Tier One evaluation is completed at a sufficient level of
engineering and environmental detail to assist decision makers in selecting a preferred
transportation system alternative(s). Tier One includes preparing a draft and final EIS
that will disclose potential environmental and social effects (evaluated at a planning
level) of the proposed improvements. The final EIS will conclude with a Record of
Decision (ROD) by FHWA that states the preferred transportation system alternatives to
be carried forward into Tier Two.

The Tier One EIS will produce the following outcomes:
e Approval of the Preferred Alternative for the study area; and

¢ Identified components of the overall transportation system alternative that can be
advanced independently by various agencies through Tier Two studies.

The goal of the Tier One EIS is to ensure that the Preferred Alternative adequately
balances the needs of the communities, the resource agencies (i.e., the environment) and
the transportation system (local, regional and state-wide).

2.2 Potential Tier Two Activities

The Tier One process identifies components of the overall transportation system
alternative that can be advanced independently through Tier Two studies. The second
tier could involve the preparation of one or more NEPA documents including EISs;
Environmental Assessments (EAs); or Categorical Exclusions (CEs) for specific stand
alone projects that have independent utility within the overall corridor.

llliana Corridor 3 Scoping Document
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For each Tier Two project, the engineering analysis completed during the Tier One
process will be supplemented to verify the general layout, preliminary design and
footprint of the project, as well as associated right-of-way requirements. Additionally,
Tier Two will include detailed studies of possible methods to avoid, minimize, and
mitigate impacts on environmental resources within the project footprint. The Tier Two
environmental document(s) will serve as the basis for a decision on whether to proceed
with the design and possible construction of each project.

2.3 Project Milestone Schedule

The Illiana Corridor study will use the NEPA timeframe agreement process to guide the
progress and development of the study. A detailed project milestone schedule for the
Illiana Corridor Tier One DEIS study NEPA timeframe agreement will be developed in
cooperation with the FHWA and resource agencies. Figure 2 presents an overview of
the proposed project schedule.

3.0 Stakeholder Outreach

A Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) for Agency and Public Involvement has been
developed for the Illiana Corridor study. Per IDOT and INDOT’s Context Sensitive
Solutions (CSS) procedures, a stakeholder is anyone who could be affected by the project
and has a stake in its outcome. This includes property owners, business owners, state
and local officials, special interest groups, and motorists who utilize the facility. Early
coordination and/or meetings will be conducted with communities, within the study
area, as a means of identifying interested parties and stakeholders.

3.1 General Stakeholder Involvement Activities

Stakeholder involvement for the Illiana Corridor study will be an ongoing process from
project initiation through completion. Stakeholder involvement activities anticipated to
occur in the Tier One studies, and outlined in the draft Stakeholder Involvement Plan,
include:

Small Group Meetings

Speakers Bureau

e Project Website - wwwe.illianacorridor.org
e Project Newsletters and Fact Sheets

e Public Meetings

e Public Hearings (Draft EIS)

e Project Mailing List

llliana Corridor 4 Scoping Document
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e Public Workshops
e Response to Public Comments

3.2 Corridor Planning Group/Technical Task Force

To assist the Project Study Group (PSG), a bi-state Corridor Planning Group (CPG) will
be established to assist in the development of the environmental and engineering studies
for the Illiana Corridor study (Figure 3). The CPG will consist of community leaders
(elected officials from each of the communities in the study area) and an elected official
representative from Will and Kankakee counties, Illinois and Lake County, Indiana that
are directly affected by the study. The responsibilities of this group include providing
input to the study process, and reaching a consensus at key project milestones (e.g.,
project purpose and need, range of alternatives to be advanced for detailed study, and
the recommended alternative[s]).

In addition to the CPG, a bi-state Transportation Task Force (TTF) will be established to
provide external subject-matter expertise during the Tier One EIS (Figure 3). The
responsibilities of the TTF are to provide input on the planning and design criteria used
during the alternatives development process and to verify that any local, state, and
federal standards and requirements are addressed within the Tier One EIS analysis. The
TTF will focus on understanding and resolving more specific technical issues as they
arise and report back to the PSG. These technical issues include: transportation issues
(interchange designs, profiles, right-of-way, engineering, transit, freight, local access,
traffic, etc.), and land use/environmental issues (air and noise, mitigation, parks, water
quality, historic properties, agriculture, economic development, etc.). The TTF members
may include CPG members or designated staff and other governmental bodies,
transportation agencies, and interested groups. The TTF members will be identified by
the PSG, with input from the CPG.

4.0 Proposed Bi-State Interagency
Coordination Plan

Resource agency coordination for the Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
for the Illiana Corridor study will include four components:

1. Scoping.

2. Consultation with individual agencies during data gathering as needed to augment
published geographical information system (GIS) data.

3. Environmental resource and regulatory agency concurrence at three points, as per
agreements related to the merger of the requirements of National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. These concurrence
points are: Statement of purpose and need; Alternatives for detailed study; and
identification of the Preferred Alternative.

llliana Corridor 6 Scoping Document
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4. An interagency field trip prior to the development of alternatives so that resource
agency representatives have a familiarity with resources within the study area that
may be impacted by the project.

Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) has merged NEPA and Section 404
decision-making with a formal process in which environmental resource agencies
participate in joint meetings and by signature indicate their concurrence on Purpose and
Need, Alternatives to be Carried Forward for Evaluation in the DEIS, and Preferred
Alternative, as well as participating in discussions and informational briefings during
the NEPA/Section 404 Merger process. IDOT merger team meetings generally occur at
four month intervals in June, September, and February. INDOT generally accomplishes
the same objectives with one-on-one meetings with environmental resource agencies.
The IDOT formal merger process is an essential component of the transportation project
development process in Illinois. It is essential that environmental resource agencies in
Indiana have an opportunity to share their perspectives with Illinois environmental
resource agencies, as well as affirm the final decision at each concurrence point.
Therefore, IDOT and INDOT propose that Indiana agencies participate in the Illinois
merger process, with the tentative schedule as indicated below in Table 1.

Table 1. NEPA/Stakeholder Coordination Activities

NEPA/Stakeholder Coordination Activity Date

CPG/TTF # 1 - Project Kick off/Scoping — Context audit, perform
identify and prioritize issues/concerns exercise. Present outline of June June 14-15, 2011
public meeting.

Public Meeting #1 — Illinois and Indiana — Introduction, public

. " . C June 21-22, 2011
involvement opportunities, scoping, solicit issues and concerns.

Scoping Meeting (Concurrent with NEPA/404 Meeting) — Tier process,

background, public involvement, bi-state environmental coordination. June 28, 2011

CPG/TTF #2 — Public Meeting #1 Review — Develop/present stakeholder
problem statement describing No-Action Alternative development and
modeling, and conduct environmental constraints/opportunities
exercise.

July 11-12, 2011

CPG/TTF #3 — Coordinate 2040 No-Action Alternative, complete
technical analysis of existing and 2040 No-Action transportation system
performance, present to stakeholders. Outline purpose and need points August 9-10, 2011
based upon technical work and stakeholder input. Toolbox exercise for
alternatives ideas and Public-Private Partnerships.

CPG/TTF #4 — Present expanded outline of Purpose and Need document
and completed Transportation System Performance (TSP) report, present
alternatives development/evaluation process for stakeholder review.
Alternatives identification exercise for location and footprint.

September 13-14, 2011

NEPA/404 Briefing — TSP findings, Purpose and Need outline,
evaluation process, range of alternatives identified, public involvement September 27, 2011
process comments.

llliana Corridor 8 Scoping Document
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Table 1 (concluded). NEPA/Stakeholder Coordination Activities

NEPA/Stakeholder Coordination Activity Date

CPG/TTF #5 — Present draft Purpose and Need for stakeholder
review. Project team formats/organizes stakeholder alternatives,
performs initial Purpose and Need evaluation, identifies first round December 6-7, 2011
screening options to be dropped based upon Purpose and Need
criteria, and defines mitigation sites and strategies.

Public Meeting #2 (Illinois and Indiana) — Present Purpose and Need,
evaluation process, range of alternatives identified, solicitation of
more alternatives and comments. Present first round screening
results.

December 13-14 2011

CPG/TTF #6 — Present “footprint” for second round alternatives,
added detail for refined transportation performance analysis, GIS
evaluation results, present second round screening results to February 7-8, 2012
stakeholders. Identify finalist alternatives for detailed evaluation in
the DEIS. Outline EIS analysis approach.

NEPA/404 Briefing or Concurrence Point #1 — Concurrence on
Purpose and Need. Present Second Round screening results, and February 28, 2012
briefing on alternatives to carry forward.

CPG/TTF #7 — Evaluation process, alternatives analysis/evaluation,
final alternatives to carry forward into the DEIS for detailed April 3-4, 2012
evaluation.

Public Meeting #3 (Illinois & Indiana) — Evaluation process,
alternatives analysis/evaluation, draft alternatives to carry forward April 9-10, 2012
into the DEIS for detailed evaluation.

CPG/TTF #8 — Public Meeting #3 Review. Preliminary DEIS analysis

May1-2, 2012
summary.

NEPA/404 Concurrence #1 (as required) and #2 — Concurrence on

Purpose and Need and alternatives to carry forward for detailed June 26, 2012
evaluation in the DEIS

Release DEIS for public comment. July-August 2012
Public Hearings for DEIS - Illinois and Indiana August 14-15, 2012

NEPA/404 Briefing — Review of Public Hearings, comments, and

status of Preferred Alternative. September 25, 2012

CPG/TTF #9 — Public Hearing and DEIS comment review. Impact
data and 2040 travel performance relative to Preferred Alternative(s) October 2-3, 2012
presented to stakeholders and agencies.

NEPA/404 Concurrence #3 — Concurrence on Preferred Alternative January 2013
Release of Final EIS February 2013
Record of Decision May 2013

llliana Corridor 9 Scoping Document
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Yeomen. KICKAPOO

TRADITIONAL
CHAIRMAN
Juan Garza, Jr., Kisisika TRIBE OF TEXAS

SECRETARY

Jesus Anico, Chakodata HCR 1 Box 9700
Eagle Pass, Texas 78852

TREASURER
Rogelio Elizondo, Apichicnea

MEMBERS
David J. Gonzalez, Kikekideah e .
Nanate Hernandez, Nanatea Traditional Council

August 3, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project manager
201 West Center Court
Shaumburg, IL 60196

Re:  Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Statement, Participating Agency
Request

Dear Kesti:

Thank you for your letter dated on July 13, 2011, regarding Illiana Corridor Tier
One Environmental Statement, Participating Agency Request.

Thank you for advising us about the proposed action. The Kickapoo Nation
values its traditions and customs so we appreciate your taking the time to ask for our
input in this matter. By keeping the lines of communication open we can peacefully co-
exist yet attend to our respective businesses.

We do not have any questions or concerns regarding the information within your
environmental impact statement, as we are unaware of any tribal sites in this area,
therefore it does mot affect our interests in any way. Furthermore, the Kickapoo
Traditional Tribe of Texas wishes you success in your endeavor.

Should you have any further questions please do not hesitate to contact us.
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Miami Tribe of Oklahoma

P.O. Box B26~-Miami, Oklahoma 74355
Ph: 918-542-1445 Fax: 918-542-7260

November 14, 2011

BCBIVE D
G 19 200

Mr. Norman E. Stoner, P.E. L i NP 3
Division Administrator OINVISITON
US Department of Transportation

Federal Highway Administration

3250 Executive Park Dr.

Springfield, IL. 62703

Re: Project P - Grand Crossing Rail Project Cook County, Illinois and the Illiana Corridor Tier One
Environmental Impact Statement

Mr. Stoner:

Aya, kikwehsitoole. My name is George Strack and I am the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer for the
Federally Recognized Miami Tribe of Oklahoma. In this capacity, | am the Miami Nation’s point of
contact for all Section 106 issues.

In reference to the above mentioned construction projects, the Miami Nation is not currently aware of existing
documentation directly linking a specific Miami cultural or historic site to the above referenced projects. As
these projects are sited within the homelands of the Miami Nation we would welcome the opportunity to
consult on both of these projects.

The Miami Nation offers no objection to the proposed construction at this time. However, should human
remains and/or objects be uncovered, regardless of initial determination as to site dating or cultural affiliation,
please contact me at 918-541-1366 or by mail at the address listed below, to initiate consultation.

Sincerely,

George J. ck
Tribal Histefric Preservation Officer

Miami Tribe of Oklahoma
202 S. Eight Tribes Trail
PO Box 1326

Miami, OK 74354

H-23




In Reply Refer To:
HPER-IL

Mr. Thomas Easterly

Commissioner

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 N. Senate Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251

Subject: Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement:
Cooperating and Participating Agency Request

Dear Mr. Easterly:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Illinois Department of
Transportation (IDOT), and the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), is initiating a
Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Illiana Corridor Project. The anticipated
project termini are Interstate 55 in Will County, Illinois and Interstate 65 in Lake County,
Indiana. The study area covers approximately 950 square miles in portions of Will and
Kankakee counties in Illinois and Lake County in Indiana.

The Tier One EIS includes an examination of the overall transportation system improvement
needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration of potential environmental
and social impacts of the possible alternatives. The Tier One evaluation is completed at a
sufficient level of engineering and environmental detail to assist decision makers in selecting a
preferred transportation system alternative(s).

Tier One includes preparing a draft and final EIS that will disclose potential environmental and
social effects (evaluated at a planning Geographic Information System (GIS) level) of the
proposed improvements. The final EIS will conclude with a Record of Decision (ROD) by
FHWA that states the preferred transportation system alternatives to be carried forward into Tier
Two. The second tier may involve the preparation of several separate National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) documents including EISs; Environmental Assessments (EA); or Categorical
Exclusions (CE) for specific stand alone projects that have independent utility within the overall
corridor.
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The study process for this project will meet State and Federal requirements meant to integrate
environmental values and public interaction into transportation movements. The requirements
include the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy of Users (SAFETEA-LU) and IDOT and
INDOT’s Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) procedures.

The FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT, as joint lead agencies for this project, are responsible for
identifying federal, state and local agencies that may have an interest in the project and inviting
those entities to be participating agencies. Pursuant to Section 6002 of the Safe Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), participating
agencies are responsible to identify, as early as possible, any issues of concern regarding the
project’s potential environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or
prevent an agency from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project.
Additionally, FHWA is required to invite agencies with jurisdiction by law or with special
expertise with respect to environmental issues to be cooperating agencies, in accordance with 40
CFR 1501.6 of the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provision of NEPA.

The FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT, identified the Indiana Department of Environmental
Management (IDEM) as an agency that may have an interest in the project. Therefore, with this
letter, FHWA, IDOT, INDOT, invite the IDEM to become a participating agency and a
cooperating agency in the development of the EIS for the Illiana Corridor. The designation does
not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect
to evaluation of the project.

The FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT, propose that your agency’s role in the development of the
above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need, determining
the range of alternatives to be carried forward, and the methodologies and level of
detail required in the alternatives analysis;

2. Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews, as appropriate; and;

Please respond to our office at the below listed address in writing, with an acceptance or denial
of this invitation to be both a cooperating and participating agency prior to August 19, 2011. If
your agency declines to be a participating agency, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation.

If your agency declines to be a cooperating agency, please indicate the reason for declining this
request and provide a copy to the Council on Environmental Quality pursuant to 40 CFR
1501.6(c).
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We are also enclosing a copy of the Illiana Corridor EIS scoping document, which was issued
pursuant to a project scoping meeting held in Chicago, Illinois on June 28, 2011. We invite you
to provide separate written comments on this document at the below listed address prior to
August 19, 2011.

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

If your agency does not accept the invitation to be a participating agency in writing, then FHWA,
IDOT, and INDOT, will not consider IDEM to be a participating agency. If you have any
questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact Matt Fuller at FHWA at 217-
492-4625, Kesti Susinskas at IDOT at 847-705-4126, or Greg Kicinski at INDOT at 317-234-
1534.

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project.

Sincerely, /

My 77

Matt Fuller
Environmental Programs Engineer

Enclosure
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Below is a list of agencies that received this invitation letter.

Mr. Thomas Easterly

Commissioner

Indiana Department of Environmental
Management

100 N. Senate Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251

James A. Glass, PhD

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Historic Preservation and
Archaeology

402 W. Washington Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Ms. Terry Savko

lllinois Department of Agriculture
P.O. Box 19281, State Fairgrounds
Springfield, IL 62794-9281

Ms. Anne Haaker

lllinois Historic Preservation Agency
#1 Old State Capitol Plaza
Springfield, IL 62701-1507

Mr. Joseph M. Kelsay

Indiana State Department of Agriculture
1 North Capitol, Suite 600

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr. Robert E. Carter, Jr.

Director

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
402 W. Washington Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr. Steve Hamer

Transportation Review Program Manager
lllinois Department of Natural Resources
One Natural Resources Way

Springfield, IL 62702-1271

Mr. Dan Heacock

lllinois Environmental Protection Agency
1021 N. Grand Ave. East

P.O. Box 19276

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Mr. Kent Sims

Team Leader

Illinois Natural Resources Conservation Service
Chicago Metro Office

603 East Diehl Road, Suite 131

Naperville, IL 60563-1476

Ms. Sue Jennings

Environmental Compliance Contact

U.S. Department of the Interior National Parks
Service

Midwest Regional Officer

601 Riverfront Drive

Omaha, NE 68102
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July 19, 2011
Page 2

Mr. John Betker

US Army Corps of Engineers
Rock Island District

1 Clock Tower Building
Rodman Avenue

Rock Island, IL 61201-2004

Mr. Ken Westlake

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

77 W. Jackson Boulevard, Mailcode (E-19J)
Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Scott Pruitt

U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and
Wildlife Service

620 South Walker Street

Bloomington, IN 47403-4261

Mr. Barry Cooper

Regional Administrator

Federal Aviation Administration
Great Lakes Region

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Mr. Scot Striffler

U.S. Coast Guard Ninth District
1240 E. Ninth Street
Cleveland, OH 44199-2060

Mr. Matt Harrington

US Department of Agriculture
P.O. Box 2890

Washington, D.C. 20013

Ms. Kathy Chernich

US Army Corps of Engineers
Chicago District

111 North Canal Street, Suite 600
Chicago, IL 60606-7206

Ms. Louise Clemency

Field Supervisor

U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife
Service

1250 S. Grove Ave., Suite 103

Barrington, IL 60010

Mr. John M. Fowler

Executive Director Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 803
Washington, D.C. 20004

Mr. Joseph Szabo
Administrator

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, D.C. 20001

Mr. Eric Washburn

U.S. Coast Guard District Two
1222 Spruce Street

St. Louis, MO 63103-2833
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E Illinois o
Departinent at Quinn, Governor
Agricultlll‘e Thomas E. Jennings, Director

Bureau of Land and Water Resources

State Fairgrounds - P.O. Box 19281 - Springfield, IL 62794-9281 - 217/782-6297 - TDD 217/524-6858 - Fax 217/557-0993

July 21, 2011

Mr. Matt Fuller

Federal Highway Administration
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, lllinois 62703

Re: Invitation for Participating Agency
llliana Corridor Project - Tier One Environmental Impact Statement
Interstate 55 in Will County, IL to Interstate 65 in Lake County, indiana
Will and Kankakee Counties, lllinois and Lake County, Indiana

Dear Mr. Fuller:

Thank you for your July 18, 2011 correspondence notifying the lllinois Department of Agriculture
(IDOA) that the Federal Highway Administration, in cooperation with the illinois Department of
Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), is initiating a Tier
One Environmental Impact Statement for the llliana Corridor Project. The anticipated project
termini are Interstate 55 in Will County and Interstate 65 in Lake County, Indiana.

An llliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is being prepared to identify
potential transportation improvements between 1-55 in lllinois and I-65 in Indiana. The project
study area is in portions of Will and Kankakee counties, lllinois and Lake County, Indiana. The
EIS will complete a broad analysis of transportation system alternative(s) in the study area and
evaluate environmental impacts at a planning level.

The Tier One EIS includes an examination of the overall transportation system improvement
needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration of potential
environmental and social impacts of the possible alternatives. The Tier One evaluation is
completed at a sufficient level of engineering and environmental detail to assist decision makers
in selecting a preferred transportation system alternative(s).

The IDOA accepts your invitation to become a participating agency in the development of the
liliana Corridor Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,

G T

Steven D. Chard, Acting Bureau Chief
Bureau of Land and Water Resources

SDC:.TS

cc:  Agency project file
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R{E@:@TVED
Illinois Department of JuL 25 20t
Natura] Resources : EH_WA Pat Quinn, Governor

One Natural Resources Way  Springfield, Ilinois 62702-1271 " Marc Miller, Acting Director
http://dnr.statc.il.us

July 20, 2011

Mr. Matt Fuller P.E. RE: llliana Corridor Tier One
Federal Highway Administration Environmental Impact Statement
3250 Executive Drive IDNR Cooperating Agency

Springfield, IL 62703

Dear Mr. Fuller:

Thank you for the opportunity to participate as a Cooperating Agency in the development of the
Tier One Environmental Impact Statement for the above referenced project. It is important that
the Illinois Department of Natural Resources be involved in the review process to assure
resources protection and compliance with the state Endangered Species Protection Act and the
Illinois Wetlands Protection Act of 1989.

Please address all correspondence and meeting agenda to Mr. Steve Hamer of the Office of
Realty and Environmental Planning, Division of Ecosystems and Environment at One Natural
Resources Way, Springfield, IL. 62702-1271.

If you have any questions on the above, please contact me at 217-785-4862.

Sincerely,

Btce Mo

Steve Hamer
Transportation Review Program
Division of Environment and Ecosystems

file

Printed on recycled and recyclable paper
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment.

Mitchell E. Daniels Jr. 100 North Senate Avenue
Governor ‘ Indianapclis, Indiana 46204

‘ (317) 232-8603
Thomas W. Easterly Toll Free (800) 451-6027

Commissioner E@ﬁ%i\dem.m. ov

October 18, 2011

Matt Fuller OCT 24 2011
Environmental Programs Engineer
U. S. Department of Transportation

-~ Federal Highway Administration FHWA

3250 Executive Park Dr.
-*Springfield, IL 62703

Dear Mr. Fuller:
Re: HPER-IL

| received your letter of July 19, 2011, where the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), in cooperation with the lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), and the
Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) identified Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM) as a state agency that may have an interest in the
llliana Corridor Project.

Your letter invited IDEM to become a participating and/or cooperating agency in
the development of the EIS for the llliana Corridor. It is my understanding that key IDEM
staff have been participating in discussions regarding the EIS and other aspects of the
llliana Corridor project. | also understand that you have requested IDEM’s written
acceptance of your invitation to become a participating and/or cooperating agency in the
development of the EIS for the llliana Corridor.

IDEM accepts your invitation for designation as a participating agency in the
development of the EIS for the Illiana Corridor. The designation does not imply that IDEM
either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the
project, but IDEM will provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and
need, determining the range of alternatives to be carried forward, and the methodologies
and level of detail required in the alternatives analysis and participate will in coordination
meetings and joint field reviews, as appropriate.

If you have questions regarding IDEM's participation on the llliana Corridor project,
contact Martha Clark Mettler at 317-232-8402.

Sincer

Thomas W, EaSterly
Commissioner

cc: Martha Clark Mettler, IDEM, OWQ

Recycled Paper @ An Equal Opportunity Employer Please R'Elc'j?cﬂe g:,



Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr., Governor
Flobert E. Carter, Jr., Girector

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
N . _ 'S
Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeclogy«402 W. Washington Street, W274 - Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 ] 1
Phone 317-232-1646+Fax 317-232-0693 - dhpa@dnr IN.gov "R A

August 10, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumberg, 1llinois 60196

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re: Letter of July 19, 2011 from Matt Fuller of the Illinois Division of FHWA, inviting the Indiana
Department of Natural Resources to becorne a participating agency and a cooperating agency in
the 1lliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement process (INDOT Des. No.
1006456; DHPA No. 11913) '

Dear Ms. Susinskas:

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act, Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity Act, and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO”) has reviewed your letter dated July 19, 2011 and received the same day,
for the aforementioned project in Lake County in Indiana and Kankakee and Will counties in Tinois.

We should clarify at the outset that, although Mr. Fuller’s letter of invitation to thie Indiana Departinent of Natural
Resources (“Indiana DNR”) was addressed to me, my,office and I represent only the Indiana DNR Division of Historic
Preservation and Archacology and the Indiana SITPO, To request participation by, and comments from, other divisions of
Indiana DNR, we tecommend that you contact Matt Buffington of Indiana DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife at (317)
233-4666 or mbuffington@dnr.IN.gov.

On behalf of the Indiana DNR Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology and the Indiana SHPO, we accept the
invitation to become both a participating agency and a cooperating agency in the [lliana Corridor Tier One Environmental
Impact Statement process.

We also have been receiving invitations to Corridor Planning Group and Technical Task Force (“CPG/T TE”) events. We
believe that our interests will be served adequately by our involvement as a participating and cooperating agency.

Accordingly, we decline the invitation to participate in CPG/TTF-related events and opportunities fo comrent.

WAL

As Mr. Fuller requested in his July 19 letter, we will respond by separate letter with our comments on the June 2011
“Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Document.”

If you have questions about above-ground properties, such as buildmgs or structures, then please contact Jobn Carr at
(317) 233-1949 or jearr@dnr.IN.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Dr. Rick Jones at
(317) 233-0953 or rjones@dnr.IN.gov. In future correspondence regarding this project, please refer to DHPA No. 11913,

Yery truly yours,

(ainies A.Glass, Ph.D.
¥eputy State Historic Preservation Officer

JAGILC:jle
&n Equai Qpportunity Employar

www. DNR.IM.gov Printed on Hacyclsd Paper
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Kesti Susinkas, P.E.
August 10, 2011
Pipe 2

emc: Kesti Susinskas, P.E., IDOT PMC Project Manager
Matt Fuller, [llinois Division, Federal Highway Administration
Lisa Brobeck, [linois Division, Federal Highway Administration
Joyce Newland, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
Michelle Allen, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
Greg Kicinski, Indiana Department of Transportation
Ben Lawrence, P.E. Indiana Department of Transportation
Staffan Peterson, Ph.DD., Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation
Susan Branigin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Matt Coon, Ph.D., Indiana Department of Transportation
Melany Prather, Indiana Department of Transportation
Matt Buffington, Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Kent Ahrenholtz, P.E., DLZ
Megan Lytle, Parsons Brinckerhoff
Kara Olson, Imagés, Inc.
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Kaoh Susnskas

Governor Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr.
Lt. Governor Rebecca S. Skillman, Secretary of Agriculture and Rural Development
Joseph M. Kelsay, Indiana Agriculture Director

August 16, 2011

. . Bt 2o
Kesti Susinskas, P.E. WREAU uﬂ;; L,Qm HMMING
IDOT PMC Project Manager F%““f’ *‘:.:..{:3

201 West Center Street
Schaumburg, 1L 60196

Subject: Hlliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement:
Cooperating and Participation Agency Request

Dear Kesti:

| am writing in response to your letter dated July 19, 2011 inviting the Indiana State Department of Agriculture
{ISDA) to be a participating agency and a cooperating agency in the development of the EIS for the llliana
Corridor. ISDA is a state agency that has an interest in this project and therefore accepts this invitation.

ISDA is not a regulatory agency, so we do not have any environmental or socioeconomic impacts of concern
that will delay or prevent issuance of a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. However, our
Division of Soil Conservation (DSC) has expertise regarding environmental issues and works with farmers
across the state to implement conservation practices. 1SDA agrees to offer our assistance in providing input as
requested regarding the agricultural impact of the range of alternatives.

Please send ali future correspondence to the attention of Sarah Simpson, iSDA Director of Agricuitural Policy.
Sarah can be reached by email at sasimpson@isda.in.gov or by phone at (317) 460-6380.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Kelsay

1 North Capitol, Suite 600 | Indianapolis, IN 46204 | Ph: 317/232-8770 | Fax: 317/232-1362
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606-7206
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

July 26, 2011
Technical Services Division
Regulatory Branch
LRC-2011-00344

SUBJECT: NEPA/404 Merger Process Cooperating Agency in the Review of the Environmental
Assessment for the llliana Expressway Tierl EIS, Will County, [llinois and Lake County, Indiana

Matt Fuller

Federal Highway Administration
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, Illinois 62703

Dear Mr. Fuller:

This office is in receipt of your July 19, 2011 letter requesting the participation of the
Chicago District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers as a cooperating agency in the review of the
environmental assessment for the Illiana Expressway Tier 1 EIS. The Corps cordially accepts the
invitation to participate as a cooperating agency in the review of the EA and looks forward to
working closely with Federal and other lead agencies state agencies in completing a
comprehensive review of supporting documentation pertaining to the project.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Soren Hall of my staff by telephone at 312-
846-5532, or email at Soren.G.Hall@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

e / e
eith L%ﬁa\ﬁ >
Chief, West Section
Regulatory Branch

Copy Furnished:

NBCBITER
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Norm West) }D L&; Nt j\f }E}L
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Shawn Cirton) oy AUG -1 288 ~
Illinois Department of Natural Resources (Steve Hamer) NS
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U.S. Department of
Homeland Security

United States
Coast Guard

Commander 1222 Spruce Street
Eighth Coast Guard District St. Louis, MO 63103-2832
Staff Symbol: dwb
Phone: (314)269-2382
Fax: (314)269-2737
Email: david.a.orzechowski@uscg.mil
www.uscg.mil/d8/westernriversbridges

16591.1/278-286 ILW
July 20, 2011

Mr. Matt Fuller

Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Programs Engineer, Illinois Division R@@@EW @

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703 JUL 27 oy

. h\aom
Subj: PROPOSED NEW BRIDGE (ILLIANA CORRIDOR), MILE 278@6\/ 1St N

ILLINOIS WATERWAY

Dear Mr. Fuller:

This is in reply to your letter of July 19, 2011 concerning a proposed new bridge project between
Mile 274-286, Illinois Waterway.

The General Bridge Act of 1946 requires that the location and plans for bridges over navigable
waters of the United States be approved by the Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard prior to
commencing construction. The Illinois Waterway is considered to be a navigable waterway of the
United States for bridge administration purposes at the bridge site.

Applications for bridge permits should be addressed to Commander (dwb), Eighth Coast Guard
District, 1222 Spruce Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63103-2832, Attention: Bridge Branch. The
application must be supported by sufficient information to permit a thorough assessment of the
impact of the bridge and its immediate approaches on the environment. We recommend that the
impacts of procedures for constructing cofferdams, sand islands, and falsework bents, etc., that will
be employed to build the bridge and demolish the old bridge be discussed. The Environmental
Assessment (EA) should also contain data on the number, size and types of vessels currently using
the waterway. This information should be compared with past and projected future trends on the
use of the waterway. An example of a bridge permit application letter can be accessed via our web
site located at the top of the page.

We agree to serve as a Cooperating Agency for the project from a navigation standpoint. We
should be given the opportunity to review the EA and be consulted before a decision is made to
prepare a FONSI in lieu of an EIS. Our review and recommendations on the vertical and horizontal
clearance requirements for river traffic will be coordinated with the Illinois or Indiana’s
Department of Transportation Bridge and Structure Division office.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the project in this early stage. You can contact
Mr. David Orzechowski at the above telephone number if you have questions regarding our
comments or requirements.

Sincerely,

@ ASHBURN

Bridge Administrator, Western Rivers
By direction of the District Commander
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Commander (dpb)

U.S. Department of Ninth Coast Guard District

Homeland Security 1240 E. Ninth Street, Room 2047 Phone: (216) 902-6087
] Cleveland, OH 44199-2060 FAX: (216) 902-6088
United States
Coast Guard
16590
B-159 /sms

July 29, 2011

Matt Fuller

Environmental Programs Engineer

Federal Highway Administration — [llinois Division
3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, Illinois 62703

Dear Mr. Fuller,

I am responding to your letter dated July 19, 2011 regarding the Tier One Environmental Impact
Statement process for the Illiana Corridor Project in portions of Indiana and Illinois between
Interstates 55 and 65.

The project description and Study Area map provided in your letter indicates that the study area
falls entirely within the area of responsibility of the Coast Guard Bridge Program, but with the
exception of the Illinois River between Joliet, IL and the Kankakee River, does not include or
cross a waterway where the Coast Guard Bridge Program would require a federal permit. This
determination is in accordance with the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 1982 (33 CFR
115.50(c)). Based on this determination, this office has no expected information relevant to the
project, or intention to submit comments relevant to the project, and therefore respectfully
declines the invitation to be included as a participating agency.

Though this office has no requirements for this project, the Coast Guard Bridge Program office
in St. Louis, MO, may have jurisdiction or involvement if the project affects Illinois River and its
connecting waterways, as described in the previous paragraph. I understand an invitation letter
has also been sent to the Coast Guard Bridge Program office in St. Louis. The Bridge Program
Manager in St. Louis is Mr. Eric Washburn. He may also be reached at (314) 269-2378. Please
continue to coordinate with Mr. Washburn and the St. Louis office.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed project. Please contact
me at (216) 902-6087 if you have any questions or wish to discuss further.

Sincerely,

<&HI S
SCOT M. STRIFFLE

Chief, Bridge Branch
By direction of Commander,

Ninth Coast Guard District T@@@@EW@

AUG - 1 20y
1L LINOIS
DIVISION
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From: Harrington, Matt - Washington, DC [mailto:matt.harrington@wdc.usda.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2011 1:11 PM

To: Fuller, Matt (FHWA)

Subject: RE: Illiana Corridor

Hi Matt

Yes we are willing to be a participating agency on your EIS. Thanks

From: Matt.Fuller@dot.gov [mailto:Matt.Fuller@dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2011 7:25 AM

To: Harrington, Matt - Washington, DC

Cc: Harrington, Matt - Washington, DC

Subject: FW: Illiana Corridor

Hi Matt, Lisa Brobeck sent forward your e-mail asking if we would accept an e-mail in response to our request
for your agency to become a participating agency for the llliana Corridor. We do accept e-mail as an official
response and you may send that directly to me if you wish. Thanks!

Matt Fuller

Environmental Programs Engineer
FHWA-IL Division

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703
217-492-4625
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> . UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGE <

;s M REGION 5
: \WZ ¢ 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD JUL 25 201
Ry CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590
JUL19 201 -FHWA
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
mailcode E-19]
Matthew Fuller

Environmental Programs Engineer

Federal Highway Administration, [llinois Division
3250 Executive Park Drive

Springfield, Illinois 62703

RE: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Request for the EPA to be
a Participating / Cooperating Agency for the Illinois and Indiana Departments of
Transportation Iliana Corridor Tier I Study

Dear Mr. Fuller:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5 (EPA) has received your
invitation letter of July 19, 2011, regarding the above project. Because EPA has expertise
concerning the nation's natural resources and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
documents, we do have an interest in this project.

Pursuant to the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) and in keeping with our responsibilities under the NEPA and Section 309
of the Clean Air Act, we accept the invitation to be a cooperating agency for this project, to the
degree time and resources permit, in the manner you requested, specifically, we will:
1. provide meaningful early input to defining the purpose and need,
the range of alternatives to be considered in detail, methodologies and
level of detail for alternatives analysis;
2. Participate in coordination meetings and appropriate field reviews;
3. Provide timely review and comment on pre-draft and subsequent environmental
documents.

We look forward to continuing discussion of the issues involved in this project along with the
preparations for and review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement. Feel free to contact me
at 312-886-2910 / westlake.kenneth@epa.gov or Norm West, my staft member, at 312-353-5692
/ west.norman@epa.gov, with further information or inquiries regarding this project.

Chief, NEPA Iniplementation Section
Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (50% Postconsumer)
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July 20, 2011

Mr. Eldon Strong
Trustee

Center Township

1450 E. Joliet St.
Condo A, Ste. 103
Crown Point, IN 46307

RE: llliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement:
Participating Agency Request

Dear Mr. Strong:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the lllinois Department
of Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), is
initiating a Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the llliana Corridor
Project. The anticipated project termini are Interstate 55 in Will County, lllinois and
Interstate 65 in Lake County, Indiana. The study area covers approximately 950 square
miles in portions of Will and Kankakee counties in lllinois and Lake County in Indiana.

The Tier One EIS includes an examination of the overall transportation system
improvement needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration of
potential environmental and social impacts of the possible alternatives. The Tier One
evaluation is completed at a sufficient level of engineering and environmental detail to
assist decision makers in selecting a preferred transportation system alternative(s).

Tier One includes preparing a draft and final EIS that will disclose potential
environmental and social effects (evaluated at a planning Geographic Information
System (GIS) level of the proposed improvements. The final EIS will conclude with a
Record of Decision (ROD) by FHWA that states the preferred transportation system
alternatives to be carried forward into Tier Two. The second tier generally involves the
preparation of several separate National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents
including EISs; Environmental Assessments (EAS); or Categorical Exclusions (CEs) for
specific stand alone projects that have independent utility within the overall corridor.

The study process for this project will meet state and federal requirements meant to
integrate environmental values and public interaction into transportation movements.
The requirements include the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), The Safe,
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July 20, 2011
Page 2

Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy of Users
(SAFETEA-LU) and IDOT and INDOT’s Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) procedures.

The FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT, as joint lead agencies for this project, are responsible for
identifying federal, state and local agencies that may have an interest in the project and
inviting those entities to be participating agencies. Pursuant to Section 6002 of the Safe
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU), participating agencies are responsible to identify, as early as possible,
any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental or socioeconomic
impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project.

The FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT identified the Center Township as an agency that may
have an interest in the project. Therefore, with this letter, FHWA, IDOT, INDOT invite
the Center Township to become a participating agency in the development of the EIS for
the llliana Corridor. The designation does not imply that your agency either supports the
proposal or has any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the project.

FHWA, IDOT and INDOT propose that your agency’s role in the development of the
above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need,
determining the range of alternatives to be carried forward, and the
methodologies and level of detail required in the alternatives analysis;

2. Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews, as appropriate;
and;

3. Timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final Environmental
documents to reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy
of the document, alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and
mitigation.

Please respond to our office at the below listed address in writing, with an acceptance or
denial of this invitation to be a participating agency prior to August 19, 2011. If your
agency declines to be a participating agency, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. We are also enclosing a copy of the llliana Corridor EIS scoping
document, which was issued pursuant to a project scoping meeting held in Chicago,
lllinois on June 28, 2011. We invite you to provide separate written comments on this
document at the below listed address prior to August 19, 2011.
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Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

If your agency does not accept the invitation to be a participating agency in writing, then
FHWA, IDOT and INDOT will not consider Center Township to be a participating agency.
If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please
contact Matt Fuller at FHWA at 217-492-4625, Kesti Susinskas at IDOT at 847-705-
4126, or Greg Kicinski at INDOT at 317-234-1534.

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project.

Sincerely,

Diane O’Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways, Director of Project Management
Region One Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

lllinois Department of Transportation

cc: Matt Fuller/FHWA IL Division
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Below is a list of agencies that received this invitation letter.

Mr. Eldon Strong
Trustee

Center Township

1450 E. Joliet St., Condo A, Ste. 103

Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. Patrick Feeney

Township Highway Commissioner

Channahon Township
P. O. Box 456
Channahon, IL 60410

Mr. Randy Blankenhorn
Executive Director

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for

Planning

233 South Wacker Drive, Suite 800

Chicago, IL 60606

The Honorable Jerry Pressley
Mayor

City of Braidwood

141 W. Main St.

Braidwood, IL 60408

The Honorable David Uran
Mayor

City of Crown Point

101 North East Street
Crown Point, IN 46307

The Honorable Tom Giarrante
Mayor

City of Joliet

150 West Jefferson Street
Joliet, IL 60432

The Honorable Marty Orr
Mayor

City of Wilmington

1165 S. Water Street
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Tony Recupito
Township Highway Commissioner

Crete Township
25405 South State Street
Crete, IL 60417

Mr. Rick Hall
Township Highway Commissioner

Custer Township
36005 Ohlhues Rd, P.O. Box 264
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. James Hadrys
Township Highway Commissioner

Florence Township
30860 Indian Trail Road
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Cory Singer

President

Forest Preserve District of Will County
17540 W. Laraway Road

Joliet, IL 60433

Mr. Ken Allers
President

Forest Preserves of the Kankakee River
Valley

1301 Waldron Road, P.O. Box 13
Aroma Park, IL 60910
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Mr. Robert Massat
Township Highway Commissioner

Green Garden Township
8608 Stuenkel Road
Frankfort, IL 60423

Mr. Mitchell Lopez
Trustee

Hanover Township
9810 W. 136th Lane
Cedar Lake, IN 46303

Ms. Susan Shea
Director

lllinois Division of Aeronautics
1 Langhorne Bond Drive
Springfield, IL 62707

Mr. Edward Donald McKay I
Director & State Geologist

lllinois State Geological Survey
615 E. Peabody Drive
Champaign, IL 61820-6964

Ms. Kristi Lafleur
Executive Director

lllinois State Toll Highway Authority
2700 Ogden Ave.
Downers Grove, IL 60515

Ms. Nancy Hasenmueller
Geologic Mapping

Indiana Geological Survey
611 N. Walnut Grove
Bloomington, IN 47405-2208

Mr. Kent McDaniel
Executive Director

Indiana Transportation Association
1900 E. 10th Street., Rm 235
Bloomington, IN 47406-7512

Mr. Paul Buss
Township Highway Commissioner

Jackson Township
18750 Breen Road
Elwood, IL 60421

Mr. Michael Lammey
Transportation Planner

Kankakee Area Transportation Study
189 E. Court St., Room 201
Kankakee, IL 60901

Mr. Michael Bossert
County Board Chairman

Kankakee County
189 E. Court Street
Kankakee, IL 60901

Mr. Gerry Scheub
County Commissioner 2nd District

Lake County

2293 N. Main Street
Building 'A’, 3rd Floor
Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. Jim Baltas
Township Highway Commissioner

Manhattan Township
12900 W. Bruns Rd.
Manhattan, IL 60442
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Mr. Ronald Meyer

Township Highway Commissioner

Manteno Township
1030 Boudreau Road
Manteno, IL 60950

Mr. Alexander D. Clifford
Executive Director and CEO

Metra
547 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, IL 60661

Mr. David Deutsche

Township Highway Commissioner

Monee Township
P. O. Box 74
Monee, IL 60449

Mr. Gerald Hanas
General Manager

Northern Indiana Commuter
Transportation District

33 East U.S. Highway 12
Chesterton, IN 46304

Mr. Timothy Brown
Executive Director

Northwest Indiana Regional Bus
Authority

6100 Southport Road

Portage, IN 46368

Mr. Bill Hanna
Executive Director

Northwest Indiana Regional
Development Authority
9800 Connecticut Drive
Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. John Swanson
Executive Director

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning

Commission
6100 Southport Road
Portage, IN 46368

Mr. T.J. Ross
Executive Director

PACE
550 W. Algonquin Rd.
Arlington Heights, IL 60005

Mr. David VanderZee
Pace Suburban Bus

550 W. Algonquin Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60005

Mr. John Hack
Township Highway Commissioner

Peotone Township
P. O. Box 651
Peotone, IL 60468

Mr. John Dixon
Township Highway Commissioner

Reed Township
630 W. First Street
Braidwood, IL 60408

Mr. David Murtaugh
Regional Director Northwest Indiana -

Senator Dan Coats
11035 Broadway
Suite A

Crown Point, IN 46307
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Mr. Peter Fahrenwald

Regional Transportation Authority
175 W. Jackson Blvd

Suite 1550

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Jerry Rice
Township Highway Commissioner

Rockville Township
6076 W. 11000 N. Road
Manteno, IL 60950

Mr. Joseph Shudick
Trustee

Ross Township
24 W. 73rd Ave.
Merrillville, IN 46410

Mr. Jerry Flick
Township Highway Commissioner

Sumner Township
10307 E. 9000 N. Road
Grant Park, IL 60940

The Honorable Robert H. Carnahan
Town Council President

Town of Cedar Lake
7408 Constitution Avenue
Cedar Lake, IN 46303

The Honorable Philip Kuiper
Town Council President

Town of Lowell
501 E. Main Street
Lowell, IN 46357

The Honorable Tom Goralczyk
Town Council President

Town of Merrillville
7820 Broadway Avenue
Merrillville, IN 46410

Mr. Richard Ludlow
Town of Schneider

P.O. Box 284
Schneider, IN 46376

The Honorable Mike Forbes
Town Council President

Town of St. John
10955 W. 93rd Avenue
St. John, IN 46373

The Honorable James Hicks
Town Council President

Town of Winfield
10645 Randolph St.
Winfield, IN 46307

The Honorable Vivian Covington
Mayor

Village of University Park

4 Town Center

University Park, IL 60484

The Honorable Paul Lohmann
Village President

Village of Beecher
724 Penfield St.
Beecher, IL 60401
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The Honorable James Homa
Mayor

Village of Braceville

102 W. Main St.

P.O. Box 187

Braceville, IL 60407

The Honorable Ed Pacchetti
Mayor

Village of Carbon Hill

695 North Holcomb St.
Carbon Hill, IL 60416

The Honorable Joe Cook
Village President

Village of Channahon
24555 S. Navajo Drive
Channahon, IL 60410

The Honorable Neal Nelson
Mayor

Village of Coal City

515 S. Broadway

Coal City, IL 60416

The Honorable Michael Einhorn
Village President

Village of Crete
524 W. Exchange Street
Crete, IL 60417

The Honorable Teresa Kernc
Mayor

Village of Diamond

1750 E. Division

Diamond, IL 60416

The Honorable William Offerman
Village President

Village of Elwood

401 E. Mississippi Avenue
P.O. Box 435

Elwood, IL 60421

The Honorable R. A. Willis
Village President

Village of Godley
150 S. Kankakee St.
Godley, IL 60407

The Honorable Fred Meyer
Village President

Village of Grant Park
106 West Taylor Street
Grant Park, IL 60940

The Honorable William Borgo
Mayor

Village of Manhattan

245 S. State Street
Manhattan, IL 60442

The Honorable Timothy Nugent
Mayor

Village of Manteno

98 E. 3rd Street

Manteno, IL 60950

Mr. Brian Mitchell
Village of Matteson

4900 Village Commons
Matteson, IL 60443
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The Honorable Daniel Tovo
Mayor

Village of Monee

5130 W. Court St.

Monee, IL 60449

The Honorable Richard Duran
Village President

Village of Peotone
208 E. Main Street
P.O. Box 430

Peotone, IL 60468

The Honorable Alan Darr, Jr.
Village President

Village of Symerton
18347 W. South St.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Milton Payton
Village of University Park

698 Burnham
University Park, IL 60484

Mr. Jerry Townsend
Village of University Park

698 Burnham Drive
University Park, IL 60484

Mr. Jerry Meyer

Township Highway Commissioner

Washington Township
30200 Town Center Road
Beecher, IL 60401

Mr. Joseph Rodawold

Township Highway Commissioner

Wesley Township
17292 W. Ballou Road
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Rick Niemeyer
Trustee

West Creek Township
11003 W. 181st Ave.
Lowell, IN 46356

Mr. Todd A. Morse
Township Supervisor

Wheatland Township
31 W. 236 91st Street
Naperville, IL 60564

Mr. Dayton Jarnagin
Township Highway Commissioner

Wheatland Township
32 W. 236 91st Street
Naperville, IL 60565

Mr. Jim Moustis

County Board Chairman/County Board
District 2

Will County

302 N. Chicago Street

Joliet, IL 60432

Mr. Hugh O'Hara
Will County Governmental League

3180 Theodore Street
Suite 103
Joliet, IL 60435

Mr. Bruce Hamann
Township Highway Commissioner

Will Township
30317 S. Will-Center Road
Peotone, IL 60468
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Mr. Robert Lardi
Township Highway Commissioner

Wilmington Township
29929 S. Kavanaugh Rd.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. John Thatcher
Township Highway Commissioner

Wilton Township
16491 W. Kennedy Road
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Rollie Brauer
Winfield Township

10645 Randolph
Winfield St, IN 46307

Mr. Jeremy Roberts
Township Highway Commissioner

Yellowhead Township
313 S. Meadows Street
Grant Park, IL 60940
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CENTER TOWNSHIP TRUSTEE

1450 East Joliet Street
Condo A, Suite 103
Crown Point, Indiana 46307 BOARD MEMBERS
(219) 663-0250 « Fax (219) 663-2414 Bryan J. Bodamer
TRUSTEE e-mail; cpcentertownship@sbcglobal.net Kathryn J. Webster
Eldon Strong web site: cpeentertownship.com Roland E. Wise
On (1]
July 29, 2011
&,
. 0/9% |
Kesti Susinskas, P.E. @ZQQ;}
IDOT PMC Project Manager @{f‘@s‘?@@@
201 West Center Court e - /, & “7%;;,,
@f{\; oy ‘{} I'J;?t/'\
Schaumburg, IL 60196 G

Dear Kesti,

I'am in receipt of your letter dated July 20, 2011. | accept your invitation to be a participating agency on
behalf of Center Township in Lake County Indiana.

I must admit however, | am a bit confused as to the reason for this letter. | have been to ali of the
meetings that have occurred regarding this project that have taken place here in Indiana.

Idon Strong
Center Township Trustee
Lake County, Indiana
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233 South Wacker Drive

Suite 800
Chicago Metropolitan Cricago. 60006
. voice 312-454-0400
Agency for Planning fox 3124540411
www.cmap.illinois.gov
: TOF’Q@OQ-,
July 29, 2011 R C@- Yy ngg Mg,
4 W M
Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E. o @?‘ y?.‘f
IDOT PMC Project Engineer o 7
Illinois Department of Transportation Roard Members
201 West Center Court Gerald Bennett,
Schaumburg, IL 60196 Chair
Frank Beal
Dear Mr. Susinskas: Alan Bennett
Susan Campheli
Per your correspondence of July 20, 2011 regarding an invitation to be a Roger Claar
Participating Agency in the development of the Environmental Impact Statement Joe Deal
for the llliana Corridor, the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning accepts this Michael Gorman
invitation to be a participant. We look forward to working with the Illinois and Effiott Hartstein
Indiana Departments of Transportation on this important project. Al Larson
Marityn Michelini
If you have any questions please contact me or Don Kopec, Deputy Director for Raul Raymundo
Planning and Programming at (312) 386-8725. Rick Reinbold
Rae Rupp Srch
Sincerely, Dan Shea
W W Nigel Telman
Executive Diractor
Randall 8. Blankenhomm Randy Blankenhorn

Executive Director

RSB/jls
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Gity of Wilmington
1165 S. Water Street ®m Wilmington, lifinois 60481-1633 m Phone: 815-476-2175 & Fax: 815476-2276
www.wilmington-il.com

July 22, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60496

RE: [lliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement

Dear M_s. Susinskas,

This letter is to inform your agency that the City of Wilmington, IL accepts the invitation
to participate in the development of the EIS for the llliana Corridor project.

If you require any additional information, please contact Tony Graff, City Administrator
at 815-476-2175 ext. 232 or tgraff@wilmington-il.com.

/_.
g

Sincerely,

s o

?Z/}% .
J. Mérty Orr
Mayor

City of Wilmingien

www.wilmington-il.com

Tony Graff
City Administrator
1165 S. Water St. + Wilmington, 1L 60481

(815} 476-2175 ext 232 » Fax (815) 476-2276
tgmff@wikmington—il.com
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TOWNSHIP of CRETE
HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT

Will County
25405 S. STATE STREET + CRETE, ILLINOIS 60417

(708) 672-7732 - Fax: (708) 672-9487

ANTHONY iy 25. 2 |

‘RECUPITO Y2201 ' S

g;i?;g wner Ms Kesti Susinskas, PE.

i - ]_DOT PMC Project Manager
- 201 West Center Court

- Schaumburg, IL 60196

- RE: Illiana Corridor
:.ﬁf:::" Dear Ms. Susinskas:

- Please let this letter serve as our intent to be a participating agency in the

e Anthony Recupito
- Crete Township Highway Commissioner
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From: Lintner, Adam [mailto:alintner@getipass.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 30, 2011 1:37 PM

To: Susinskas, Kestutis

Cc: 'Harmet, Pete E'; Zucchero, Rocco

Subject: RE: llliana Participating Agency Reply

Kesti,

We're catching up on some loose ends here at the Tollway, and | finally had a chance to
look at the Participating Agency request letter you sent to Kristi in July. As Rocco sent below via
email, thank you for including us as a Participating Agency for the project. With our Move
Illinois Program including potential financial involvement in continuing the evaluation of the
study if a tolled highway is considered part of the preferred solution to the transportation
problems in this area, our involvement may only grow over time. With that in mind, | do have
some very basic comments for the scope of work for the llliana. Nothing major, but just lessons
learned from other projects. They may already be included in IDOT’s overarching goals for the
project, but | want to make sure they are considered. Thank you.

1.  Will one of the products of Tier One be a corridor protection? Would this be released with
the Final EIS in February 2013, or in reaction to the ROD in May 2013? This goal should be
added somewhere in the scoping document. Are there any issues with corridor protection in
Indiana? We have the Corridor Protection Statute (605 ILCS 5/ lllinois Highway Code). Do they
have a similar statute/regulations?

2.  For the roadway alternatives, will the impacts of tolling on traffic be evaluated? For the I-
69 study, INDOT started reviewing the impacts of tolling via a separate document during the
development of Tier One of their EIS. Although tolling was eventually abandoned, lessons from
the EOWB show that this discussion should not be pushed to Tier Two, and at least needs to be
broached as part of Tier One to make Tier Two more efficient.

3.  Once afinalist alternative(s) has been identified, segments of operational independence
should be identified for future Tier Two studies. This should be rolled up in the Tier One
process as a large part of the Alternatives Analysis section of the Final EIS. This allows for more
flexibility in the project development and implementation. Remember, even with phasing
considered the project could still all be built at once, so it’s not taking away that option. Note
the following excerpts from INDOT’s Tier One Final EIS for 1-69, which discusses the segmental
analysis approach and the beginning of a 30 page analysis that is included in the FEIS (note that
Indiana is moving forward with building 3 out of the 6 segments of operational independence
for 1-69 as part of the initial build scenario):

3.5 Tier 2 Sections

The Tier 2 NEPA studies will be conducted on sections of the alternative that is selected in the
Tier 1 ROD. These shorter sections must conform to certain regulatory criteria to ensure that
each section would perform a useful purpose if none of the other sections were to be built. These
criteria, specifi ed in 23 CFR 771.111(f), require that the project:
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» connect logical termini and be of sufficient length to address environmental matters on a broad
scope,

* have independent utility or independent significance, and

* not restrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable transportation
improvements.

FHWA has issued guidance explaining how to apply these criteria when establishing termini for
project sections to be evaluated in Tier 2 NEPA studies. See Appendix X, FHWA Tiering
Memorandum. This guidance was provided for a tiered study of I-70 in Missouri, which was
undertaken by FHWA. Following that guidance, FHWA and INDOT have applied these three
criteria in determining proposed Tier 2 sections for the 1-69 Evansville-to-Indianapolis project.
The FHWA Tiering Memorandum recommends identifying potential Tier 2 termini in the DEIS:
“[w]e suggest that you be somewhat more definite by using the first tier DEIS to identify
proposed subsections (rather than initial thoughts) for the second tier analysis. You can maintain
flexibility by communicating that the subsections are subject to refinement based on comments
received.”

In accordance with this guidance, this section includes Tables 3-36 and 3-37, describing possible
Tier 2 sections for all alternatives. A more detailed description of the Tier 2 sections and the
rationale for selection of the Preferred Alternative 3C is provided in Section 6.5.

Under 6.5:

For purposes of Tier 2 studies, the Preferred Alternative 3C will be divided into six sections.
Each Tier 2 section will be the subject of a separate Tier 2 EIS. Figure 6-16 shows the entire
Preferred Alternative with lines indicating the termini for the Tier 2 sections.

6.5.1 Description of Tier 2 Sections

Section 6.5.1 describes each Tier 2 section and gives the cost and a summary of major
environmental impacts. Within Section 6.5.1, Figures 6-17 through 6-22, accompanying each
description, show each Tier 2 Section. The maps for the individual Tier 2 sections depict the key
features enumerated in the following description of the Preferred Alternative. Each section
description includes a table (numbered Tables 6-26 through 6-31) giving the cost and resource
impacts of each section.s Table 6-32 shows the impacts for all sections side-by-side, as well as a
total for all sections. The total performance, costs, and impacts of the Preferred Alternative 3C
also are given in Table 6-1. Figures 6-23 and 6-24 at the end of Section 6.5.1 show typical cross
sections referred to in the descriptions. However, the cross sections resulting from Tier 2 may
utilize independent northbound and southbound alignments in certain locations to avoid or
minimize impacts. Section 6.5.2 describes the rationale for selection of the Tier 2 sections.
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INDIANA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

611 N. Wainut Grove Ave., Bloomington, IN 47405-2208 - (812) 855-7636
hitp:/figs.indiana.edu - IGSinfo@indiana.edu

August 22, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P. E. i
IDOT PMC Project Manager

201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196

RE: llliana Corridor Tier One Environmental impact Statement:
Participating Agency Request

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

The Indiana Geological Survey appreciates the invitation to be a participating agency in the Tier One
Environmental Impact Statement for the llliana Corridor Project. Unfortunately, due to budget
constraints the Survey does not have sufficient staff to participate in the development and review of the
project.

nam% r’i/zwmmwdéw\

Nancy R. Hasenmueller

Head of Geologic Mapping Section
Indiana Geological Survey

Indiana University

611 North Walnut Grove Avenue
Bloomington, Indiana 47405-2208

g

INDIANA UNIVERSITY H-60



From: Mike Lammey [mailto:mlammey@k3county.net]

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2012 9:14 AM

To: Powell, William (Rick); Steve Schilke; Shimizu, Ronald A.; Susinskas, Kesti P.
Subject: Stakeholder Involvement Plan

Good Morning:

| have a requested change to the Stakeholder Involvement Plan in Table 3-4, where it states that the Kankakee
Area Transportation Study has not responded. Kankakee County is the staff for the Kankakee Area
Transportation Study, and we have been involved from the beginning. We are listed as a member in Table 5-2.
Please make this change. Thanks.

Mike Lammey

Transportation Planner
Kankakee County

(815) 937-2940, extension 228
mlammey@k3county.net
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Kankakee County Highway Department

750 SOUTH EAST AVENUE JAMES W. PIEKARCZYNX P.E.
MAILING ADDRESS: COUNTY ENGINEER
P.C. BOX 825 PHOME: 815/933-1731
KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS 60901 FAX: 815/933-449%
L
ﬁ;} o) L EED P
NECE; R
7/27/2011 ~E
' Al 7.

Dic f ReiT
Ms. Diane O’Keefe, P.E. fg?@i ‘

£ e
Deputy Director of Highways, Region One Engineer ' L’T?ﬁé 7

lllinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196

ATTN: Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E., IDOT PMC Project Manager

RE: ILLIANA CORRIDOR EIS — PARTICIPATING AGENCY REQUEST

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

On behalf of Mr. Michael Bossert, County Board Chairman, the County of
Kankakee accepts the invitation by the lilinois Department of Transportation to be
a participating agency in the development of the EIS for the llliana Corridor.

In looking forward to our role in the development of the illiana Corridor EIS, |
remain:

Very truly yours,

Jameé W. Piekarczyk, P.E.
County Engineer

JWP/jwp

Copy: Michael Bossert
Michael Van Mill
Michaeil Lammey

“Please drive carefuliy”®




KAKEE RIVER VALLEY FOREST
PRESERVE DISTRICT

Kenneth Allers, President

~Uushohor Biver Velioy
S Forast i‘:ajnn Ditriet
S

e i
e

August 10, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

To Whom It May Concern:

The Kankakee River Valley Forest Preserve District would like to thank you for ydur
invitation to us to participate in the Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact
Staterent project.

Your invitation was discussed at our Board of Commissioners meeting last night and it
was decided to not become a participating agency. None of our commissioners or staff
feel that they have the qualifications to contribute in a meaningful way.

Again, we thank you for the invitation.

BUREAL OF PROGRAMMING

Sincerely yours, RECENVED
Doeg oo MG 17 701
P E N e o8
LHaTRIUT &7
Dale Huizenga, Administrator

Kankakee River Valley Forest Preserve District

3301 Waldron Road - P.O. Box |3 - Aroma Park, IL 60910 - (815) 935-5630 e



547 W, Jackson Blvd. Chicago, lifinois 60661 Telephone: 312-322-6900 TTY# 1-312-322-6774

August 12, 2011

Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager '%%ffw AL
201 West Center Court =
Schaumburg, TL 60196 Hy

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

Metra wishes to accept the invitation from FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT to become a
participating agency in the development of the Enviromnental Impact Statement for the
Iliana Corridor Project. We look forward to providing input on the potential impacts of
this project.

David Kralik will be Metra's primary contact for information related to this study. Please
feel free to contact him by phone (312-322-8035) or email {dkralik@metrarr.com) with
information or questions. Alternatively, you may contact Kristen Andersen by phone
(312-322-8033) or email (kandersen@metrarr.com). Please send all project information
and documents to both individuals.

Thank you for the opportunity to become a participating agency.

Sincerely,

Lynnette H. Ciavarella
Asst. Sr. Division Director, Capital & Strategic Planning

Ry

Meira is the registered service mark for the Northeast llfinois Hegiahal Commuter Raifroad Corporation. H-64



Jewnship of Monee
P.O.Box 74
Monee, Illinois 60449

July 26, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P. E. :
IDOT PMC Project Manager P

LY ’ﬁ"f;f‘“‘?"‘f ;
201 West Center Court PRILT #7

Schaumburg, lllinois 60196

Dear Kesti Susinskas:

Please be advised that Monee Township accepts the invitation to be a participating
agency in the development of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Illiana Corridor. This participation, as I understand it, is at no cost to Monee
Township. :

Sincerely,

' / /
e ittt
Donna T. Dettbarn
Monee Township Supervisor
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Richard Hardaway, President
Lynn Duttlinger,
Vice-President

Scott Sefton, Secretary
Robert Lendi, Treasurer
Stephen P. Adik
Roosevelt Allen, Jr.
Charles A. Barbour, Jr.
Jeff Chidester

Sheila DeBonis

Russelt Franzman

Rev. Asher Harris
Renee lovino

Steve Kramer

Dary! Lampkins
Thomas O’'Donnelt
Brian L. Poland
Francisco Rosado, Jr.
Margot Sabato

Corey Surrett

Kathy Willman

Ex-Officio
Charles Oberlie

Michigan City
Staff

Timothy A. Brown
Executive Director

Kenneth E. Dallmeyer
Planning & Transit Manager

BUREA: o
et ERGar
F r iy S

R

IVED

August 1%, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

The Northwest Indiana Regional Bus Authority (RBA) is pleased to accept
the invitation to be a participating agency in the Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) process of the [lliana Corridor Partnering for Progress
endeavor.

The RBA has already received emails and written communications from the
Project Study Group on meetings and accomplishments to date. Please

continue to communicate to our Executive Director, Mr. Timothy A. Brown
on future meetings, reviews, or other notices. ‘

Thank You,

Sincerely,

President
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Thomas J. Ross

Connecfing Communifies SUREAU OF PROGRAMMING Executive Director
RECEIVED ED
July 25, 2011 i 8 MY

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

We wish to thank you for imviting PACE to become a Participating Agency in the development
of the Tier One EIS for the {lliana Corridor project. We recogmize that this designation does not
imply that our agency supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the project.

We recognize that our agency's role in the development of the EOWB project should include the
following as they relate to your area of expertise: first, to provide meaningful and early input on
defining the purpose and need, determining the range of alternatives to be carried forward, and
the methodologies and level of detail required in the alternatives analysis; second, to participate
in coordination meetings and joint field reviews, as appropriate; third, to provide timely review
and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to reflect the views and
concerns of our agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives considered, and the
anticipated impacts and mitigation.

We have designated Michael Bolton, Deputy Executive Director, Strategic Services to serve on
the Tier One Process. We believe that it is 1mp0rtant to maintain continuity during this

- environmental plam;mg process as part oF an overall reg;ona.l perspectwe and erect that the

~ knowledge which Mike has. gained during the EIS procéss for both the Elgin O’Hare and 1-290

pI’O_]GCLb will maké our pal‘f.lCipauUn more relevant. David V a:_ndemee of our pmnruﬂg bld.ll will
be our representative if Mike is unable to attend a meeting.

S'anerely,

TN

Thomas J. Ross
Executlve Dlrector

550 West Algonquin Road, Arlington Heights, lllinois 60005 847.364.8130 www.pacebus,gom



TOWN OF LOWELL

501 East Main Street o P.O.Box 157 e« Lowell, IN 46356
Phone: 219-696-7794 « Fax: 219-696-7796

E-Mail: townhall@townhall.lowell.net

BUREA. Yo

August 11,2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL. 60196

At the regular meeting of the Lowell Town Council on Monday, August 8, the Council accepted
the invitation to be a participating agency on the Tier One Environmental Impact Statement for
the Illiana Corridor Project. The Town Council has many questions regarding this project and
felt that the town should participate in this project so that the voice of the town and residents can
be heard.

Please direct any further correspondence to our Town Council President, John Alessia at the
above address.

Yours truly,

W\WM

Judith Walters
Clerk-Treasurer

“The friendly town with friendly people” H-68



Tofun of Merrillnille

7820 Broadway
Merrillville, Indiana 46410
(219) 769-5711 e Fax (219) 756-6170

Dear Mr. Kiscinski,

The Town of Merrillville wishes to be considered a participating agency in the Illiana
Corridor. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

e b

Tom Goralczyk

Town Council President
Councilman, Ward 4
Merrillville, Indiana
219.313.7792
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Kesti Susinskas, P.E : Dho it
IDOT PMC Project Manager

201 West Center Court”

Schaumburg, IL. 60196

RE: liliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Mr. Susinskas;
The Town of Schneider is pleased to be considered for participation in the EIS study for the

l1iana Corridor project. This is a very important project for both states. We accept the invitation
into the study group.

o

President, Town Council of Schneider

23800 Parrish Avenue PO Box 207 . Schneider, Indiana 46376
Phone: 219-552-0661 Fax: 219-552-0129
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Town Council

James L. Hicks
Michael J. Lambert
Robert Bult-
Michael G. DeNormandie

Paulette J. Skiuner

Clerk Treasurer

Richard C. Anderson, Ir.

Building Administrator

Thomas E. Richardson

Lk Suomnsiaa

Town of Winfield

August 17, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, 1L 60196

Dear Kesti Susinskas;

Please be advised that on August 16, 2011 the Winfield Town
Council voted to request to be a participating agency for the
Iiliana Corridor Project beginning with the development of the
Tier One Environmental Impact Statement.

The growing community of the Town of Winfield Indiana is
aware of the importance of the planning of this new transportation
corridor that will link Interstate 65 with Interstate 55 and looks
forward to working with the various agencies involved in
examining this dynamic project.

Sincerely, >

i

ames L. Hicks
President
Winfield Town Council

10645 Randolph Street » Winfield, IN 46307 « Ph (219) 662-2665  Fax (219) 663-2431 » www.winfieldgovzgom



VILLAGE OF COAL CI'TY

Neal Nelzon Pamela M. N oﬂsinger
President Village Clerk
Wﬂage Trustees
Terry J. Haﬂiday David TogliaH:i Justin Wren
Ross Bradley Irving DeWald Georgette Vota

August 19, 2011

~Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E.
IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IT. 60196

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

Thank you for the opportunity to allow the Village of Coal City to be involved in the long-term
planning process for the Illiana Corridor. Due to the Village’s proximity to this project we are
greatly interested in the determination of the corridor’s recommended location. We have been
present at prior meetings and plan to continue to participate.

Please accept this correspondence as the Village’s effort to communicate that we desire to be a
participating agency for the Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement for the
Illiana Corridor Project. The Board considered this matter at its meeting of August 8, 2011 and
decided upon continuing its involvement in this process.

Sincerely,

Matthew T. Fritz
Village Administrator

cc; Neal Nelson, Mayor
Dave Togliatti, Village Trustee

515 S. Broaciway, Coal City, Hiinois 60416
Mfritz\correspondenceiliiiana Participatinglﬁgg&g?ﬁ(safs)d&g4_8608 Fax: (815) 634!—24!87

Www.coalcity-ﬂ.com H-72



1750 E. Division « DIAMOND, ILLINOIS 60416
(815) 634-8149 = FAX: (815) 634-3149

July 25, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196

Dear Mr. Susinskas:
Please accept this letter as the Village of Diamond formal acceptance of the
invitation to be a participating agency in the development of the EIS for the

Illiana Corridor.

Sincerely,

MK

Teresa Kernc
Mayor

H-73




President

Fred Meyer, Jr.
Clerk

Audrey C. Lehnert
Treasurer

Douglas Graves
Trusiee

Richard Boicken
Bob Malkowski
Christopher Morse
William Reichel
Marty Roth

Bill Spangler

August 6, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

I/@yf Grant Purk.

106 W Taylor « P.O. Box 446 » Grant Park, 1L 60940
815-465-6531 « fax: 815:465-6611

i

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 Waest Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

RE: llliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement:
Participating Agency Request

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

ES

- ;\ s
«_«J:m*"g

2 AMM
r\

u] b

= L) o

The Village of Grant Park is accepting your invitation to become a participating agency in the

development of the EIS for the Illiana Corridor.

We look forward to future communication.

Fred C. Meyet, Jt.

Village of Grant Park President

H-74
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Kant

Village of Manhattan

MANHATTAN, ILLINOIS

Incorporated in 1886

245 South State Street, P.O. Box 31, Manhattan, Illinois 60442
Phone: (815) 418-2100 ¢ Fax: (815) 478-5103

/l:?'
O
August 1, 2011 ,,45(_),‘-% 4

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

Dear Mr. Susinskas:
The Village of Manhattan accepts the opportunity to become a participating agency in the

development of the Environmental Impact Statement for the llliana Corridor. We have
reviewed the llliana Corridor EIS scoping document and have no comments at this time.

Sincerely,

William’ Borgo%

Village President

WB:jab
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Q@ TIMOTHY O. NUGENT, Village President ALISA BLANCHETTE

Village Clerk
UFis Trustees
REAL G PR TIMOTHY BOYCE
= *”’Tir?m Bt TODD CROCKETT
el oy T DIANE DOLE
Ty JOEL GESKY
: U 4 - 211, ANNETTE LAMORE
July 29, 2011 @;’STQ‘?F‘\P ' WENDELL O. PHILLIPS
§ .

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court -~
Schaumburg, IL 60196 .

Re:  Invitation for Participating Agency — Illiana Corridor
To Whom It May Concern:

The Village of Manteno would like to accept the invitation to be a participating agency in
the development of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Illiana Corridor
Project. This project will have an impact on our community and we look forward to
working with other agencics to identify issues that may have an environmental or
socioeconomic impact on the project.

Sincerely,

Timothy O. Nhgent

TON/dh

H-76
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Kasti

Richard P. Duran
VillagePresident

. Phone (708) 258-3279
%!bjzor@vill ageofpeotone.com

Tuly 27, 2011

Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E.
IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, 1L 60196

RE: Tlliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement
Participating Agency Request: PEOTONE

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

Thank you for the invitation to participate in planning for the Illiana Corridor. Peotone is
very much interested in engaging the process as a participating agency in the
development of the EIS for the Illiana Corridor.

The Village of Peotone is interested in participating in the planning for the Illiana
Corridor at all available levels. In addition to myself, you may also contact Mr. George
Gray, Village Administrator at admin@villageofpeotone.com.

ours Truly,
Richard P. Duran

Village President
VILLAGE OF PEOTONE

Cec: file, G. Gray

208 East Main Street = P.O. Box 430 * Peotone, [llinois 60468
www.villageofpeotone.com
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Village of

Vivian E. Covington
MAYOR

Dorothy R. Jones
VILLAGE CLERK

BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Vivian E. Covington
Laoy B. Brown
Joseph E. Roudez 11
Sharon A. McGuire
Oscar H. Brown, Jr.
Keith I. Griffin

Devon Dilworth
VILLAGE TREASURER

Lafayette Linear
VILLAGE MANAGER

University Park

BURE}"‘:‘; [~ QFCGP{‘ .
Bz o IMING
SR et & E::‘J:}
August 11, 2011 ‘ N
AL 22 payy
Kesti Susinakas, P.E. 31 g

. i,; i S 1?- f%f g A

IDOT PMC Project Manager FERIL, #T

201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

Re: Tlliana Corridor
Dear Kesti Susinakas:

As Mayor of the Village of University Park, [ have reviewed the Illiana
Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement. In addressing this
with our Board of Trustees, Village Manager and Director of Public
Works our intent is to partner with the FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT in the
development of the EIS for Illiana Corridor. We derive that our
designation does not imply that our agency either supports the proposal or
has any special expertise with respect to the evaluation of the project.

We understand that the roles outlined by the FHWA, IDOT and INDOT
will relate to us based upon our areas of expertise.

Thank you for your consideration in including us in this project.

espectfully,

87

V1v1a11 E. Covington
Mayor, University Park, IL

Cc: Lafayette Linear
Village Manager

Village Hall - 698 Burnham Drive « University Park, Illinois 60484-2708
(708) 534-6451 » Fax (708) 534-3430 » Website: www.university-park-il.com




Jerry K. Meyer Highway Commissioner

August 26, 2011

Kesti Susinskas PE

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, 11 60196

My department of Washington Township Highway would be interested in participating in
the invitation of the planning of the new interstate. I apologize to the late notice of the
letter but I was out of the office last week. Any correspondence can be made to

Washington Township Highway WUF%"E“W D8 g,
30200 Town Center Rd REr e ORay,
Beecher, Tllinois 60401 welEn e
708-946-6459 Al o~
Email Washingtontwp@hotmail.com anﬁgl - s 20y i
Jerry K. Meyer -
Washington Township Highway

708-946-6459

30200 TOWN CENTER DR. - BEECHER ILL. = 63401
PHONE: 708-946-6459 « FAX: TDB-9446-9456

WASHINGTONTWPEHOTMAIL, COM .79
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WEST CREEK TOWNSHIP TRUSTEE ”%@ R
HAROLD MUSSMAN, JR. TRUSTEE e
11003 WEST 181°" AVENUE — PO BOX 84 «%;

LOWELL, INDIANA 46356
219-696-9432

August 1, 2011

Kesti Susinskas, P. E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, (L 60196

Dear Kesti Susinskas, etal:

I am writing with my acceptance of your invitation to be a participating agency in your tlliana
Corridor Tier One Enviranmental Impact Statement. Please keep me apprised of dates and
times of meetungs | will peed to attend at the address indjcated abave, or by telephpne or fax.
My fax pumber [s also 218- 696—9432

Also, please note the name change, Rick Niemeyer is no lopger the Trustge of Wast Creek
Township. He is now 3 member of the [ake County Councul s6 his addreﬁs Is now 2293 N Main
Street; Crown Point, |N 463Q7. ‘

Yours truly,

Haroid Mussman, 4,
Trusiee
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COUNTY OF WILL

WILL COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING - 302 NORTH CHICAGO STREET = JOLIET, ILLINOIS 60432

James Moustis Lawrence M. Walsh
Will County Board Chairman Will County Executive
815-740-4602 _ 815-740-4601

August 9, 2011

Mr. Kesti Susinskas, P.E.
IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, II. 60196

RE: Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Inipact Statement Participating Agency Request
Dear Mr. Susinskas,
Please be advised Will County accepts your invitation to become a participating agency in the

development of the Tier One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Illiana Corridor
Project. '

Sincerely, Sincerely,

es (3. Moustis Lawrence M. Walsh
County Board Chairman Will County Executive

Ce: Diane O’Keefe, P.E. Deputy Director of Highways
[llinois Dept of Transportation

Greg Kicinski, P.E. Director of Project Management
Indiana Dept of Transportation

jim & lwalsh joint Itr re EIS for [iliana Corridor 09augll.doc
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ROLLIE BRAUER

WINFIELD TOWNSHIP TRUSTEE TOWNSHIP BOARD
10645 RANDOLPH STREET LINDA EISENHAUER
CROWN POINT, INDIANA 46307 MARGE BRAUER
(219} 663-7027 » FAX (219} 663-5185 SHERRY GASPARCVIC

August 11, 2011

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196

ATTN: Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is to inform you that |, Rollie Brauer, as Trustee , am very interested in having Winfield Township
become a participating agency in the development of the EIS for the Illiana Corridor, and would like to accept the

invitation to be one of the participating agencies.

Thank you for your consideration of Winfield Township in this very important matter.

Rollie Brauer, Trustee
winfield Township

H-82



Appendix H
Section 106 Invitation and Responses

Illiana Corridor Tier One Draft Environmental Impact Statement



September 28, 2011

«Prefix» «First. Name» «Last_ Name»
«Title»

«Affiliation»

«Address1»

«Address2»

«City», «State» «Zip_Code»

RE: llliana Corridor Project Tier One Environmental Impact Statement: Section 106
Consulting Party Invitation

Dear «Salutation» «Last Name»:

The lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDOT) would like to invite you to become a consulting party for the Illiana Corridor Tier
One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and the implementing regulations under 36 CFR Part 800.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with IDOT and INDOT, is
initiating a Tier One EIS for the llliana Corridor Project. The anticipated project termini are
Interstate 55 in Will County, lllinois, and Interstate 65 in Lake County, Indiana. The study
area covers approximately 950 square miles in portions of Will and Kankakee counties in
lllinois and Lake County in Indiana.

The Tier One EIS includes an examination of the overall transportation system improvement
needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration of potential
environmental and social impacts of the possible alternatives. The Tier One evaluation is
completed at a sufficient level of engineering and environmental detail to assist decision
makers in selecting a preferred transportation system alternative(s).

Tier One includes preparing a Draft and Final EIS that will disclose potential environmental
and social effects (evaluated at a planning Geographic Information System [GIS] level) of the
proposed improvements. The Final EIS will conclude with a Record of Decision (ROD) by
FHWA that states the preferred transportation system alternative(s) to be carried forward into
Tier Two. The second tier generally involves the preparation of several separate National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents including EISs; Environmental Assessments
(EAs); or Categorical Exclusions (CEs) for specific stand alone projects that have
independent utility within the overall corridor.

FHWA, IDOT and INDOT will complete the Tier One EIS in order to satisfy NEPA
requirements. FHWA is the Federal agency responsible for final approval of the
environmental document. This study and the supporting environmental documents will be
governed by federal and state regulatory requirements. The requirements include NEPA, the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
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September 28, 2011
Page 2

(SAFETEA-LU), and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, which requires
the FHWA to take into account the effect of the proposed project on any district, site,
building, structure, or object that is included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places. These requirements create opportunities for State, Federal, and local
agencies as well as the public to provide input into the project development process.

FHWA, IDOT and INDOT, as joint lead agencies for this project are responsible for
identifying consulting parties for meeting the requirements of Section 106. Your organization
has been identified as one that may have an interest in this project’s potential impacts on
historic and archaeological resources.

The role of a consulting party is to consult with IDOT, INDOT and FHWA during the project
development process to provide information on potential historic and archaeological
properties in the study area, provide comments on potential effects to historic properties and
consult to seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects upon these properties.
During the project development process, we would be seeking your input as a consulting
party on these issues.

Attached to this letter, you will find a form that will allow you to check a response to either
accept or decline the offer to become a Section 106 consulting party. Please check the
response that is appropriate for you, and return this form using the enclosed self addressed,
stamped envelope prior to October 28, 2011.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or the respective
roles and responsibilities of a consulting party, please contact Matt Fuller at FHWA at 217-
492-4625, Kesti Susinskas at IDOT at 847-705-4126, or Greg Kicinski at INDOT at 317-234-
1534.

Sincerely,

Diane O’Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E

Deputy Director of Highways Director of Project Management
Regional Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

lllinois Department of Transportation

bcc: Walt Zyznieuski — IDOT BDE John Baczek — IDOT D-1
John Fortmann — IDOT D-1 Greg Kicinski — INDOT
Cathy Valente — IDOT D-1 Rick Powell — PB
Steve Schilke — IDOT D-1 Kesti Susinskas — IDOT PMC
Anne Haaker — lllinois HPA Robert Carter — Indiana DNR SHPO
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September 28, 2011

llliana Corridor Tier 1 EIS — Section 106 Consultation. The following state/local agencies

and historical preservation organizations were sent a copy of this letter:

Ms. Virginia Bath

Curator, Washington Township Museum
Beecher Community Historical Society

673 Penfield
P.O. Box 1469
Beecher, IL 60401

Ms. Ana Koval
President & CEO

Canal Corridor Association (1&M Canal

National Heritage Corridor)
754 First Street
LaSalle, IL 61301

Ms. Alice Dahl

Trustee

Cedar Creek Township
151 Fremont St.
Lowell, IN 46356

Ms. Anne Zimmerman

President

Cedar Lake Historical Association,
Inc./Lake of Red Cedars Museum
P.O. Box 421

Cedar Lake, IN 46303

Mr. Eldon W. Strong
Trustee

Center Township

1450 East South Street
Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. Lawrence Troutman
Township Supervisor
Channahon Township
25461 S. Fryer St.

P.O. Box 456
Channahon, IL 60410

Mr. Randy Blankenhorn
Executive Director

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning

233 South Wacker Drive, Suite 800
Chicago, IL 60606

The Honorable David Uran
Mayor

City of Crown Point

101 North East Street
Crown Point, IN 46307

The Honorable Tom Giarrante
Mayor

City of Joliet

150 West Jefferson Street
Joliet, IL 60432

The Honorable Marty Orr
Mayor

City of Wilmington

1165 S. Water Street
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Gerald Curran
Township Supervisor
Crete Township
1367 Wood Street
Crete, IL 60417

Mr. Curt Graves

Administrator

Crown Point Historic Preservation
Commission

101 North East Street

Crown Point, IN 46307
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Mr. Bruce Tammen
Township Supervisor
Custer Township
37131 Essex Rd.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Glen Eberly
President

Dyer Historical Society
1 Town Square

Dyer, IN 46311

Mr. James L. Morrow
Trustee

Eagle Creek Township
8305 East 173rd Avenue
Hebron, IN 46341

Mr. William Quigley
Township Supervisor
Florence Township
16882 W. Arsenal Rd.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Cory Singer
President

Forest Preserve District of Will County

17540 W. Laraway Road
Joliet, IL 60433

Mr. Ken Allers
President

Forest Preserves of the Kankakee River

Valley

1301 Waldron Road
P.O. Box 13

Aroma Park, IL 60910

Mr. Gary Mueller
Township Supervisor
Green Garden Township

10301 W Prairie Schooner Dr

Frankfort, IL 60423

Mr. Mitchel Lopez
Trustee

Hanover Township
13330 Parrish Avenue
Cedar Lake, IN 46303

Mr. Robert Carter, Jr.

State Historic Preservation Officer
IDNR, Division of Historic Preservation

and Archaeology

402 West Washington Street

Room W274
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr. William Furry
Executive Director

lllinois State Historical Society

P.O. Box 1800
Springfield, IL 62705

Ms. Pamela Bennett
Director

Indiana Historical Bureau
140 N. Senate Avenue
Room 130

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr. John Herbst
President & CEO

Indiana Historical Society
450 W. Ohio Street
Indianapolis, IN 46202

Mr. Marsh Davis
President

Indiana Landmarks
1201 Central Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 46202

Mr. Timothy Vanderhyden
Township Supervisor
Jackson Township

100 Mississippi Ave.

P.O. Box 355

Elwood, IL 60421
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Mr. Michael Bossert
County Board Chairman
Kankakee County

189 E. Court Street
Kankakee, IL 60901

Mr. Michael Lammey

Transportation Planner

Kankakee Area Transportation Study
189 E. Court St., Room 201
Kankakee, IL 60901

Mr. Gerry Scheub

County Commissioner 2nd District
Lake County

2293 N. Main Street

Building 'A’, 3rd Floor

Crown Point, IN 46307

Ms. Elin Christianson
Co-Chairperson

Lake County Historic Preservation
Coalition

141 Beverly Boulevard

Hobart, IN 46356

Mr. Bruce Woods

President

Lake County Historical Society and
Museum

202 Courthouse Sq

Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. Craig Zandstra

Special Project Coordinator
Lake County Parks

8411 East Lincoln Highway
Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. James Peters
President/Executive Director
Landmarks lllinois

53 W. Jackson Blvd.

Suite 1315

Chicago, IL 60604

Mr. Ken Floyd

Historic Preservation Commission
Chairman

Lowell Historic Preservation Commission
501 E. Main Street

Lowell, IN 46357

Ms. Daylene Welty
Co-Chairperson

Lowell Main Street Association
428 E. Commercial Ave
Lowell, IN 46356

Mr. James Walsh
Township Supervisor
Manhattan Township
24645 Eastern Ave.
Manhattan, IL 60442

Mr. Roy Sangmeister

Manhattan Township Historical Society
P.O. Box 269

Manhattan, IL 60442

Ms. Jackie Hammond

President

Manteno Area Historical Society
192 W. Third Street

Manteno, IL 60950

Mr. Alan Williams
Township Supervisor
Manteno Township
1031 Boudreau Road
Manteno, IL 60950

Ms. Gemma Guenther

Midewin Assistant Volunteer Coordinator
Midewin Heritage Association

P.O. Box 513

Wilminton, IL 60481
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Ms. Donna Dettbarn
Township Supervisor
Monee Township
26121 Egyptian Trail
Monee, IL 60449

Mr. Bill Hanna

Executive Director

Northwest Indiana Regional Development
Authority

9800 Connecticut Drive

Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. John Swanson

Executive Director

Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning
Commission

6100 Southport Road

Portage, IN 46368

Mr. Mike Gans

President

Park Forest Historical Society
400 Lakewood Boulevard
Park Forest, IL 60466

Mr. Tim Thompson
President

Peotone Historical Society
P.O. Box 87

Peotone, IL 60468

Mr. David Cann
Township Supervisor
Peotone Township
8212 W. Kennedy Rd.
P.O. Box 651
Peotone, IL 60468

Ms. Anne Haaker

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Preservation Service Division, lllinois
Historic Preservation Agency

1 Old State Capitol Plaza

Springfield, IL 62701

Ms. Lora Grant
Township Supervisor
Reed Township

440 N. Division St.
P.O. Box 77
Braidwood, IL 60408

Mr. Richard Moran
Township Supervisor
Rockville Township

11505 North 3500 West Rd.
Manteno, IL 60950

Mr. Joseph D. Shudick, Jr.
Chief Deputy

Ross Township

24 West 73rd Avenue
Merrillville, IN 46410

Mr. Dale Bieker

President

South Lake County Agricultural Historical
Society

P.O. Box 847

Crown Point, IN 46356

Mr. Jim Theill

President

St. John Historical Society
9490 Keilman Street

PO Box 134

St. John, IN 46373

Mr. Jean E. Shepherd
Trustee

St. John Township

1515 West Lincoln Highway
Schererville, IN 46375

Mr. Larry Ohm
Township Supervisor
Sumner Township
5277 E. 7000 N. Road
Manteno, IL 60950
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Ms. Kay Harness

President

Three Creeks Historical Association
1505 E. Commercial Ave.

Lowell, IN 46356

The Honorable Robert H. Carnahan
Town Council President

Town of Cedar Lake

7408 Constitution Avenue

Cedar Lake, IN 46303

The Honorable Philip Kuiper
Town Council President
Town of Lowell

501 E. Main Street

Lowell, IN 46357

The Honorable Tom Goralczyk
Town Council President

Town of Merrillville

7820 Broadway Avenue
Merrillville, IN 46410

The Honorable Richard Ludlow
Town Council President

Town of Schneider

P.O. Box 284

Schneider, IN 46376

The Honorable Mike Forbes
Town Council President
Town of St. John

10955 W. 93rd Avenue

St. John, IN 46373

The Honorable James Hicks
Town Council President
Town of Winfield

10645 Randolph St.
Winfield, IN 46307

The Honorable Vivian Covington
Mayor

Village of University Park

4 Town Center

University Park, IL 60484

The Honorable Paul Lohmann
Village President

Village of Beecher

724 Penfield St.

Beecher, IL 60401

The Honorable James Homa
Mayor

Village of Braceville

102 W. Main St.

P.O. Box 187

Braceville, IL 60407

The Honorable Ed Pacchetti
Mayor

Village of Carbon Hill

695 North Holcomb St.
Carbon Hill, IL 60416

The Honorable Joe Cook
Village President

Village of Channahon
24555 S. Navajo Drive
Channahon, IL 60410

The Honorable Neal Nelson
Mayor

Village of Coal City

515 S. Broadway

Coal City, IL 60416

The Honorable Michael Einhorn
Village President

Village of Crete

524 W. Exchange Street

Crete, IL 60417
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The Honorable Teresa Kernc
Mayor

Village of Diamond

1750 E. Division

Diamond, IL 60416

The Honorable William Offerman
Village President

Village of Elwood

401 E. Mississippi Avenue

P.O. Box 435

Elwood, IL 60421

The Honorable R. A. Willis
Village President

Village of Godley

150 S. Kankakee St.
Godley, IL 60407

The Honorable Fred Meyer
Village President

Village of Grant Park

106 West Taylor Street
Grant Park, IL 60940

The Honorable William Borgo
Mayor

Village of Manhattan

245 S. State Street
Manhattan, IL 60442

The Honorable Timothy Nugent
Mayor

Village of Manteno

98 E. 3rd Street

Manteno, IL 60950

The Honorable Andre Ashmore
Village President

Village of Matteson

4900 Village Commons
Matteson, IL 60443

Mr. Victor Frahm

Grant Park Area Historical
119 South Main Street
PO Box 2

Grant Park, IL 60940

Ms. Virginia Ferry

Chairwoman

Will County Historic Preservation
Commission

58 East Clinton Street

Suite 500

Joliet, IL 60432

Ms. Barb Newberg

Manager

Joliet Historic Preservation Commission
150 West Jefferson Street

Joliet, IL 60432

Mr. Tony Contos

Executive Director

Joliet Area Historical Museum
204 North Ottawa Street
Joliet, IL 60432

Ms. Judy Herder

President

Frankfort Area Historical Society
132 Kansas Street

PO Box 546

Frankfort, IL 60423

Mr. Mark Batson

President and Treasurer
New Lenox Historical Society
205 W Maple St, Route 30
New Lenox, IL 60451

Ms. Alice Smedsted

Co-President

Merrillville Ross Township Historical
Society

13 West 73rd Avenue

Merrillville, IN 46410
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Mr. Carl Moran

President

Bourbonnais Grove Historical Society
698 East Stratford Drive

PO Box 311

Bourbonnais, IL 60914

Mr. Norman Stevens

Ex Director

Kankakee County Museum
801 South 8th Avenue
Kankakee, IL 60901

The Honorable Daniel Tovo
Mayor

Village of Monee

5130 W. Court St.

Monee, IL 60449

The Honorable Richard Duran
Village President

Village of Peotone

208 E. Main Street

P.O. Box 430

Peotone, IL 60468

The Honorable Alan Darr, Jr.
Village President

Village of Symerton

18347 W. South St.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Robert Howard
Township Supervisor
Washington Township
30200 Town Center Rd.
Beecher, IL 60401

Mr. Daniel Jay
Township Supervisor
Wesley Township
34207 S. Rivals Rd.
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Harold Musman
Trustee

West Creek Township
11821 West 185th Avenue
Lowell, IN 46506

Mr. Jim Moustis

County Board Chairman/County Board
District 2

Will County

302 N. Chicago Street

Joliet, IL 60432

Mr. Lawence Walsh

County Board Chairman/County Board
District 2

Will County

302 N. Chicago Street

Joliet, IL 60432

Ms. Elisabeth Dunbar
Chairwoman

Kankakee County Historic Preservation

Commission

189 E. Court Street
Suite 201
Kankakee, IL 60901

Ms. Sandy Vasko

President

Will County Historical Society
803 South State Street
Lockport, IL 60441

Mr. Curt Paddock

Director

Will County Land Use Department -
Historic Preservation Commission
58 E. Clinton Street

Suite 500

Joliet, IL 60432
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Mr. Brian Cann
Township Supervisor
Will Township

29605 S. Ridgeland Ave.

Peotone, IL 60468

Mr. Dave Zielinski
President

Wilmington Area Historical Society

104 N. Water Street
PO Box 1
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Jerry Stewart
Township Supervisor
Wilmington Township
P.O. Box 397
Wilmington, IL 60481

Mr. Alan Mundt
Township Supervisor
Wilton Township
29249 S. Elevator Rd.
Manhattan, IL 60442

Mr. Rollie Brauer
Trustee

Winfield Township
10645 Randolph Street
Crown Point, IN 46307

Mr. Joe Fetcho
Township Supervisor
Yellowhead Township
113 E. Curtis Street
P.O. Box 567

Grant Park, IL 6094
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~ 13206 Parrish Ave.
Cedar Lake, IN 46303
(219) 374-6438

October 23, 2011

Mr. Kesti Susinskas

Project Manager

Illiana Corridor Study Management Consultant
Mlinois Department of Transportation

201 W. Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196

Dear Mr. Susinskas:

I am Scott Bocock, historian for the Cedar Lake Historical Association. Mrs. Zimmerman
felt that she did not have enough expertise on the matter of the Illiana Corridor Project
and passed the letter and response form on to me.

When 1 first read about the project, I was concerned about the possible impact on the
historical, archaeological and natural resources of the area. | wrote a letter to Indiana
State Senator Sue Landske, who is from Cedar Lake, about this project. In response, she
sent me a copy of Section 4 of the [lliana Expressway Feasibility Study, concerning the
environmental screening and red flag analysis for the natural, historical and
archaeological resources. She also sent a copy of my letter to the Indiana Department of
Transportation.

As a representative of the Cedar Lake Historical Association/ Lake of the Red Cedars
Museum, | accept to become a consulting party for the Illiana Corridor Project and will be
glad to give any input towards this project. Thank you.

Sincerely,

BUREAU DF

bt G V;Eﬁ

Scott Bocock, Bt 2 an
Historian

DISTRICT #1

EROGRAMMING
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B Kankakee River Vﬁlley

Forest Preserve District
. 3301 Waldron Rd, PO Box 13

Aroma Park il. 80010

7 OCTOBER - RECEIVED
August 10, 2011 wat B ey
: , ‘ a0 20t
Kesti Susi.nskés, P.E. - . o s ;
IDOT PMC Project Manager , : E g %ECT #‘j
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196
To Whoin It May Concern:

The Kankakee River Valley Forest Preserve District would like to thank you for your
invitation to us to participate in the Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact
Statement project.

Your invitation was discussed at our Board of Commissioners meeting last night and it
was decided to not become a participating agency. None of our commissioners or stafl
feel that they have the qualifications to contribute in a meaningful way.

Again, we thank you for the invitation.

Sincerely yours,

Dale Huizenga, Administrator
Kankakee River Valley Forest Preserve District

(Vo8 6%M’éﬁ/r
{H,7 wHeL WnT r}:ﬂuw'”é— Cle C‘%T‘ A?MfD

W‘Q/‘i’u\)&' Tﬁ(i U"“‘"E 0”6156'2?”6‘8/ M"dﬂ\’ -A'AUE ERSuTe p FES! ég'u\'&/
Cois Fe9, 00 A6 7 oul— roaﬂ?u'y . Pletse  Prose ws  FROM

ColSi0efkTiom .
bﬂ(// H-113



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept: dfﬁRV J. Senesus

Do Not Accept:

Reason (s) for not accepting:

Nna rRiAwaa~

Signature: Md ‘,JM

Title: 7 VRS L B e s L W A

Date: /é*%//

H-114



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept:

Do Not Accept: /)<

Reason (s) for not accepting:

Signature: %

Title:

Date: \ J!Bj\!

H-115



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Lake County Parks Department - Craig Zandstra

Accept:

Do Not Accept:

Reason (s) for not accepting:

o4 Natural Place For. Fun .o ..

Spedial Projects Coordinator
.. Administrative Sepvices
Division
8411 E. Lincoln Highwgy

.. Crown Point, IN 46307
V: 216.945,0543 | F: 219.947.0650 | Cell: 219.712.4315
e-mail: craigz@lakecountyparks.com

Signature: PR T S
> [4i0e
Special Projects Coordinator
Title:
10/3/11
Date: 3/

RECEIVED
0T -y R

H-116



—L8ES

Section 106 Consuiting Party Response

Accept: l/

Do Not Accept:

Reason (s) for not accepting:

Lisa DiChiera
Diirector of Advocacy
dichieral@lpciorg

Monadnock Building, Suite 1315
53 West Jackson Blvd.
S Chicago, Ilinois 60604

ILLiINOIS

(312) 922-1742 telephone
(312) 922-8112 facsimile
www .landmarks.org

Signature: %c/@ / W
Title: a@f}zf/é% 5% Mw
Date: :@Cﬁﬁ; / 7 @l@//

H-117



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept: \//

Do Net Accept:

Reason (s) for not accepting:

Do Kenneth,
: 315 (‘W,’ éommf 0.4"'5'
—— Lol AN gb5s6

Ny 4
[

Title: DR Fenms 7t & FLeyo A’wmc Histone frgseavaniod Losmmigias (FHR

/

Date: f°/5 [/
/7

H-118



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept: :/D"}”/:, s /:r ‘D éf/’: 647,&/(/

Do Not Accept:

Reason (s) for not accepting:

Signature: //M / /Oﬂ]jﬁ:
¥ \_/f o gy
Title: ;

Date: M._/ d / £

. Monece Township
26121 Egyptian Trail
P.O.Box 74

Tone= . Monee, IMlinois 60449

H-119



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept:
Do Not Accept: %fj (7,4?2’-— '
V4 _

Reason (s) for not accepting:

OU «:_.La‘ Ule _ Sut‘-be:a_da& A V\E\ME&{ S"L::»N-Lf
?Q.C) \Dtt?.’m \u‘r\ \.e,‘n S a‘a€ RS @‘?EZ@-\'}@N t5
‘95" A e C’-'ME‘&-‘B (&AA"(:‘:' o> \—Lﬁi?;%hwhbq{ 4 M“F"‘}f

DRoblEw s wees A1<5¢e='egeq§f4 peed o Qetoloea o

A AT ] ““‘*——e-ﬂ-' @cmwvg @%ér—ss \a]witmﬂi\ eﬁnéluﬂ ifu-al D
k?@@(l '%R.M%_G—"31C!);n 19 3 W-Lb “Hs 5 s ?Q_ggla‘%‘.a mu‘l @‘LLM\—
o2 obl _ iy henlih , 5 Ko eed R et 5@@4«,»:@[{{ e
Iz 1 7 - - } ! - i

‘E'N“”-"U\L —‘-ﬂ? Xe sth & %6\9
o Y

il

Ty

Signature: %
Title: /Freaid oA
Date: iG_"ZS”‘” Z@!//

BUREALU OF PROCGRAMNMING

H-120



Section 106 Consulting Party Response - BMREAY Q?F“\Q,

Accept: ol 11

Do Not Accept: !X 5?;%??%%? %‘é'g

Reason (s) for not accepting:

MMM Voo / M&

Thee Commther ruds bo haps Yuitl od ot gt,_mza,q‘

Signature: \jf&\_%,-\/__

T

Date: (0-4- 1]

H-121



Section 106 Consulting Party Response

Accept:

Do Not Accept: X

Reason (s) for not accepting:

WJJCZJMMM MM/MMW
W,z%e. W W@(MMJAV
%o/ﬂ/wucﬂ‘

Sigﬁature: céigﬂ-;/ é’/ &tﬂw
Title: P 2T oot W %MM
Date: ' 7 0’/@//”

Peotone Tawrnsing
0. Box 163

Pecteme | L, bOH(Y

P Sapamn:e:r

H-122



- James J Thiel-
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Saint John IN 46373
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September 28, 2011

The Honorable William Borgo
Mayor

Village of Manhattan

245 S. State Street
Manhaitan, IL 60442

'RE: lliiana Corridor Project Tier One Environmental lmpact Statement; Section 106
Consulting Party Invitation :

Dear Mayor Borgo:

The lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDOT) would like fo invite you to become a consulting party for the llliana Corridor Tier
One Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and the implementing regulations under 36 CFR Part 800. ‘

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with IDOT and INDOT, is
initiating a Tier One EIS for the llliana Corridor Project. The anticipated project termini are
Interstate 55 in Wil County, lllinois, and Interstate 65.in Lake County, Indiana. The study-
area covers approximately 950 sguare mlies in portions of Will-and Kankakee counties in
lliinois and Lake County in indiana.

-The Tier One EIS includes an exammatlon of the overall transportation system improvement

needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration of potential
environmental and social impacts of the possible alternatives. The Tier One evaluation is
completed at a sufficient level of engineering and environmental detail to assist decision
makers in selecting a preferred transportation system alternative(s).

Tier One includes preparing a Draft and Final EIS that will disclose potential environmental
and social effects (evaluated at a planning Geographic Information System [GIS] level) of the
proposed improverments. The Final EfS will conclude with a Record of Decision {ROD) by
FHWA that states the preferred transportation system alternative(s) to be carried forward into
Tier Two. The second tier generally involves the preparation of several separate National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents including EISs; Environmental Assessments

- (EAs); or Categorical Exclusions (CEs) for specific stand alone projects that have
independent utility within the overall corridor.

© FHWA, IDOT and INDOT will complete the Tier One EIS in order to satisfy NEPA
requirements. FHWA is the Federal agency responsible for final approval of the
environmental document. This study and the supporting environmental documents will be
governed by federal and state regulatory requirements. The requirements include NEPA, the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transporation Equity ‘Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU), and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, which requires

7 [HDIAHA DEPARTHMERT OF TRAXSPORTAT(GN
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the FHWA to take into account the effect of the proposed project on any district, site,
building, structure, or object that is included in or eligible for inclusion in the Nationai Register
of Historic Places. These requirements create opportunities for State, Federal, and local
agencies as well as the public to provide input into the project development process.

FHWA, IDOT and INDOT, as joint lead agencies for this project are responsible for
identifying consulting parties for meeting the requirements of Section 106. Your organization
has been identified as one that may have an interest in this project's potential impacts on
historic and archaeological resources.

The role of a consulting party is to consult with IDOT, INDOT and FHWA during the project
development process to provide information on potential historic and archaeclogical
properties in the study area, provide comments on potential effects to historic properties and
consult to seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects upon these properties.
-During -the project development process, we would be seeking your input as a consulting
party on these issues. : ' '

Attached to this letter, you will find a form that will allow you to check a response to either
‘accept or decline the offer to become a Section 106 consulting party. Please check the
response that is appropriate for you, and return this form using the enclosed self addressed,
stamped envelope prior to October 28, 2011. : :

If yoLn have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or the respective
roles and responsibilities of a consulting party, please contact Matt Fuller at FHWA at 217-
492-4625, Kesti Susinskas at IDOT at 847-705-4126, or Greg Kicinski at INDOT at 317-234-
1534. :

-Sincerely,
e Ohfa
Diane O'Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E
Deputy Director of Highways - Director of Project Management
Regional Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

litinois Department of Transportation:
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Pres. Richard P. Duran
Village of Peotone

208 E. Main St.
~P.O. Box 430

: Peotone, IL 60468
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WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP MUSEUM
620 Reed Street, P. O. Box 692

Beecher. 1. 60401

Ms. Diana O”Keefe, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Regional Engineer

Mlinois Department of Transportation

Dear Ms. O’Keefe:
[ am belatedly responding to your letter concerning the Illiana Corridor Project, the delay caused
by the recent death of my husband.

I cannot join your project, although I would like to, because I am 88 years old, bearing impaired,
and bave limited opportunities to travel. I would like to recommend as an alternative Don Sala, a
colleague at Washington Township Museum, whom I have asked Paul Lohmann, Beecher’s
village president, to appoint as my replacemnent, when I leave the museum.

Mr. Salais a retired advertising photographer, who is an excellent researcher with a primary
intefest in architecture. He is extremeiy concerned about the proposed airport, imerinodal, aid
other possible enterprises that will change our village. He is intelligent, energetic, and
responsible. When I asked him il I could recommend him to you, his response was positive.

I think the Beecher area, which possibly will be subjected to radical changes soon, needs to be
well represented in your considerations.

Again, I regret the delay in answering your letter.
Sincerely.

%,mm/ C Bask

Virgitia Churchill Bath

Curator, Washington Township Museum
Beecher, Illinois

Phone: (708) 946-6218

H-138



Section 106 Consulting Party Response ' M —0"'

oot o 1N (L, /4 &@4 St

B
Do Not Accept: e 33;% WGE R s
5:,,53*& e i
/ i.fg’fz;
Reason (s) for not accepting: zq,{: s ”ﬁ
i

@f‘@wm 41

Signatur -KUWML M /t) M

e YA/ Z’meﬁf/ s
Date: / 0/ 5 ///j /

H-139



Section 106 Consulting Party Response
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Will County Historical Society
803 South State Street
Lockport, IL 60441
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June 3, 2011

llliana Corridor Study
Will, Kankakee (IL) and Lake (IN) Counties

The Honorable Ed Charbonneau
Indiana State Senator, 5th District
205 W. Washington Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Dear Senator Charbonneau:

On behalf of Governors Pat Quinn of Illinois and Mitch Daniels of Indiana, the lllinois
Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDQT) are pleased to announce the start of the llliana Corridor Study. IDOT and
INDOT have formed a partnership that seeks to identify a long term transportation
solution in a study area extending from 1-55 on the west to 1-65 on the east (see
attachment A — Project Fact Sheet).

The llliana Study will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), and involve the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, or EIS. The
EIS will be pursued in two parts, or Tiers. Tier One, which is expected to be completed
by May of 2013, will involve identifying the transportation needs, developing and
evaluating a range of alternatives, and selecting a preferred plan at a conceptual level of
detail. Tier Two, which includes more detailed engineering and environmental studies
for the preferred plan, is expected to be completed within 24 to 36 months after the
completion of Tier One. Funding alternatives will also be considered, and both States
have adopted Public Private Partnership (P3) legislation, which allows for consideration
to use private investment for the financing, construction and operation of a transportation
facility.

Stakeholder involvement will be a key feature of the planning process, with a pair of
Stakeholder Working Groups having a central role. The Corridor Planning Group (CPG)
will include County and Municipal officials, as well as representation from the regional
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the study area. The second group will be a
Technical Task Force (TTF), which will consist of staff, agencies, organizations, or
interested groups. The purpose of these groups will be to seek feedback on every major
aspect of the NEPA process. Other stakeholder outreach opportunities include Public
Meetings, a Public Hearing, newsletters, a project website (www.illianacorridor.org),
small group meetings, and a Speakers Bureau. Our first series of stakeholder events will
take place in June, with monthly or bi-monthly meetings as the process moves forward.
The Working Group meetings will be posted in advance on our project website, and will
be open to the public, with events hosted in both lllinois and Indiana on consecutive
days, as noted below.
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CPG/TTF meeting # 1 will introduce the llliana planning process in more detail, and
begin a discussion to define the transportation needs in the study area. An agenda will
be provided prior to the meeting.

CPG/TTFE Meeting #1 (lllinois) CPG/TTF Meeting #1 (Indiana)
June 14 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. June 15 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.
Jacob Henry Mansion Estate Avalon Manor

Victoria Ballroom 3550 E. Lincoln Highway

15 S. Richards Street Merrillville, IN 46410

Joliet, Illinois 60433

The purpose of Public Meeting #1 is to provide a forum for the general public to provide
feedback on existing conditions and transportation needs. A formal invitation will be sent
for this meeting as details are finalized.

Public Meeting # 1 (lllinois) Public Meeting # 1 (Indiana)
June 21 - 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. June 22 - 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
Matteson Hotel & Conference Center Crown Point High School
(Holiday Inn) 1500 South Main Street

500 Holiday Plaza Drive Crown Point, IN 46307

Matteson, IL 60443

We look forward to working with you. If you have any questions, or need additional
information, please contact Mr. Kesti Susinskas (IL) at 847-705-4126 or email
(kesti.susinskas@illinois.gov) or Angela Fegaras (IN) at 219-325-7507 or email
(afegaras@indot.in.gov).

Sincerely,

Diane M. O’Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E.

Deputy Directory of Highways, Director of Project Management
Region One Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

lllinois Department of Transportation

Enclosure
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ILLIANA
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Project History

The vision of the Illiana Corridor dates back to the 1909 Plan of
Chicago by Daniel Burnham and Edward Bennett that included an
“Outer Encircling Highway” serving northeastern Illinois and north-
west Indiana. Conceptual highway corridors linking Illinois and
Indiana south of Interstate 80 were also studied by regional planning
agencies in both states in the 1960’s and 1970’s. More recently,
feasibility studies for a potential Illiana expressway were completed

in 2009 by Indiana and a supplemental study in 2010 by Illinois.

Following completion of these studies, a memorandum of understanding
was signed on June 9, 2010 by the Governors of Illinois and Indiana,
which formalized the partnership between the two states for planning
a potential new transportation linkage. Recently enacted legislation

in both states also allows a “public private partnership” or “P3”,

which allows private sector financing for constructing or operating

a transportation facility.

Who is conducting the study?

IDOT is managing the consulting contracts and overall study. INDOT is
financially participating in the study and will provide leadership for the Indiana
portion of the study area. IDOT and INDOT will act as joint lead agencies with the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for preparation of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). A consultant team led by Parsons Brinckerhoff (PB) will
conduct the llliana Corridor Study for IDOT and INDOT.

lllinois Department
of Transportation

Why is the
study being

done and what
is the process?

Previous studies have indicated possible ben-
efits for an east-west transportation corridor
extending from I-55 in Illinois to I-65 in Indiana.
These include providing an alternate route for
motorists traveling the I-90/94 corridor, relieving
traffic on the I-80 Borman/Kingery Express-
way and U.S. 30, serving as a bypass for trucks
around the congested metropolitan highways,
providing access to one of the largest “inland
port” intermodal freight areas in the U.S. and
the proposed South Suburban Airport, sup-
porting economic development in this area,
and the potential for substantial job creation.
Will County, Illinois was one of the fastest-
growing counties in the U.S. between 2000 and
2010, adding 175,000 residents and increasing
demand for additional transportation options.

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT)
and Indiana Department of Transportation (IN-
DOT) are initiating the Illiana Corridor Study,
following the federal National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) process. The NEPA process
will be approached in two parts, or Tiers, with
extensive stakeholder involvement throughout.
Tier One will involve the identification of trans-
portation needs, the development and evaluation
of alternatives for all modes, and the selection
of a preferred alternative (or corridor) at a
conceptual level of detail. The results of Tier
One will set the stage for more in depth dis-
cussions and analysis in Tier Two, which will
involve more detailed engineering and envi-
ronmental studies for the preferred Tier One
alternative. Many potential alternatives will be
considered in the study as well as a “no build”
alternative, and the study will strive to identify
an alternative that provides the best balance of
serving transportation needs, avoiding or mini-
mizing environmental impacts, and incorporating
community input and values.
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Where is the study area?

The Illiana Study area is located in southern Will County and northern

Kankakee County in Illinois and southern Lake County in Indiana. The
study area is generally located between I-65 on the east, I-55 on the west,

and bordered by U.S. 30 to the North.
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IDOT and INDOT are using Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) on this project. CSS is a collaborative
approach that involves all stakeholders to develop a facility that fits into its surroundings
and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic, and environmental resources while maintaining safety and
mobility. The purpose of CSS is to gather and consider input on the project from all interested stake-
holders, and to encourage design flexibility to incorporate environmental and community values as
well as meet transportation objectives.

Public involvement is a key component of CSS and is strongly encouraged during the study. Plans are
underway to provide many opportunities for the public to provide input on their needs and potential
solutions within the study area. Forums include corridor planning and technical task force groups,
public meetings, and small group meetings. Through these and other means, IDOT and INDOT will
proactively seek stakeholder input and partnerships early and often. Up-to-date information and a
way to comment will be available on the project website at www.illianacorridor.org by mid-June 2011.

Contacts

lllinois Department of Transportation-District 1
ATTN.: Kesti Susinskas

201 W. Center Court

Schaumburg, lllinois 60196

847-705-4126

Indiana Department of Transportation
ATTN.: Greg Kicinski

100 N. Senate Avenue, #N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
317-234-1534
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Project Schedule

The Illiana Corridor Tier One
Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) Study was initiated in April
2011 and is anticipated to be
completed within 24 months.
Tier Two EIS studies may take
an additional 24-36 months. The
Tier One and Tier Two EIS are
the only phases of the project
that are funded. Land acquisi-
tion, contract plan preparation,
and construction are currently
not funded.

ILLIANA
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June 3,

2011 Legislative Initiation Letter Address List

Prefix First Name Last Name Title District # Office Address1 City State |Zip Code Greetings Title
The Honorable Ed Charbonneau Indiana State Senator 5th District 205 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Senator
The Honorable Daniel Coats United States Senator 10 West Market Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Senator
The Honorable Tom Cross Illinois State Representative 84th District 24047 W. Lockport Street, Suite 213 Plainfield IL 60544 Representative
The Honorable Anthony Deluca Illinois State Representative 80th District 722 W. Exchange Street, Suite 4 Crete IL 60417 Representative
The Honorable Chester Dobis Indiana State Representative 13th District 203 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Representative
The Honorable Lisa M. Dugan Illinois State Representative 79th District 200 E. Court Street Kankakee IL 60901 Representative
The Honorable Dick Durbin United States Senator John C. Kluczynski Federal Building 230 South Dearborn Street, Suite 3892 Chicago IL 60604 Senator
The Honorable Toi W. Hutchinson Illinois State Senator 40th District 222 Vollmer Road Chicago Heights IL 60411 Senator
The Honorable Jesse Jackson Jr. United States Representative 2nd District Homewood Office 17926 South Halsted Homewood IL 60430 Representative
The Honorable Adam Kinzingler United States Representative 11th District Joliet Office 2701 Black Road, Suite 201 Joliet IL 60435 Representative
The Honorable Mark Kirk United States Senator John C. Kluczynski Federal Building 230 South Dearborn Street, Suite 3900 Chicago IL 60604 Senator
The Honorable Sue Landske Indiana State Senator 6th District 206 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Senator
The Honorable Don Lehe Indiana State Representative 15th District 201 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Representative
The Honorable Richard Lugar United States Senator 10 West Market Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Senator
The Honorable Jack McGuire Illinois State Representative 86th District 121 Springfield Avenue Joliet IL 60435 Representative
The Honorable Sue Rezin lllinois State Senator 38th District 103 Fifth Street Peru IL 61354 Senator
The Honorable Pam Roth Illinois State Representative 75th District 3605 N. State Route 47, Suite F Morris IL 60450 Representative
The Honorable Edmond Soliday Indiana State Representative 4th District 200 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Representative
The Honorable Karen Tallion Indiana State Senator 4th District 204 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Senator
The Honorable Shelli VanDenburgh Indiana State Representative 19th District 202 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204 Representative
The Honorable Peter Visclosky United States Representative 1st District 7895 Broadway, Suite A Merrillville IN 46410 Representative
The Honorable Arthur L. "AJ." Wilhelmi lllinois State Senator 43rd District 2200 Weber Road Crest Hill IL 60403 Senator
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June 3, 2011

llliana Corridor Study
Will, Kankakee (IL) and Lake (IN) Counties

«Prefix» «First_Name» «Last_Name»
«Title_»

«Affiliation»

«Addressl»

«Address_2»

«Office»

«City», «State» «Zip_Code»

Dear «Greeting_Title» «Last_Name»:

On behalf of Governors Pat Quinn of Illinois and Mitch Daniels of Indiana, the lllinois
Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDQT) are pleased to announce the start of the llliana Corridor Study. IDOT and
INDOT have formed a partnership that seeks to identify a long term transportation
solution in a study area extending from 1-55 on the west to I-65 on the east (see
attachment A — Project Fact Sheet). This partnership also includes many local and
regional stakeholders, and we would like to take this opportunity to formally invite you to
join us in this important effort.

The llliana Study will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), and involve the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, or EIS. The
EIS will be pursued in two parts, or Tiers. Tier One, which is expected to be completed
by May of 2013, will involve identifying the transportation needs, developing and
evaluating a range of alternatives, and selecting a preferred plan at a conceptual level of
detail. Tier Two, which includes more detailed engineering and environmental studies
for the preferred plan, is expected to be completed within 24 to 36 months after the
completion of Tier One. Funding alternatives will also be considered, and both States
have adopted Public Private Partnership (P3) legislation, which allows for consideration
to use private investment for the financing, construction and operation of a transportation
facility.

Stakeholder involvement will be a key feature of the planning process, with a pair of
Stakeholder Working Groups having a central role. The Corridor Planning Group (CPG)
will include County and Municipal officials, as well as representation from the regional
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the study area. The second group will be a
Technical Task Force (TTF), which will consist of staff, agencies, organizations, or
interested groups. The purpose of these groups will be to seek feedback on every major
aspect of the NEPA process. Other stakeholder outreach opportunities include Public
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Meetings, a Public Hearing, newsletters, a project website (www.illianacorridor.org),
small group meetings, and a Speakers Bureau. Our first series of stakeholder events
will take place in June, with monthly or bi-monthly meetings as the process moves
forward. The Working Group meetings will also be open to the public, with events
hosted in both Illinois and Indiana on consecutive days, as noted below.

CPG/TTF meeting # 1 will introduce the llliana planning process in more detail, and
begin a discussion to define the transportation needs in the study area. An agenda will
be provided prior to the meeting.

CPG/TTFE Meeting #1 (lllinois) CPG/TTF Meeting #1 (Indiana)
June 14 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. June 15 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.
Jacob Henry Mansion Estate Avalon Manor

Victoria Ballroom 3550 E. Lincoln Highway

15 S. Richards Street Merrillville, IN 46410

Joliet, lllinois 60433

The purpose of Public Meeting #1 is to provide a forum for the general public to provide
feedback on existing conditions and transportation needs. A formal invitation will be sent
for this meeting as details are finalized.

Public Meeting # 1 (lllinois) Public Meeting # 1 (Indiana)
June 21 - 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. June 22 - 5:00 p.m.-8:00 p.m.
Matteson Hotel & Conference Center Crown Point High School
(Holiday Inn) 1500 South Main Street

500 Holiday Plaza Drive Crown Point, IN 46307

Matteson, IL 60443

One of the key early steps in the process will be data collection, and members of our
project team may be contacting you at various times throughout the study process. As
an initial data collection request, we have attached a “Context Audit”, which will assist us
in defining the goals, objectives and concerns of stakeholders. We will also send this
document electronically. Please have this audit completed by the initial CPG/TTF
meeting in June.
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We look forward to working with you. If you have any questions, or need additional
information, please contact Mr. Kesti Susinskas (IL) at 847-705-4126 or email
(kesti.susinskas@illinois.gov) or Angela Fegaras (IN) at 219-325-7507 or email
(afegaras@indot.in.gov).

Sincerely,

Srae. 7. Obike ey Kicinods

Diane M. O’Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E.
Deputy Directory of Highways, Director of Project Management
Region One Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

lllinois Department of Transportation

Enclosure
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llliana Corridor Study

Community Context Audit Form

Purpose:

The Community Context Audit form is intended to be a guide to identify various community characteristics

that make each transportation project location unique to its residents, its businesses, and the public in

general. This information will help to define the Purpose and Need for the proposed transportation

improvements, based upon community goals and local plans for future development. The audit is designed

to take into account the community’s history or heritage, present conditions, and anticipated future

conditions. As you complete this audit, please consider the interaction of persons and groups within your

community when considering factors such as mobility and access (vehicular, non-vehicular, and transit

modes), safety, local and regional economics, aesthetics, and overall quality of life.

Please complete the following form. Please use additional paper if needed.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Jurisdiction:

Contact Person:

Telephone Number:

E-Mail Address:

Individual Completing Context Audit Form:

Date:

llliana Corridor Study Contacts:

lllinois Department of Transportation-Region 1
Attn.: Kesti Susinskas

201 W. Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196

847-705-4126

Kesti.Susinskas@illinois.gov

Indiana Department of Transportation
Greg Kicinski

100 N. Senate Avenue #N642
Indianapolis, IN 46204

317-234-1534

gkicinski@indot.in.gov
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Section 1: Community Characteristics

1. Describe your community’s existing land use

2. Are there important cultural, historic, unique, social/economic, or other features relating to the built
environment or agriculture in or near your community?

3. Are there important scenic, unique, threatened and endangered species, or other features relating
to the natural environment in or near your community?

Section 2: Transportation

1. Describe the transportation network (highway and transit) that serves your community.

2. Are there any major traffic generators (regional shopping centers, major employers, intermodal
facilities) in or near your community?

3. What are your community’s major planned or programmed transportation facility improvements?
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4. What are the existing transportation problems and needs (for all modes) for your community?

5. How do you expect your community’s transportation problems and needs to change over the next
20 years?

Section 3: Community Planning and Economic Development

1. Does your community have a comprehensive plan?

2. Does your community have a planning area boundary, growth management plan, or resource
management plan?

3. Isthe llliana Corridor considered in any of your community’s plans? If so, what is the basis for that
consideration (past studies, etc.) and how is it incorporated?

4. Are there any major planned or proposed developments or redevelopment in or near your
community?
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Section 4: Public Involvement

1. What public opinion exists in your community regarding the new llliana Corridor Study, or previous
llliana studies?

2. Are there any expectations or concerns/issues regarding the llliana Corridor Study that is just being
initiated?

3. Are there major stakeholder groups who would be interested in the llliana Corridor Study?

4. What are the major communication techniques your community uses to disseminate information to
the public?

Section 5: Additional Comments

Please add any additional comments:
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June 3, 2011 Corridor Planning Group Initiation Letter Address List

Prefix First Name [Last Name Title Affiliation Office Address1 Address 2 City State |Zip Code
Honorable Robert H. |Carnahan Town Council President Town of Cedar Lake 7408 Constitution Avenue Cedar Lake IN 46303
Honorable Alan Darr, Jr. Village President Village of Symerton 18347 W. South St. Wilmington IL 60481
Honorable Daniel Tovo Mayor Village of Monee 5130 W. Court St. Monee IL 60449
Honorable David Uran Mayor City of Crown Point 101 North East Street Crown Point IN 46307
Honorable Ed Pacchetti Mayor City of Carbon Hill 695 North Holcomb St. Carbon Hill IL 60416-9709
Honorable Fred Meyer Village President Village of Grant Park 106 West Taylor Street Grant Park IL 60940
Honorable James Hicks Council President Town of Winfield 10645 Randolph St. Winfield IN 46307
Honorable James Homa Mayor Village of Braceville 102 W. Main St. PO Box 187 Braceville IL 60407
Honorable Jerry Pressley Mayor City of Braidwood 141 W. Main St. Braidwood IL 60408
Honorable Joe Cook Village President Village of Channahon Administrative 24555 S. Navajo Drive Channahon IL 60410
Office
Honorable Marty Orr Mayor City of Wilmington 1165 S. Water Street Wilmington IL 60481
Honorable Michael Bossert County Board Chairman Kankakee County 189 E. Court Street Kankakee IL 60901
Honorable Michael Einhorn Village President Village of Crete 524 W. Exchange Street Crete IL 60417
Honorable Mike Forbes Town Council President Town of St. John 10955 W. 93rd Avenue St. John IN 46373
Honorable Neal Nelson Mayor Village of Coal City 515 S. Broadway Coal City IL 60416
Honorable Paul Lohmann Village President Village of Beecher 724 Penfield St. Beecher IL 60401
Honorable Philip Kuiper Town Council President Town of Lowell 501 E. Main Street Lowell IN 46357
Honorable R. A. Willis Village President Village of Godley 150 S. Kankakee St. Godley IL 60407
Honorable Richard Duran Village President Village of Peotone 208 E. Main Street PO Box 430 Peotone IL 60468
Honorable Theresa Kernc Mayor Village of Diamond 1750 E. Division Diamond Il 60416
Honorable Timothy Nugent Mayor Village of Manteno 98 E. 3rd Street Manteno IL 60950
Honorable Tom Goralczyk Town Council President Town of Merrillville 7820 Broadway Avenue Merrillville IN 46410
Honorable Tom Giarrante Mayor City of Joliet City Hall 150 West Jefferson Street Joliet IL 60432
Honorable Vivian Covington Mayor Village of University Park 4 Town center University Park  [IL 60484
Honorable William Offerman Village President Village of Elwood 401 E. Mississippi Avenue P.O. Box 435 Elwood IL 60421
Honorable William Borgo Mayor Village of Manhattan 245 S, State Street Manhattan IL 60442
Mr. Bruce Gould County Engineer Will County Highway Department 16841 W. Laraway Road Joliet IL 60433
Mr. Duane A. Alverson P.E Engineer Lake County Highway Department 1100 East Monitor Street Crown Point IN 46307
Mr. Gerry Scheub County Commissioner 2nd District Lake County 2293 N. Main Street Building 'A", 3rd |Crown Point IN 46307
Floor
Mr. Jim Moustis County Board Chairman/County Board Will County 302 N. Chicago Street Joliet IL 60432
District 2
Mr. Jim Piekarczyk County Engineer Kankakee County 189 E. Court Street Kankakee IL 60901
Mr. John Swanson Executive Director Northwest Indiana Regional Planning Commission 6100 Southport Road Portage IN 46368
Mr. Lawrence [Walsh County Executive Will County 302 N. Chicago Street Joliet IL 60432
Mr. Michael Lammey Transportation Planner Kankakee Area Transportation Study 189 E. Court St., Room 201 Kankakee, IL 60901
Mr. Randy Blankenhorn |Executive Director Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 233 South Wacker Drive, Suite 800 Chicago IL 60606
H-156

Page 1 of 1



June 3, 2011

llliana Corridor Study
Will, Kankakee (IL) and Lake (IN) Counties

«Prefix» «First_Name» «Last_Name»
«Title_»

«Affiliation»

«Addressl»

«Address_2»

«Office»

«City», «State» «Zip_Code»

Dear «Greeting_Title» «Last_Name»:

On behalf of Governors Pat Quinn of Illinois and Mitch Daniels of Indiana, the lllinois
Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDQT) are pleased to announce the start of the llliana Corridor Study. IDOT and
INDOT have formed a partnership that seeks to identify a long term transportation
solution in a study area extending from 1-55 on the west to 1-65 on the east (see
attachment A — Project Fact Sheet). This partnership also includes many local and
regional stakeholders, and we would like to take this opportunity to formally invite you to
join us in this important effort.

The llliana Study will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), and involve the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, or EIS. The
EIS will be pursued in two parts, or Tiers. Tier One, which is expected to be completed
by May of 2013, will involve identifying the transportation needs, developing and
evaluating a range of alternatives, and selecting a preferred plan at a conceptual level of
detail. Tier Two, which includes more detailed engineering and environmental studies
for the preferred plan, is expected to be completed within 24 to 36 months after the
completion of Tier One. Funding alternatives will also be considered, and both States
have adopted Public Private Partnership (P3) legislation, which allows for consideration
to use private investment for the financing, construction and operation of a transportation
facility.

Stakeholder involvement will be a key feature of the planning process, with a pair of
Stakeholder Working Groups having a central role. The Corridor Planning Group (CPG)
will include County and Municipal officials, as well as representation from the regional
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the study area. The second group will be a
Technical Task Force (TTF), which will consist of staff, agencies, organizations, or
interested groups. The purpose of these groups will be to seek feedback on every major
aspect of the NEPA process. Other stakeholder outreach opportunities include Public
Meetings, a Public Hearing, newsletters, a project website (www.illianacorridor.org),
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small group meetings, and a Speakers Bureau. Our first series of stakeholder events
will take place in June, with monthly or bi-monthly meetings as the process moves
forward. The Working Group meetings will also be open to the public, with events
hosted in both Illinois and Indiana on consecutive days, as noted below.

CPG/TTF meeting # 1 will introduce the llliana planning process in more detail, and
begin a discussion to define the transportation needs in the study area. An agenda will
be provided prior to the meeting.

CPG/TTFE Meeting #1 (lllinois) CPG/TTFE Meeting #1 (Indiana)
June 14 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. June 15 - 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.
Jacob Henry Mansion Estate Avalon Manor

Victoria Ballroom 3550 E. Lincoln Highway

15 S. Richards Street Merrillville, IN 46410

Joliet, Illlinois 60433

The purpose of Public Meeting #1 is to provide a forum for the general public to provide
feedback on existing conditions and transportation needs. A formal invitation will be sent
for this meeting as details are finalized.

Public Meeting # 1 (lllinois) Public Meeting # 1 (Indiana)
June 21 - 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. June 22 - 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
Matteson Hotel & Conference Center Crown Point High School
(Holiday Inn) 1500 South Main Street

500 Holiday Plaza Drive Crown Point, IN 46307

Matteson, IL 60443

One of the key early steps in the process will be data collection, and members of our
project team may be contacting you at various times throughout the study process. As
an initial data collection request, we have attached a “Context Audit”, which will assist us
in defining the goals, objectives and concerns of stakeholders. We will also send this
document electronically. Please have this audit completed by the initial CPG/TTF
meeting in June.
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We look forward to working with you. If you have any questions, or need additional
information, please contact Mr. Kesti Susinskas (IL) at 847-705-4126 or email
(kesti.susinskas@illinois.gov) or Angela Fegaras (IN) at 219-325-7507 or email
(afegaras@indot.in.gov).

Sincerely,

o 7. Olife ey Kiciods

Diane M. O’Keefe, P.E. Greg Kicinski, P.E.
Deputy Directory of Highways, Director of Project Management
Region One Engineer Indiana Department of Transportation

lllinois Department of Transportation

Enclosures
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llliana Corridor Study

Community Context Audit Form

Purpose:

The Community Context Audit form is intended to be a guide to identify various community characteristics

that make each transportation project location unique to its residents, its businesses, and the public in

general. This information will help to define the Purpose and Need for the proposed transportation

improvements, based upon community goals and local plans for future development. The audit is designed

to take into account the community’s history or heritage, present conditions, and anticipated future

conditions. As you complete this audit, please consider the interaction of persons and groups within your

community when considering factors such as mobility and access (vehicular, non-vehicular, and transit

modes), safety, local and regional economics, aesthetics, and overall quality of life.

Please complete the following form. Please use additional paper if needed.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Jurisdiction:

Contact Person:

Telephone Number:

E-Mail Address:

Individual Completing Context Audit Form:

Date:

llliana Corridor Study Contacts:

lllinois Department of Transportation-Region 1
Attn.: Kesti Susinskas

201 W. Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196

847-705-4126

Kesti.Susinskas@illinois.gov

Indiana Department of Transportation
Greg Kicinski

100 N. Senate Avenue #N642
Indianapolis, IN 46204

317-234-1534

gkicinski@indot.in.gov
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Section 1: Community Characteristics

1. Describe your community’s existing land use

2. Are there important cultural, historic, unique, social/economic, or other features relating to the built
environment or agriculture in or near your community?

3. Are there important scenic, unique, threatened and endangered species, or other features relating
to the natural environment in or near your community?

Section 2: Transportation

1. Describe the transportation network (highway and transit) that serves your community.

2. Are there any major traffic generators (regional shopping centers, major employers, intermodal
facilities) in or near your community?

3. What are your community’s major planned or programmed transportation facility improvements?
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4. What are the existing transportation problems and needs (for all modes) for your community?

5. How do you expect your community’s transportation problems and needs to change over the next
20 years?

Section 3: Community Planning and Economic Development

1. Does your community have a comprehensive plan?

2. Does your community have a planning area boundary, growth management plan, or resource
management plan?

3. Isthe llliana Corridor considered in any of your community’s plans? If so, what is the basis for that
consideration (past studies, etc.) and how is it incorporated?

4. Are there any major planned or proposed developments or redevelopment in or near your
community?
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Section 4: Public Involvement

1. What public opinion exists in your community regarding the new llliana Corridor Study, or previous
llliana studies?

2. Are there any expectations or concerns/issues regarding the llliana Corridor Study that is just being
initiated?

3. Are there major stakeholder groups who would be interested in the llliana Corridor Study?

4. What are the major communication techniques your community uses to disseminate information to
the public?

Section 5: Additional Comments

Please add any additional comments:
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June 3, 2011 Technical Task Force Initiation Letter Address List

Prefix First Name Last Name Title Affiliation Office Address 1 Address 2 City State Zip Code
Mr. Alan Williams Township Supervisor Manteno Township 1030 Boudreau Rd Manteno IL 60950
Mr. Alan Mundt Township Supervisor Wilton Township 29249 S. Elevator Rd Manhattan IL 60442
Ms. Alice Dahl Trustee Cedar Creek Township 151 Fremont St Lowell IN 46356
Mr. Barry Cooper Regional Administrator Federal Aviation Administration Great Lakes Region 2300 East Devon Avenue Des Plaines IL 60018
Mr. Brian Cann Township Supervisor Will Township 29605 S Ridgeland Ave. Peotone IL 60468
Mr. Bruce Tammen Township Supervisor Custer Township 37131 Essex Rd. Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. Bruce Hamann Township Highway Commissioner Will Township 30317 S.Will-Center Road Peotone IL 60468
Mr. Daniel Jay Township Supervisor Wesley Township 34207 S. Rivals Rd Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. David Deutsche Township Highway Commissioner Monee Township P.0.Box 74 Monee IL 60449
Mr. David Cann Township Supervisor Peotone Township 8212 W. Kennedy Rd. P.O. Box 651 Peotone IL 60468
Mr. Dewey Pearman Executive Director Construction Advancement Foundation 6050 Southport Rd. Suite A Portage IN 46368
Mr. Donald Babcock Director Economic Development NIPSCO 801 E. 86th Ave. Merrillville IN 46410
Ms. Donna Dettbarn Township Supervisor Monee Township 26121 Egyptian Trail Monee IL 60449
Mr. Ed Paesel Executive Director South Suburban Mayors and Managers 1904 W. 174th Street East Hazel Crest IL 60429
Association
Mr. Eldon Strong Trustee Center Township 1450 E. Joliet St. Condo A, Ste 103 Crown Point IN 46307
Mr. Gary Mueller Township Supervisor Green Garden Township 25510 S. Center Rd. Monee IL 60449
Mr. Gerald Curran Township Supervisor Crete Township 1367 Wood Street Crete IL 60417
Mr. Gerald Hanas General Manager Northern Indiana Commuter 33 East U.S. Highway 12 Chesterton IN 46304
Transportation District
Mr. Howard Learner President and Executive Director Environmental Law and Policy Center 35 E. Wacker Dr., Ste. 1300 Chicago IL 60601
Mr. Howard Fink Town Manager Town of Merrillville 7820 Broadway Merrillville IN 46410
Mr. lan Nicolini Town Administrator Town of Cedar Lake 7408 Constitution Avenue Cedar Lake IN 46303
Mr. James Hadrys Township Highway Commissioner Florence Township 30860 Indian Trail Road Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. James Hunley Trustee Hanover Township 9810 W 136th Lane Cedar Lake IN 46303
Mr. James Potthoff District Forester Kankakee Fish & Wildlife Area P.O. Box 77 North Judson IN 46366
Mr. James Walsh Township Supervisor Manhattan Township 24645 Eastern Ave. Manhattan IL 60442
Mr. Jeremy Roberts Township Highway Commissioner Yellowhead Township 313 S. Meadows Street Grant Park IL 60940
Mr. Jerry Rice Township Highway Commissioner Rockville Township 6076 W 11000 N Road Manteno IL 60950
Mr. Jerry Flick Township Highway Commissioner Sumner Township 10307 E 9000 N Road Grant Park IL 60940
Mr. Jerry Meyer Township Highway Commissioner Washington Township 30200 Town Center Road Beecher IL 60401
Mr. Jerry Stewart Township Supervisor Wilmington Township PO Box 397 Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. Jesse Kharbanda Executive Director Hoosier Environmental Council 3951 N Meridian Suite 100 Indianapolis IN 46208
Mr. Jim Baltas Township Highway Commissioner Manhattan Township 12900 W. Bruns Rd. Manhattan IL 60442
Mr. Joe Fetcho Township Supervisor Yellowhead Township 113 E. Curtis Street PO Box 567 Grant Park IL 60940
Mr. John Hack Township Highway Commissioner Peotone Township P. 0. Box 651 Peotone IL 60468
Mr. John Dixon Township Highway Commissioner Reed Township 630 W. First Street Braidwood IL 60408
Mr. John Rooda Trustee Ross Township 24 W. 73rd Ave Merrillville IN 46410
Mr. John Greuling President & CEO Will County Center for Economic 116 N. Chicago St., Ste. 101 Joliet IL 60432-4204
Development
Mr. John Thatcher Township Highway Commissioner Wilton Township 16491 W. Kennedy Road Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. Jon Davis Deputy Director Indiana Department of Natural 402 W. Washington Street Indianapolis IN 46204
Resources
Mr. Joseph Costello Executive Director RTA 175 W. Jackson Blvd, Suite 1650 Chicago IL 60604
Mr. Joseph Rodawold Township Highway Commissioner Wesley Township 17292 W. Ballou Road Wilmington IL 60481
Col. Keith Wozniak Chief, CELRC-TS-RW U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Chicago |West Permits and 111 North Canal St. 6th Floor Chicago IL 60606-7206
District Enforcement
Mr. Ken Allers President Forest Preserves of the Kankakee River 1301 Waldron Road P.O. Box 13 Aroma Park IL 60910
Valley
Mr. Kirmet Wies Deputy for Planning Chicago Metropolitan Agency for 233 South Wacker Drive, Suite 800 Chicago IL 60606
Planning
Ms. Kristi Lafleur Executive Director Illinois Tollway 2700 Ogden Ave. Downers Grove IL 60515
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June 3, 2011 Technical Task Force Initiation Letter Address List

Prefix First Name Last Name Title Affiliation Office Address 1 Address 2 City State Zip Code
Mr. Larry Ohm Township Supervisor Sumner Township 5277 E. 7000 N Rd Manteno IL 60950
Mr. Lawrence Troutman Township Supervisor Channahon Township 25461 S. Fryer St. P.O. Box 456 Channahon IL 60410
Ms. Leesa Beal Chief, CELRC-TS-R U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Chicago 111 North Canal St. 6th Floor Chicago IL 60606-7206
District
Ms. Lora Grant Township Supervisor Reed Township 440 N Division St PO Box 77 Braidwood IL 60408
Mr. Louise Clemency Field Supervisor U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service Chicago Ecological Field Office 1250 S. Grove Ave. Suite |Barrington IL 60010
103
Ms. Lynnette Ciavarella Director of Planning and Analysis METRA 547 West Jackson Blvd. Chicago IL 60661
Ms. Marian Gibson Village Administrator Village of Manhattan 245 S. State Street Manhattan IL 60442
Mr. Mark Maassel President & CEO Northwest Indiana Forum 6100 Southport Road Portage IN 46368
Mr. Matt Pierce Director of Communications and Toll Road Concession Company 52551 Ash Road Granger IN 46530
Government Relations
Mr. Matt Fritz Village Administrator Village of Coal City 515 S. Broadway Coal City IL 60416
Ms. Milan Grozdanich Director Lake County Economic Development 2293 North Main Street Crown Point IN 46307
Mr. Patrick Feeney Township Highway Commissioner Channahon Township P. 0. Box 456 Channahon IL 60410
Mr. Paul Buss Township Highway Commissioner Jackson Township 18750 Breen Road Elwood IL 60421
Mr. Ralph Schultz Director of Planning and Operations Forest Preserve District of Will County 17540 W. Laraway Road Joliet IL 60433
Mr. Randy Palmateer Business Manager Northwestern Indiana Building & 6415 Kennedy Ave. Hammond IN 46323
Construction Trades Council
Mr. Reggie Greenwood Director Chicago Southland Economic 2304 173 Street Lansing IL 60438
Development Corporation
Mr. Richard Moran Township Supervisor Rockville Township 11505 North 3500 West Rd Manteno IL 60950
Mr. Rick Hall Township Highway Commissioner Custer Township 36005 Ohlhues Rd P.O. Box 264 Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. Rick Niemeyer Trustee West Creek Township West Creek Trustee 11003 W 181st Ave Lowell IN 46356
Mr. Robert Massat Township Highway Commissioner Green Garden Township 8608 Stuenkel Road Frankfort IL 60423
Mr. Robert Howard Township Supervisor Washington Township 30200 Town Center Rd Beecher IL 60401
Mr. Robert Lardi Township Highway Commissioner Wilmington Township 29929 S.Kavanaugh Rd. Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. Rocco Zucchero Deputy Chief of Planning Illinois Tollway 2700 Ogden Ave. Downers Grove IL 60515
Mr. Ronald Meyer Township Highway Commissioner Manteno Township 1030 Boudreau Road Manteno IL 60950
Mr. Scott Pruitt Field Supervisor U.S. Department of the Interior Fish & Wildlife Service, 620 South Walker Street Bloomington IN 47403
Indiana Field Office
Mr. Spero Batistatos President/CEO South Shore Convention & Visitors 7770 Corinne Drive Hammond IN 46323
Authority
Mr. Stephen Kil Town Manager Town of St. John 10955 W. 93rd Avenue St. John IN 46373
Mr. Steve Hamer Transportation Review Program Manager [IDNR Division of Natural Resources & 524 South Second St. Springfield IL 62701-1787
Coordination
Mr. Steven Quigley Executive Director Will County Governmental League 3180 Theodore Street Suite 103 Joliet IL 60435
Ms. Sue Peterson Town Administrator Town of Lowell 501 East Main Street Lowell IN 46356
Ms. Susan Shea Director Illinois Division of Aeronautics Capital Airport 1 Langhorne Bond Drive Springfield IL 62707
Mr. T.J. Ross Executive Director PACE 550 W. Algonquin Rd Arlington Heights IL 60005
Mr. Timothy Vanderhyden Township Supervisor Jackson Township 100 Mississippi Ave. P.O. Box 355 Elwood IL 60421
Mr. Timothy Brown Executive Director Northwest Indiana Regional Bus 6100 Southport Road Portage IN 46368
Authority
Mr. Tony Recupito Township Highway Commissioner Crete Township 25405 South State Street Crete IL 60417
Mr. William Quigley Township Supervisor Florence Township 16882 W. Arsenal Rd Wilmington IL 60481
Mr. William Brown Transportation Planning Manager Northwest Indiana Regional Planning 6100 Southport Road Portage IN 46368
Commission
Mr. William D. Franz Chief U.S. Environmental Protection Agency |Planning & Management 77 West Jackson Boulevard Chicago IL 60604-3590

Division
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Appendix H
Scoping Meeting Materials

Illiana Corridor Tier One Draft Environmental Impact Statement



Geographic Information
Systems Technical
Documentation

Illiana Corridor Study

Prepared for

Illinois Department of Transportation and
Indiana Department of Transportation

June 27, 2011
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
School districts poly  Land Use Indiana  Census May
303d waterways poly  Hydrology llliana EPA June
303d waterways line Hydrology llliana EPA June
303d waterways with TDML poly  Hydrology llliana EPA June
303d waterways with TDML line Hydrology llliana EPA June
305b waterways poly  Hydrology llliana EPA June
305b waterways line Hydrology llliana EPA June
Bacteria monitoring point  Environment Indiana  EPA May
Sediment inventory point  Geotechnical Indiana  EPA May
Water quality observations point  Hydrology Indiana  EPA May
Water quality statistics point  Hydrology Indiana  EPA May
Schools higher ed point Land Use Indiana  ICHE May
Brownfields point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Cleanup sites point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Composting facilities point Land Use Indiana  IDEM May
Confirmed feeding operations point Land Use Indiana  IDEM May
Construction demo waste point Land Use Indiana  IDEM May
Corrective action sites point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Impaired lakes poly  Hydrology Indiana  IDEM May
Institutional controls poly  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
LUST point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Manufactured gas plants point Land Use Indiana  IDEM May
NPDES facility point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
NPDES pipe point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Open dumps point Land Use Indiana  IDEM May
Superfund point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
UST point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
VRP sites point  Environment Indiana  IDEM May
Waste industrial point Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste old landfills point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste restricted sites point Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste septage point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste solid active permitted point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste tire sites point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste transfer stations point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
Waste treatment storage disposal point  Hazardous Indiana  IDEM May
County govt boundaries poly  Base Map Indiana  IDHS May
County land parcels poly  Land Use Indiana  IDHS May
County street centerlines line Infrastructure  Indiana  IDHS May
Fire stations HISP point Land Use Indiana  IDHS May
Dams point Infrastructure  Indiana  IDNR May
Floodplains DFIRM poly  Hydrology Indiana  IDNR May
Recreational facilities point Land Use Indiana  IDNR May
Trails line Environment Indiana  IDNR May
Water wells point  Hydrology Indiana  IDNR May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
Schools polis point Land Use Indiana  IDOE May
SSA full build poly Infrastructure  Will IDOT May
SSAinagural poly  Infrastructure  Will IDOT May
Midewin NTP poly  Environment Will IDOT SSA Website  May
Pipelines line Utilities Indiana  IGS May
Water wells point  Hydrology Indiana  ILITH May
Airports point Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Bridges, county point Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Bridges, system1 point Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Highways InDOT model line Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Rail crossings point Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Rail system line Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Rail system active abandoned line Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Ramps line Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Traffic counts InDOT model line Infrastructure  Indiana  InDOT May
Hospitals clincs point Land Use Indiana  ISDH May
LTC facilities (Care_Long_Term) point Land Use Indiana  ISDH May
Libraries point Land Use Indiana  ISL May
Airport districts poly  Infrastructure K3 Kankakee Co May
Buildings poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Cemetery district poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Census block group poly  Base Map K3 Kankakee Co May
Centerlines line Infrastructure K3 Kankakee Co May
Community college districts poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Conservancy districts poly  Environment K3 Kankakee Co May
ETJ [extra-territorial jurisdiction] poly  Base Map K3 Kankakee Co May
Farmstead exemptions point  Cultural/Historic K3 Kankakee Co May
Fire district poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Forest preserve districts poly  Environment K3 Kankakee Co May
Hydrology drain line Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
Hydrology reach line Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
Hydrology structure poly  Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
Hydrology waterbody poly  Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_Blocks poly  Base Map K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_Cem poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_Flood poly  Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_Flood_P1 poly  Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_Flood P2 poly  Hydrology K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_KRVEZ poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_MantenoEZ poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_POI point Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
K3_School_Loc point Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Library districts poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
MTA district poly  Base Map K3 Kankakee Co May
Municipalities poly  Base Map K3 Kankakee Co May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
Parcel poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Park districts poly  Environment K3 Kankakee Co May
Parks poly  Environment K3 Kankakee Co May
Rezonings point Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Road districts poly  Infrastructure K3 Kankakee Co May
Roads poly Infrastructure K3 Kankakee Co May
School districts poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Special services district poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Special uses point Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
TIF districts poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Trails line Environment K3 Kankakee Co May
Variances point Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Wind farm poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
Zoning poly  Land Use K3 Kankakee Co May
CELCP Priority Areas poly  Environment Lake NIRPC June
County poly  Base Map Lake NIRPC June
Dams point Infrastructure  Lake NIRPC June
DEM_USGS_Regional raster Base Map Lake NIRPC June
DNR_Forest_Prior raster Environment Lake NIRPC June
Existing Land Use poly  Land Use Lake NIRPC June
Floodplains poly  Environment Lake NIRPC June
HUC10_Boundaries poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
HUC12_Boundaries poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
HUC8_Boundaries poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Hydric_Soils poly  Geotechnical Lake NIRPC June
Interstates line Infrastructure  Lake NIRPC June
Lakes poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Lakes 303d poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Managed Lands poly  Environment Lake NIRPC June
Muncipal Boundaries poly  Base Map Lake NIRPC June
NHD_Waterbody Linear poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
NRC_Outstanding_Rivers line Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
NWI_DU_Update poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Roads line Infrastructure  Lake NIRPC June
Salmonid_Streams line Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
State highways line Infrastructure  Lake NIRPC June
Streams line Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Streams_303d line Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
TAZ_EJ Poverty 5Yr poly  Socio-Economic Lake NIRPC June
TAZ _EJ Race poly  Socio-Economic Lake NIRPC June
TAZ_regional poly  Base Map Lake NIRPC June
Trails_IDNR_IN_NWI_IN line Environment Lake NIRPC June
US highways line Infrastructure  Lake NIRPC June
Watersheds poly  Hydrology Lake NIRPC June
Benchmarks point Base Map Indiana  NOAA May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)

Benchmarks GPS point  Base Map Indiana  NOAA May
Intermodal terminals point Infrastructure  Indiana  NTAD May
Railroad 100k line Infrastructure  Indiana  NTAD May
Railroad 2m line Infrastructure  Indiana  NTAD May
Railroad Amtrak point Infrastructure  Indiana  NTAD May
Wetland point  Hydrology Indiana  NWI May
Wetland poly  Hydrology Indiana  NWI May
[llinois Farms [Historic] point  Cultural/Historic Will + K3  PB, IDA May
SSA existing poly Infrastructure  Will PB, IDOT SSA May
Highways TIGER line Infrastructure  Indiana  TIGER May
Interstates line Infrastructure  Indiana  TIGER May
Census block poly  Base Map Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Census block group poly  Base Map Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Census tracts poly  Base Map Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Populated areas poly  Base Map Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Traffic zones poly  Base Map Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Urban areas poly  Land Use Indiana  TIGER2000 May
Child Poverty poly  Base Map Indiana  USCB May
Cultivated areas poly  Agriculture Indiana  USDA May
NASS-Illinois, 2010 poly  Agriculture lllinois USDA-NRCS May
NASS-Indiana, 2010 poly  Agriculture Indiana  USDA-NRCS May
Aquifers bedrock poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Aquifers unconsolidated poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Cemeteries point Land Use Indiana  USGS May
Hydrography highres point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Hydrography highres flow line line Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Hydrography highres waterbody discrete poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Hydrography highres waterbody linear poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Impervious surfaces raster Land Use Indiana  USGS May
Lake point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Lake shore point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
NHD area poly  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
NHD flowline line Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
NHD line (non-earthen shore) line Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
NHD point event point  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
NHD waterbody poly  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
Observation wells point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Places point  Base Map Indiana  USGS May
Quadrangles poly  Base Map Indiana  USGS May
Religious centers point Land Use Indiana  USGS May
Stream point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Stream features point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Streamflow gauging stations point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Swamp point  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Tree canopy 2001 raster Land Use Indiana  USGS May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
Watersheds HUCO6 poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Watersheds HUC08 poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Watersheds HUC11 poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
Watersheds HUC14 poly  Hydrology Indiana  USGS May
WBD_HU10 poly  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
WBD_HU12 poly  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
WBD_HUS8 poly  Hydrology Will + K3 USGS May
Airport boundaries poly Infrastructure  Will Will Co May
Board districts poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Business parks poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
CERCLIS sites point  Environment Will Will Co May
CNW v2 dd line Hydrology Will Will Co May
Community college districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
DPRVEZ poly  Environment Will Will Co May
Drainage districts poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Elem school districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
FederalDOD poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Fire district poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Fire stations point Land Use Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Nature Preserves poly  Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Parcels poly  Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Preserves poly  Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Proposed Acquisition poly  Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Public Prop poly  Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Trails line Environment Will Will Co May
FPDWC - Trails, Regional line Environment Will Will Co May
High School Districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Judicial districts poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Kankakee wetlands poly  Hydrology Will Will Co May
Land use poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Library districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Municipalities poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Natural wetlands poly  Hydrology Will Will Co May
Parcel poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Park districts poly  Environment Will Will Co May
PLSS poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Precints poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Railroad crossings point Infrastructure  Will Will Co May
Railroads line Infrastructure Wil Will Co May
Sanitary district poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
School districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Schools point Land Use Will Will Co May
Soils poly  Geotechnical Will Will Co May
State house poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
State senate poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)

Streams line Hydrology Will Will Co May
Street lighting district poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Streets line Infrastructure Wil Will Co May
Subdivison poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Tax TIF districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Township poly  Base Map Will Will Co May
Trailer park districts poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
Water features poly  Hydrology Will Will Co May
Watersheds poly  Hydrology Will Will Co May
Wetland point  Hydrology Will Will Co May
Zoning poly  Land Use Will Will Co May
NWI poly  Hydrology Will Will Co / DOI-USFW  May
Ag census 1997 poly  Agriculture Indiana May
Air quality poly  Environment Indiana May
Airports HAZUS point Infrastructure  Indiana May
Airports NTAD point Infrastructure  Indiana May
Alt fuel sites point Land Use Indiana May
Cadastral Anno anno  Land Use Lake May
Cadastral Line line Land Use Lake May
Canals, historic line Infrastructure  Indiana May
Canals, historic structures point Infrastructure  Indiana May
Census MCD ethniciyy poly  Base Map Indiana May
Centerlines line Infrastructure  Lake May
CONUS wetland poly  Hydrology Lake May
Corp boundaries point  Base Map Lake May
Corp boundaries poly  Base Map Lake May
County poly  Base Map Lake May
County address point  Base Map Lake May
Drainage line Land Use Lake May
Drainage nodes point Land Use Lake May
Ecoregions poly  Environment Indiana May
Emergency HAZUS point Land Use Indiana May
EMS stations point Land Use Indiana May
Farms Hoosier homestead 1994 poly  Cultural/Historic Indiana May
Fire stations MHMP point Land Use Indiana May
Floodplains general poly  Hydrology Indiana May
Func class InDOT model line Infrastructure  Indiana May
Geo townships poly  Base Map Lake May
Hospitals HAZUS point Land Use Indiana May
IN Senate, 114 - 117 GA poly  Base Map Indiana May
Incorporated areas poly  Base Map Indiana May
Industrial parks point Land Use Indiana May
Lake MI watershed line Hydrology Indiana May
Lakes poly  Hydrology Lake May
Land cover 2001 raster Land Use Indiana May
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
Landsurvey county poly  Base Map Indiana May
Landsurvey sections poly  Base Map Indiana May
Landsurvey townships poly  Base Map Indiana May
Managed lands poly  Environment Indiana May
Managed lands poly  Environment Lake May
MCD poly  Base Map Indiana May
Medical care facilities MHMP point Land Use Indiana May
Mile marker system point Infrastructure  Indiana May
Museums point Land Use Indiana May
Parcel poly  Land Use Lake May
Parcel ownership poly  Land Use Lake May
Parcel point point Land Use Lake May
Police stations MHMP point Land Use Indiana May
Political twp poly  Base Map Lake May
Power HAZUS point  Utilities Indiana May
Regional boundaries poly  Base Map Lake May
Rivers NRI NPS line Hydrology Indiana May
Rivers outstanding NRC line Hydrology Indiana May
Roads line Infrastructure  Indiana May
School facilities MHMP point Land Use Indiana May
Schools HAZUS point Land Use Indiana May
Section point  Base Map Lake May
Section poly  Base Map Lake May
Soilmu poly  Geotechnical Lake May
Soils statsgo poly  Geotechnical Indiana May
Sub table Land Use Lake May
Sub point Land Use Lake May
Sub poly  Land Use Lake May
T&E Species poly  Environment Lake May
Towers cellular point Land Use Indiana May
Watershed divide poly  Hydrology Lake May
Waterway line Hydrology Lake May
Wetland point  Hydrology Lake May
Wetland poly  Hydrology Lake May

Unless otherwise specified, Indiana data came from the Indiana Map or the Lake County Surveryor, GIS Department
All data collected is the most recently available; duplicate data will be removed.

Environmental Survey Request for Illinois filed in May; waiting for additional data from IDNR & IHPA

Additional data collection is ongoing; specifics include US Bureau of the Census data, hazardous materials for Illinois
and sensitive receptors (hospitals, hotels & motels, churches, other residential, outdoor recreational areas)

Orthophotos Type Format Location  Source Year
Kankakee Co, IL raster SID K3 Kankakee Co 2011
Will Co, IL raster SID Will Will Co 2009
Lake Co, IN raster SID Lake Indiana Map 2005
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Data Type Classification Location Source Collected (2011)
Contours Type Interval Location Source Year

Kankakee Co, IL line 2ft K3 Kankakee Co 2006

Will Co, IL line 2ft Will Will Co 2007

Lake Co, IN line 5m Lake Indiana Map 2002

Lake Co, IN line 10m Lake Indiana Map 2002

Lake Co, IN line 1ft Lake Lake Co 1998

Lake Co, IN line 2 ft Lake NIRPC ?
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Data Log

Data Source log sheet for GIS data tracking and transparency.

Data Category Data Layer Will | K3 ' Lake |Source/Contact (1) Source/Contact (2) Source/Contact (3) Source/Contact (4)
Basemap/Planning Bridges X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
State boundaries (IN & IL) http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
County boundaries (IL) X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Land Use X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/qist2/select.html  http://www.willcogis.org/
Municipal/Incorporated Place boundaries X | X | X |http://www.indianamap.org/data.html http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html | http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Parcels X | X X |http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Place names X | X |http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Railroads X X |http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html | http://www.willcogis.org/
Roads/Streets centerlines X | X | X http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZS) http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Zip codes http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Zoning X | X X | http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Hospitals, Post Offices, Malls X | http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Contours X X |http://www.willcogis.org/
Airport X | X | X |http://www.willcogis.org/
PLSS X http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Trails X | X FPDWC - Will County GIS
Subdivisions X http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Townships X X | http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Pages X |http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Public Properties X FPDWC - Will County GIS
Cadastral http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Cultural/Historical/Archeological Archeological Sites http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Archeological Surveys http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
State Inventory of Historic Properties http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
National Register of Historic Places http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Drainage SWM facilities CAD
Ditches/Swales CAD http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Drainage Districts http://www.willcogis.org/
Environmental National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) (lakes, ponds, streams, rivers) X http://nhd.usgs.gov/ http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html  http://nirpc.org/
National Wetlands Inventory X X X http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/DataDownload.html
State DNR Wetlands Inventory http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
JPA Wetlands field work
FEMA Floodplain (100 and 500 Year) X | X http://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servlet/StoreCatalogDisplay?storeld=10001&catalogld=10001&langld=-1&userType=G
Ground water table http://www.indianamap.org/data.html | http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Ephemeral Streams http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Forested Areas http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Significant Trees X [field work
Endangered/Protected species identification X http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Protected habitat X X http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Wildlife refuges X X http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Environmentally Critical Areas http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Environmental Zone Management http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Noise monitoring sites field work/desktop assess
Noise thresholds, isolines, plumes GIS/Assessment
Air quality monitoring sites field work/desktop assess
State Farmland/Agricultural Land X X X http://www.isgs.uiuc.edu/nsdihome/ISGSindex.html
Forest Preserves X X [FPDWC - Will County GIS
Wetland Points X X | http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Wetland Polygons X http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html | http://nirpc.org/
Streams http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Commercially Navigable Waterways http://www.willcogis.org/
CERCLIS Sites X http://www.willcogis.org/
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Data Log

Data Source log sheet for GIS data tracking and transparency.

Data Category Data Layer Will | K3 | Lake |Source/Contact (1) Source/Contact (2) Source/Contact (3) Source/Contact (4)
Nature Preserves - All X X [FPDWC - Will County GIS
Nature Preserves - LWR X X [FPDWC - Will County GIS
Proposed Acquisitions FPDWC - Will County GIS
Geotechnical Geologic formations
Soils (type, location, description) X X | http://datagateway.nrcs.usda.gov/ http://www.willcogis.org/
Earthquake Zones http://www.npms.phmsa.dot.gov/
Hazardous Materials Hazardous materials (storage, processing, disposal) X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Hazardous materials transportation routes http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Hydrology Watersheds X X http://nhd.usgs.qov/ http://www.willcogis.org/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html  http://nirpc.org/
Sub-watersheds X http://nhd.usgs.gov/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
2000 Census geometry (blocks,block groups, tracts) with
Socio-economic/4(f) attributes X X http://factfinder.census.gov/serviet/DownloadDatasetServiet? lang=en
2010 Census geometry (blocks,block groups, tracts) with
attributes (as available) X http://factfinder.census.gov/serviet/DownloadDatasetServiet? lang=en
Churches/Cemetaries X X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Parks X | X X |http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Schools X | X X | http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html  http://www.willcogis.org/
Environmental Justice areas GIS/Assessment
Neighborhood boundaries http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Demographics GIS/Assessment
Enterprise Zones X http://www.willcogis.org/
Board District X http://www.willcogis.org/
Business Parks X http://www.willcogis.org/
Community College Districts X X http://www.willcogis.org/
Elementary School Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Fire Districts X X http://www.willcogis.org/
Fire Stations X http://www.willcogis.org/
High School Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Judicial Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Library Districts X | X http://www.willcogis.org/
Park Districts X X http://www.willcogis.org/
Precincts X http://www.willcogis.org/
State House Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
State Senate Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Street Lighting Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Tax TIF Districts X X http://www.willcogis.org/
Trailer Park Districts X http://www.willcogis.org/
Topology Topological lines / Contours X | X Will County GIS Lake County GIS Kankakee County GIS
Traffic studies - directional volumes/turning movements by
Traffic intersection X http://www.indianamap.org/data.html  http://www.dot.il.gov/gist2/select.html
Utilities Well locations X |http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Power - Transmission http://www.willcogis.org/ http://www.k3gis.com/ http://lakecountysurveyor.org/gis.html
Oil pipelines X http://www.rextagstrategies.com/
Natural gas pipelines X http://www.rextagstrategies.com/

Liquified Natural Gas pipelines

http://www.rextagstrategies.com/

Utility Pipelines

http://www.npms.phmsa.dot.gov/

Sanitary Districts

http://www.willcogis.org/

* Notes: Due to scale and corridor location a number of these features may not be suitable for scale or corridor length.
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llliana Corridor Study - GIS Pilot

15 June 2010. MDB, Parsons Brinckerhoff
TA16878\Tier 1\GIS_MapFiles\GISPilot_Small_vimd_2011-06-15

Legend

—  Access Control 1

— Access Control 1A

Access Control 1B

— Avrterial

D w

400 Foot Buffer

2000 Foot Buffer

School [Pre-K through 12]

Historic Site

Chemical Site [includes Municipal Wells]
Endangered & Threatened Species
Forest Preserve

Other Public Property

River or Stream

River or Stream Bank

Flood Zone

Interstate

Will County FPD Trail

Proposed Regional Trail

Pipeline

Municipality )

Sources: IDOT, Will County GIS, Kankakee County GIS,
lllinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR),

US Fish & Wildlife (USFW), Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), PB, ESRI
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AC1 AC 1A AC 1B Arterial

llliana Corridor

. . . Working . Working . Working Corridor (Not Working
EnVIronmental ImpaCt AnaIySIS Corridor Alignment Corridor Alignment Corridor Alignment Calculated) Alignment
Corridor Designation
Length (miles)
DRAFT MATRIX Facility Type Access Controlled Access Controlled Access Controlled Arterial
As of Date
Land Cover / Use Total Acres N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Agricultural Acres
Forested Acres
Urban Acres
Other (Waters & Wetlands) Acres
Wetlands Total Acres 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 7.1 0.8 0.0
Fens (all) Acres N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
ADID [Advanced Identification] LAKE COUNTY ONLY? Acres N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
NWI Wetlands Acres 0.00 0.00 1.30 0.00 7.10 0.84 0.00
(note: NWI wetlands may also be represented in the ADID count. ADID includes wetlands, streams, and waterbodies)
Floodplains Total Acres 126.8 27.6 148.7 22.9 16.8 1.8 25.7
Floodplain Acres Acres 126.8 27.6 148.7 22.9 16.8 1.8 25.7
Floodplain Crossings (all angles) Count 2 3 3 3 3 2 2
(note: these acreages do not consider bridges that would ultimately reduce floodplain impacts)
Rivers / Streams Total Feet| 3,626.0 851.0 8,472.2 964.5 0.0 0.0 881.1
Total Length of Classified Feet 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0? 0?
Non-Classified Feet| 3,626.0 851.0 8,472.2 964.5 0.0 0.0 881.1
(note: Some streams may fall under more than 1 classification)
Stream Crossings (all angles) Count 1 1 2 2 0 0 2
Water Bodies (Rrivers, Lakes, Ponds) Total Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lakes Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ponds Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rivers Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other (canal, ditch) Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number impacted Count 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Endangered & Protected Species Total Count 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Threatened & Endangered (IDOT) potentially affected Count 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Threatened & Endangered (InDOT) potentially affected Count 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parks / Nature Preserves / Natural Areas Total Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.4
All Open Space - llinois Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.4
All Open Space - Indiana Acres 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cultural Resources Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Historical Sites Within corridor Count
Historical Bridges Within working alginment Count
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llliana Corridor AC1 AC 1A AC 1B Arterial

Environmental Impact Analysis Cordor ey COMMO yonen  Comdor ey Chumed  aigmen
Corridor Designation
Length (miles)
DRAFT MATRIX Facility Type Access Controlled Access Controlled Access Controlled Arterial
As of Date
Special Waste Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
CERCLIS Within corridor Count
RCRA Within corridor Count
LUST Within corridor Count
UST Within corridor Count
Landfills Within corridor Count
Other Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cemeteries Within corridor Count
Quarries Within corridor Count
Affected Buildings/Property (Estimated) Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Houses Within working alginment Count
Structures (misc) Within working alginment Count
Industrial Structure Within working alginment Count
Commercial Structure Within working alginment Count
Farmstead Areas Within working alginment Count
Churches Within corridor Count
Schools Within corridor Count
Farms (Within Corridor Sections) Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Centennial Farms (IDOT) Count
Sesquicentennial Farms (IDOT) Count
Historic Farms (InDOT) Count
Infrastructure Total Number N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Railroads crossed Count
Roads crossed Count
Roads CLOSED Count
Utilities Total Number 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
Water Wells direct impact Count N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Power Lines crossed Count N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Pipeline crossed Count 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
Build Cost Total $ (Million)
Right of Way
Construction Cost
Other [Contingency]
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Agency
Scoping Meeting



Agenda

Introductions

Purpose of Meeting

Project Overview

GIS Database and Planned Use
Next Steps for Agencies

11111



Agency Scoping Meeting
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Agency Scoping Meeting
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Purpose of Meeting

Provide overview of the process and schedule
Get your early input on Issues or concerns

dentify opportunities for future involvement

ntroduce the Geographic Information System
(GIS) data base

Discuss Tier One level of environmental detail



Agency Scoping Meeting
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History

In long-range plans since the early 1900'’s.
Corridors studied in the 1960’s and 1970's.
Feasibility studies in 2009.

Feasibility studies in lllinois supplemented in 2010.

June 9, 2010, governors signed a Memorandum of
Agreement outlining the commitment to the project

by both states.



Study Area

Portions of Kankakee and Will (IL) counties,
Lake County (IN)
Approximately 950 square miles



Transportation Needs

To be determined by a combination of Stakeholder
Input and Technical Analysis

Project Work Groups: meetings and workshops
Other stakeholder outreach
Data collection
Travel Demand Modeling
2010 and 2040 “no action” baseline
Foundation for Purpose and Need



Process

Tiered NEPA process:

Tier One — Needs, Alternatives, preferred “concept”
May include identifying sections of independent utility

Tier Two — Details of preferred concept
Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)
GIS based impact assessment
Financing strategies



NEPA Process — Tier One
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Context Sensitive Solutions

Stakeholder outreach based upon:
IDOT CSS Detailed Guidelines for Practice
INDOT CSS Implementation Plan



Context Sensitive Solutions

Flexible and creative design approach
Considers all transportation modes
Addresses all facets of project development

Promotes frequent and meaningful
communication with stakeholders

Complements the Tiered EIS process



Project Team
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Project Study Group

Multidisciplinary team of representatives from |DOT,
INDOT, FHWA and NEPA consultants:

IDOT. manage overall study

INDOT.: participate financially, provide leadership
on Indiana portion of study area

FHWA: both IN/IL divisions involved
IL division leads the coordination efforts



Project Working Groups

Work Groups
Corridor Planning Group (CPG)
Technical Task Force (TTF)
Key stakeholder input venue
CPG/TTF will meet jointly in Tier One

CPG/TTF meetings in each state, and joint
meetings anticipated




Corridor Planning Group

Elected officials from each community, county, and
Metropolitan Planning Organizations

Role:

Participate In every major aspect of the NEPA
0rocess

Provide policy level perspectives

Reach consensus at key project decision
milestones




Technical Task Force

Includes CPG representatives, other governmental
bodies, agencies (including resource agencies), and
Interested groups

Role;

Participate in every major aspect of the NEPA
rocess

Provide technical expertise
Reach consensus at key project decision milestones




Public Involvement Opportunities

www.illianacorridor.org

y

Learn more about the project
progress

y

Invite us to come speak to your
group

y

Held at key milestones

y

Watch the local paper for articles

v

Participating community leaders,
agencies, interested groups
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Schedule

Bt W I Pt 1 W] P e e ] B TN e e W 1 B 1 E D] 0

Alternatives Development and Screening
Prepare Tier 1 DEIS
DEIS Released for Review

You Are Here

2011 2012

2013
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Next Steps

CPG & TTF Meeting #2 — July 11 (IL) & 12 (IN), 2011
Summarize Goals and Objectives
Develop Problem Statement
Discuss Environmental Process
Workshop: Environmental Constraints

CPG & TTF Meeting #3 — August 2011
Complete technical analysis of existing and 2040 no build
transportation system performance
Outline Purpose and Need points based upon technical work and
stakeholder input
Toolbox exercise for alternatives ideas and P3



Next Steps

CPG & TTF Meeting #4 — September 2011
Expanded Purpose and Need
Transportation System Performance
Alternatives development/evaluation
process
Alternatives Workshop — footprint and location

NEPA 404 Merger Briefing September 2011



Potential Alternatives

No-Action Alternative (separate population and
employment scenarios)

Transportation Alternatives (various modes, locations,
Improving existing facilities or new facilities)
Alternatives generated by stakeholder input and
technical analysis

Alternatives will be measured by how they meet
transportation needs as well as how they address
environmental Impacts



Potential Key Environmental Issues

Agriculture

RIver and stream crossings
ndirect /cumulative impacts
Protected lands

Community, natural resource, and
cultural resource issues
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Agency Scoping Meeting

Database and Planned Use



GIS Database for llliana Corridor Study

Geographic Information System

Comprehensive Database including
Study Area Mapping
Aerial Photography
Existing Resources

Use
Alternatives Impact analysis
Preparing Maps and Exhibits
Data Management



Generic GIS Map Overlay Process

*VVegetation

sLand Use
*Municipal Boundaries
*Sensitive Habitats
- «Contamination
/ *Soils
GIS *Roads
\ *Gas Pipelines
Datab ase eTransmission Lines
*Existing Gas Wells
\ Existing Water Wells

Residences

Mapping Associated
Layers Data Tables
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Data Boundary

Will & Kankakee Counties, IL
Lake County, IN



Existing Data Sources

Department of Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Kankakee Area Transportation Study (KATS)
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
lllinois Department of Agriculture (IDA)

lllinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR)
Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR)
Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM)
lllinois State Geological Survey (ISGS)

lllinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA)
lllinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA)

United States Geological Survey (USGS)
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Federal Sources

GIS Data Flow

State Sources

Local Sources

Computer Database

!

Alternatives Analysis

|

Alternative Selection
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Alternative Layout Process

Develop initial alternative corridors

Corridor Analysis

400’ Working Alignment

2000’ Corridor

—

Arterial Analysis

400 Corridor ——>. T

200’ Working Alignment
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Alternative Impact Measurement

GIS Database Each alternative
populated with overlaid on
proposed environmental
alternatives data

Removed from High Impact

Consideration alternatives

Locational
Screening

Impacts
identified and
measured

Identify Corridors
with minimal
environmental
impact
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Locational Screening

Initial Corridor
Design

Initial Analysis Engineering Planning
of Impacts Review Review

Refinement as Needed

Alternatives to be carried forward
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Affected Environment

The Affected Environment chapter of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) describes the
environmental and social resources in the study area that
may be affected by the alternatives.

ArcGIS software will be used to summarize resources,
habitat, land cover, public lands, hazardous sites, and land
use in the study area.

Socioeconomic features such as population, employment
and racial composition, political townships will also be used
to measure alternative impacts.

H-213



Environmental Consequences Evaluation

Tier One

Evaluation documents impacts of the finalist alternatives within
the full study area
Develop preferred corridor/s of 2,000 feet in width (varying in
width at select locations).
Data Quality control

Present maps to local agencies and public for verification of

assets
Field check key resources within alternative corridor ranges



Environmental Consequences Evaluation

Tier Two
Mapping is confined to the corridor selected in Tier One

Detailed environmental evaluation, including field surveys, is
conducted on corridor identified in Tier One

Mapping Is provided at a higher resolution



Methodology for Analysis (Pilot)

Example of areas of analysis included in the Impact Rating
System (quantified):

Land Cover/Use

Agricultural (acres)

Shape Area
LANDUSE (acres)
1110 Residential - Single Family Total 35.92
1120 Residential Farm Total 6.99
1430 Warehouse District Total 4.68
2100 Crop/Grazing Land Total 7347.98
4110 Vacated Forest/Grassland Total 46.29
4120 Wetland Total 10.29
Grand Total 7,452.15
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Methodology for Aralysis

Streams

Length of classified stregiis (ie€t)

Stream/River Name Length (feet)

‘SOUTH BRANCH FORKED CREEK 779.592
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Environmental Impact Tabulation Example

Iglan_g AC1 AC 1A AC 1B Arterial
orriaor
: : . . Corridor .
e Comdor | \OMI0 | comor | MOMTS | comor | MOKRO | ot Werkng
Impact Analysis g 9 9 Calculated) 9
Corridor
Designation
Length (miles)
DRAFT MATRIX
Facility Type  Access Controlled Access Controlled Access Controlled Arterial
As of Date
Land Cover / Use Total Acres N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Agricultural Acres
Forested Acres
Urban Acres
Other (Waters & Acres
\Wetlands)
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Data Availability for review

Web based mapping and analysis tools
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GIS Pilot Workshop

The GIS team Is available to host a GIS
Pilot workshop on request.



Agency Scoping Meeting
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Proposed Bi-State Agency
Coordination Program

Informal contacts during data gathering
NEPA/Section 404 Concurrence Points:
Purpose and Need

Alternatives to be carried forward for detailed study
(DEIS)

Preferred Alternative
Interagency field trip during alternatives screening
Remote participation available via conferencing technology



Needed from You

Scoping letter addressing your agency’s
perspective on:

Environmental issues

Project alternatives

Bi-state agency coordination

Response to letter requesting cooperating or
participating agency involvement.

Provide both by July 29, 2011 to:
Kesti Susinskas
IDOT, PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumburg, IL 60196
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llliana Corridor
Phase | Study

RESOURCE AGENCY
SCOPING MEETING SUMMARY

Date: June 28, 2011
Time: 2:00 PM
Location: US EPA Region 5 Office
Ralph Metcalfe Federal Building
77 West Jackson Blvd
Chicago, lllinois
Attendees: See attached Meeting Sign-In Sheet

On June 28, 2011 an Agency Scoping Meeting was held as part of the NEPA/404 Merger
meeting to introduce the llliana Corridor project to the Resource Agencies and provide an
opportunity for upfront agency comments on the overall study process and any special process
or resource concerns they may have. A Scoping Document (copy attached) was prepared.
Several agencies did not receive the Scoping Document in advance of this meeting. As such an
additional copy of the Scoping Document will be included with the Cooperating/Participating
Agency invitation letters that will be sent out after this meeting. Comments from the Resource
Agencies will be requested by July 29, 2011.

The Agency Scoping meeting agenda included the following discussion points:

Introductions

Purpose of Meeting

Project Overview

Geographic Information System (GIS) Database and Planned Use
Next Steps for Agencies

The meeting was guided by a Powerpoint presentation (copy attached). The project overview
included discussion of the bi-state project leadership structure with Illinois DOT as the lead
agency with Indiana DOT assistance and cooperation, and with the FHWA lllinois Division as
the lead with cooperation with the FHWA Indiana Division. This was followed by discussion of
the project purpose, the project history (including previous feasibility studies by lllinois and
Indiana), the study area, the tiered EIS process, Stakeholder outreach based on IDOT and
INDOT Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) guidelines, the organization of the Project Study
Group (PSG) and joint Corridor Planning Group (CPG)/Technical Task Force (TTF), and the
project schedule. Next, the presentation included a discussion of potential alternatives, the
integration of project implementation financial strategies into the Tier One EIS, and potential
key environmental issues. This was followed by a presentation of the GIS database
components and structure, followed by a demonstration of how the GIS database could be
used in the development and comparative analysis of various alternatives. The presentation
concluded with a presentation of the key points of a proposed bi-state agency coordination

Page 1 of 3
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program and a request for scoping letters and an indication of desired cooperating or
participating agency participation in the NEPA process.

Open discussion followed the presentation and the following questions and/or comments were
made:

e The USACE indicated that the Rock Island District should be involved in the project
since Kankakee County is within that district of the USACE, and she suggested that
they be invited to all future NEPA/404 Merger meetings for this project.

- The project team agreed and will contact John Betker of the Rock Island office.

e The USACE indicated that they did not receive a copy of the Scoping Document.

- The project team indicated that the Scoping Document will be emailed to the agencies in
addition to being included with the cooperating/participating agency letters as noted above,
with comments requested by July 29, 2011.

e The USEPA inquired as to the reasoning for the southern study area boundary, and
whether it should be extended further south.

- The project team indicated that expanding the corridor further south was constrained by
the City of Kankakee and the large floodplain at the Kankakee River in Lake County. An
expansion south of Kankakee and the floodplain would be excessive. USEPA felt this was
reasonable.

e The USACE asked if this project will be presented at the September 2011 NEPA/404
Merger meeting.

- The project team indicated yes, a progress presentation is planned for September 2011.

e The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) noted that Illinois and
Indiana differ in their stream and water feature descriptions such as with “classified
streams.” For example, in Indiana ditches that are fishable and swimable are
streams. They asked how this will be addressed.

- The project team referenced the 1-69 Tier One study as the model for water feature
identification in Indiana, and that joint project team/agency field reviews are proposed as
necessary to confirm resource presence/quality and discuss concerns. The study will
consider all database descriptors and use the nomenclature that each state uses. It was
also mentioned that the GIS database is still being consolidated and sorted, and that
Indiana and lllinois data can be archive on separate GIS layers for data integrity and ease
of reference with the highest quality of data having priority where duplicate data sets are
available.

Page 2 of 3
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e The USACE asked how the 2,000 feet corridor width was determined, and expressed
concern with possible overestimation of impacts with this corridor width.

- The project team indicated that this width would be used to characterize the sensitive
features within the corridor and not impacts. The 400 to 600 feet wide working alignment will
be used to tabulate potential impacts of “a transportation facility” inside the larger corridor.
This was the approach on 1-69 and worked well. In addition, unlike 1-69, the llliana project
does not have fixed end points so there is more flexibility in moving the corridor termini up
and down along terminating highways (I-55 and 1-65) to avoid impacts, and therefore
characterizing the sensitive features within the separate corridors will be important to
identifying reasonable alternatives in addition to tabulating potential impacts for various
working alignments.

e The USEPA mentioned the potential for east-west facility to fragment greenways that
serve north-south migratory routes, requested that NIRPC and CMAP planned open
spaces and natural areas be included as well as existing, and asked if database
included retention of open space.

- The project team indicated that NIRPC and CMAP 2040 planning cycles were complete
and open space plans will be included where applicable.

The meeting concluded at approximately 3:30 PM.

Page 3 of 3
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Illiana Corridor Tier One Draft Environmental Impact Statement



A Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr., Governor
Robert E. Carter, Jr., Director
: : Indiana Department of Natural Resources

(4
‘ )
Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeologye402 W. Washington Street, W274 - Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 ] [ ]
Phone 317-232-1646eFax 317-232-0693 - dhpa@dnr.IN.gov : Ny AT

August 16,2011

Kesti Susinskas, P.E.

IDOT PMC Project Manager
201 West Center Court
Schaumberg, Illinois 60196

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re: Letter of July 19, 2011 from Matt Fuller of the Illinois Division of FHWA, inviting comments on the June 2011
“Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Document” (HPER-IL; INDOT Des. No.
1006456, DHPA No. 11913)

Dear Ms. Susinskas:

-Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act, Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity Act, and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the staff of the Indiana State’
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO”) has reviewed Mr. Fuller’s letter, with enclosure, dated July 19, 2011 and

received the same day, for the aforementioned project in Lake County in Indiana and Kankakee and Will counties in
Ilinois.

As we had indicated in our August 9, 2011 letter, in which we accepted participating agency and cooperating agency
statuses, Mr. Fuller’s letter to the Indiana Department of Natural Resources (“Indiana DNR”) was addressed to me, but
my office and I represent only the Indiana DNR Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology and the Indiana
SHPO. To request comments from other divisions of Indiana DNR, we recommend that you contact Matt Buffington of
Indiana DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife at (317) 233-4666 or mbuffington@dnr.IN.gov.

The June 2011 “Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Document” states, in Section 4.0,
that consultation will occur, as needed, with individual resource agencies during the data gathering, in order to augment
published geographical information system (“GIS™) data. Our contacts in the Environmental Sérvices Division of the
Indiana Department of Transportation have advised us that the data gathering on archaeological and historical resources
during Tier One probably will be limited to drawing upon existing GIS and documentary sources.

We wish to advise you that we believe that the existing GIS sources on historical (also referred to as “above-ground”)
resources in Lake County, Indiana date mostly from the 1996 Lake County Interim Report: Indiana Historic Sites and
Structures Inventory, the underlying survey for which began in 1994 (the paper records for which are housed in our
office). That survey was intended to identify potentially significant historical properties that were at least 40 years old at
the time. Generally speaking, properties must be at least 50 years old in order to be considered for eligibility for the
National Register of Historic Places. Consequently, it is possible that properties that turned 50 years old in 2005 or later
and that may now be eligible for the National Register would not be included in either the available GIS data or in the
paper records in our office. Thus, it should not be assumed that GIS or documentary data on potentially 51gn1ﬁcant
historical properties in Lake County is entirely up to date.

In regards to archaeology, please be aware that not all of the currently recorded archaeological sites in Lake County,
Indiana have been entered into the DHPA electronic SHAARD database. Other documents in the DHPA office that may
contain archaeological site locations that may not be entered yet. into a GIS system include topographic maps,
archaeolog1ca1 reports, archaeological site forms, etc.

Section 4.0 of the scoping document indicates that environmental resource agencies will be asked to affirm certain final
decisions on the Illiana Tier One process at the three concurrence points, and it is our impression that such affirmation

An Equal Opportunity Emplaoyer

www.DNR.IN.gov Printed on Recycled Paper
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would be indicated by signature. We wish to advise you that the Indiana SHPO staff members who are most likely to
attend the NEPA/404 concurrence meetings may not have the authority to sign documents on behalf of the Indiana SHPO
or to make formal, oral commitments on behalf of the Indiana SHPO. Consequently, we hope that an alternative means of
securing formal affirmations of our agreement on key issues will be provided.

PowerPoint slides that were shown at the June 28, 2011 Agency Scoping meeting indicate that the alternatives that will be
presented for review and comment in Tier One would consist of corridors of 2,000 feet in width, although the width could
vary at cerfain locations. We understand the practical need to limit the geographic area of the alternatives that will be
studied to a certain degree in Tier One and the geographic area of the preferred alternative that will be studied to a greater
degree in Tier Two. However, we wish to advise you that a 2,000-foot-wide corridor may not be wide enough to take into
account all effects on National Register-listed or —eligible properties. Visual effects, in particular, can occur at distances
greater than 1,000 feet or even 2,000 feet. Consequently, regardless of the width of the corridors studied for NEPA
purposes in Tier One, we may be asking that consideration be given to studying effects in a wider area (known as the
“area of potential effects”) in Tier Two, for the purposes of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36
C.F.R. Part 800.

Finally, we have observed in other environmental impact statements on large projects that resources of certain kinds and
the impacts on those resources tend to be tallied and that the tallies are then used to compare the alternatives being
studied. We would ask that you keep in mind that not all archaeolog1ca1 or historical resources are of the same quality or
significance and that, consequently, a purely numerical comparlson does not necessarily provide an accurate assessment
of the impact on archaeological or hlstorlcal resources that a glven alternative w111 have

If you have questions about above-ground properties, such as buildings or structures, then please contact John Carr at
(317) 233-1949 or jearr@dnr.IN.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Dr. Rick Jones at
(317) 233-0953 or rjones@dnr.IN.gov. In future correspondence regarding this p;oj ect, please refer to DHPA No. 11913,

Very truly yours,

mea

es A. Glass, Ph.D.
eputy State Historic Preservation Officer

JAGIJLC:JRIjle

emc: Kesti Susinskas, P.E., IDOT PMC Project Manager
Matt Fuller, lllinois Division, Federal Highway Administration
Lisa Brobeck, lllinois Division, Federal Highway Administration
Joyce Newland, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
Michelie Allen, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
Greg Kicinski, Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
Ben Lawrence, P.E. Indiana Department of Transportation
Staffan Peterson, Ph.D., Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation
Susan Branigin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Matt Coon, Ph.D., Indiana Department of Transportation
Melany Prather, Indiana Department of Transportation
Matt Buffington, Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Kent Ahrenholtz, P.E., DLZ
Megan Lytle, Parsons Brinckerhoff
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October 6, 2011

Dr. James A. Glass, PhD.

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology

402 W. Washington Street, W274

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 Reference: DHPA No. 11913

Dear Dr. Glass:

We have received your letter of August 16, 2011 to Kesti Susinskas, IDOT PMC Project
Manager, in which you commented on the llliana Corridor Scoping Document (June 2011).
Thank you for your detailed review of this project document. The lllinois Department of
Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) offer the following
responses to the questions and concerns presented in your letter.

Comment: Coordination with Indiana Department of Natural Resources for regulatory areas
other than Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology and SHPO should be
addressed to Mr. Matt Buffington at IDNR Division of Fish and Wildlife.

Response: The study will coordinate accordingly with Mr. Buffington in the future.

Comment: The June 2011 "llliana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement
Scoping Document” states, in Section 4.0, that consultation will occur, as needed, with
individual resource agencies during the data gathering, in order to augment published
geographical information system ("GIS") data. Our contacts in the Environmental Services
Division of the Indiana Department of Transportation have advised us that the data gathering
on archaeological and historical resources during Tier One probably will be limited to drawing
upon existing GIS and documentary sources.

We wish to advise you that we believe that the existing GIS sources on historical (also
referred to as "above-ground") resources in Lake County, Indiana date mostly from the 1996
Lake County Interim Report: Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory, the underlying
survey for which began in 1994 (the paper records for which are housed in our office). That
survey was intended to identify potentially significant historical properties that were at least
40 years old at the time. Generally speaking, properties must be at least 50 years old in
order to be considered for eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places.
Consequently, it is possible that properties that turned 50 years old in 2005 or later and that
may now be eligible for the National Register would not be included in either the available
GIS data or in the paper records in our office. Thus, it should not be assumed that GIS or
documentary data on potentially significant historical properties in Lake County is entirely up
to date.

Response: For the Tier One EIS the study team plans to do a records check at your
office and a search of available data online, such as Indiana State and National Register
listings, Indiana State Historic Architectural and Archaeological Research Database
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(SHAARD), Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI) Lake County Interim
Report, and the INDOT Historic Bridges Inventory. Resources identified will be
considered during the Tier One impact assessment and selection of a Preferred
Alternative, expected to be a 2,000-foot wide corridor. During Tier Two, a full survey to
identify structures over 50 years old and determine their eligibility for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places will be done for an Area of Potential Effect for that
preferred corridor. As with a traditional EIS process, the findings of that survey could
lead to adjustments in the corridor and the project alternatives within that corridor to
avoid and minimize impact to any new resources not noted in Tier One.

Comment: Inregards to archaeology, please be aware that not all of the currently recorded
archaeological sites in Lake County, Indiana have been entered into the DHPA electronic
SHAARD database. Other documents in the DHPA office that may contain archaeological
site locations that may not be entered yet into a GIS system include topographic maps,
archaeological reports, archaeological site forms, etc.

Response: We plan to send our prequalified Principal Investigator to your office to
search your non-electronic records. The results will be added to the project’s GIS data
base by our study team.

Comment: Section 4.0 of the scoping document indicates that environmental resource
agencies will be asked to affirm certain final decisions on the llliana Tier One process at the
three concurrence points, and it is our impression that such affirmation would be indicated by
signature. We wish to advise you that the Indiana SHPO staff members who are most likely
to attend the NEPA/404 concurrence meetings may not have the authority to sign documents
on behalf of the Indiana SHPO or to make formal, oral commitments on behalf of the Indiana
SHPO. Consequently, we hope that an alternative means of securing formal affirmations of
our agreement on key issues will be provided.

Response: We will not be asking for written concurrence. FHWA and IDOT will
summarize and distribute to all signatory agencies a meeting summary following a
concurrence meeting. The signatory agencies will provide comments on the meeting
summary. FHWA and IDOT will finalize the meeting summary and redistribute it to the
signatory agencies. The finalized meeting summary will serve as to document the
decisions on concurrence for the proposed actions discussed at the NEPA/404
concurrence meeting.

Comment: PowerPoint slides that were shown at the June 28, 2011 Agency Scoping
meeting indicate that the alternatives that will be presented for review and comment in Tier
One would consist of corridors of 2,000 feet in width, although the width could vary at certain
locations. We understand the practical need to limit the geographic area of the alternatives
that will be studied to a certain degree in Tier One and the geographic area of the preferred
alternative that will be studied to a greater degree in Tier Two. However, we wish to advise
you that a 2,000-foot-wide corridor may not be wide enough to take into account all effects
on National Register-listed or -eligible properties. Visual effects, in particular, can occur at
distances greater than 1,000 feet or even 2,000 feet. Consequently, regardless of the width
of the corridors studied for NEPA purposes in Tier One, we may be asking that consideration
be given to studying effects in a wider area (known as the "area of potential effects") in Tier
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Two, for the purposes of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 C.F.R.
Part 800.

Response: Your position is understood. Visual impacts also will be a component of our
consideration of Areas of Potential Effect.

Comment: Finally, we have observed in other environmental impact statements on large
projects that resources of certain kinds and the impacts on those resources tend to be tallied
and that the tallies are then used to compare the alternatives being studied. We would ask
that you keep in mind that not all archaeological or historical resources are of the same
guality or significance and that, consequently, a purely numerical comparison does not
necessarily provide an accurate assessment of the impact on archaeological or historical
resources that a given alternative will have.

Response: We agree and it is our intent in Tier One, as well as Tier Two, to go beyond
a simple tally of the number of resources affected to take into consideration the
significance of resources and the nature and magnitude of the effects.

Again, we thank you for your comments and assistance regarding our Study process and we
look forward to your continued participation in our Study activities. Please visit our website at
www.illianacorridor.org for the most current information on the development of this project.

Sincerely,

Diane O’Keefe, P.E. /z/ . ;:
Deputy Director of Highways

Regional Engineer

lllinois Department of Transportation Greg Kicinski, P.E.

Director of Project Management

Indiana Department of Transportation
By: Steve Schilke, P.E.

Consultant Studies Unit Head
llliana Project Manager
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REGION V
77 West Jackson Bowlevar
Chicago, 1T, 60604

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Office of Enforcement & Compliance Assurunce

NEPA Implementation

Mail Code: E-19 ]

Fax Number: (312) 353-5374
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Ton Matthew Fuller, for

Narman Stoner, P.E,

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration

3250 Exeeutive Park Drive

Springfield, [Rinois 62703
Phone: 217 - 392 - 4625 Fax: 217 - 492 - 4324
From: Norm West
Phone: 312 - 353 « 5692 Fax:  us above
Date; 8/26/2011 Number of pages, 11

including this cover sheet:

Commenls:

A hard copy of this letter is being torwarded for your files via USPS,
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o e UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
& 1 HEGION 5

{’M ¥ 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

) w&f CHICAGO, IL 80604-3590

AUG 2 6 2011

P L0 THL AT TENTION OF,

G-19)
Nonmun Stoner, IM.E.
[Yivision Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springlield, tHinois 62703

Re; Scoping Comments on the Federal Highway Administration Notice of Intent for the Proposed
Miana Comridor Project Fier 1 Environmental Trpact Stutement, Hliana Corridor Seoping
Document (dated June 201 ') and Response to a Draft Stakeholder Problem Statement

Dear Mr. Stoner:

In uccordance with Section 309 of the Clean Air Act und the National Eavironmental Policy Act (NEPA),
the U.S. Environmental Proteetion Agency is a cooperating ageney, punticipating in the NEPA scoping
comment period for the proposed lliana Corridor Project (IC) in Lake County, Tndisna, and Wiil and
Kankakee Countics, Hlinos, We provide the attached scoping comments and response to a drafl Problem
Staternont based upon our agency NEPA responsibilities, und our role under the Sale, Accountable,
FFlexible, Etticient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) in reviewing Indiana
and Tlinois State Transportation Plans (STP) and regionul Metropolitan Ptan Organization (MO} plans,
including those ot the Chicago Mewropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAD), the Northwestern Indiana
Regional Planning Commission (NIRPC), and the Kankukee Area ‘Iransportation Study (KA'TS).

A Tiee I Environmental fmpact Statement ([I8) is being prepared to analyze potential regional
transportation needs, corridor alignments, and environmental and social impucts of various alternatives
extending between Interstate Highways 63 (1-65) in Lake County, Indiana, and Intcrsiate Highways 57
and 55 (1-57 and 1-33) in Will and Kankakee Counties, Hiinois.

In 2009, EPA previously participated in a feasibility study of the many [uctors that might wareant
consideration for such o project. We currently participaic in o project working group as u member of the
lechnical Task Force (TTT) ol agencies und stakeholders. FPA agreed 1o be a cooperating agency for the
[C's NEPA Tier [ process on July 19, 2011, The IC will utilize s merged NTIPA / Clean Water Act 404
permit process as is routinely utilized by the llinois Department of Transportation (IDOT). The Indiana
Department. of Transportation (INDOT) will join IDOT in this merged process, This process will include
concurrence points for the projeet Purpose and Need, Alternatives (o be Considered, and seleetion of u
Preferred Alternative. Other EPA comments are inude under our other authoritics indicated above.

EPA auended an agency scoping presentation on June 28, 2011, during which the proposal and Tier |
parameters were introdueed. During that presentation, TPA also received the "Illiana Comridor Scoping
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Document™ dated June 2011, Our response is discussed in the enclosure titled "EPA Comments on the
Illiana Corridor Project Notice of Intent and Scoping Document (dated June 2011)." These commenty
propose that the Tier [ IS include creating alternatives that would develop the liena Project as a green
infrastructure corridor with regional transportation, utility, and habitat within that corridor. We further
comment on the Tier | TIS Purpose and Need, environmental issues to consider in analyzing alternatives,
and mitigation recommendations. We also provide scoping comments in this enciosure

A preliminary, non-NEPA document was created within the project working groups, titled "Draft
Stukeholder Problem Statement." Because this document will contribute to development of the project

Purpose und Need, we are commenting on it in a second enclosure to this letter titled “Comments on the
Dratt Stakeholder Problem Statement (SPS)."

We appreciate the opportunity, consistent with SAFETEA-LU, to partivipute at this eerly styge of the
project. [Iyou have any questions, or wish to discuss our comments further, please contact me or Norm
West. Virginia Laszewski, or Liz Pelloso of my stalT respectively at 312-353-3692/

wuest normani@epa.gov; 312-886-7501 / laszewski.virginiagiicpu.gov; and 312-886-7425 /
pelioso.elizabethigiepn. gov,

Sincerely, )
P R S

o g o
A e -
“'Kenneth A. Westlakg

Chicl, NEPA Implémentation Seetion
Office ot Enforetment and Compliance Assurance

Enclosures: 2

UtR Jovea Newland, FHWA-Indiana Division
Kesti Susinskas, IDOT PMC Project Manager
Kathy Chernich, USACE Chicago District
Dicdrn Willis, USACE Chicago District
Dan Johnson, USACTE, Rock Island
Shawn Clirton, USFWS
Elizabeth McCloskey, USFWS$
Steve Hamer, Hlinois DNR
Terry Savko, Hllinois Department of Agricuiture (TDA)
Jason Randolph, [ndiana Department of Environmental Management (1DEM)
Hula Kuss, IDEM-Northwest Regional Office
Mike Neyer, indizng DNR
Nathan Saxe, Indiana Department of Transportation
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Enclosur

EPA Comments on the Illiana Corridor Project, Notice of Intent, and
Scoping Document (dated June 2011)

The mujority of the study area outlined for the 1liana Corridor Project falls within the Kankakee River
Watershed, The Kankakee River once druined one of the largest wetlands in North America, known as
the Great Kankakes Swamp, The Kankakee River has been signiticamly altered by straightening and
dredging, and within the study area, flows (hrough primarily rural agricultural arcas of Lake County,
[ndiana, and Will and Kankakee Counties, 1llinois. Aside from the Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie
and adjacent State Purks in Will County, and the Deep River Heudwaters Fish and Wildlife Area and
Cedur Lake area (including the Cedar Lake Marsh Fish and Wildlife Area) in Lake County, (he corridor
does not appear to contain large amounts of formally presceved natural open space,

Farther north of the study area, in the developed areas of Cook County, inois (Chicago and its inner-
ring suburbs), large parccls of land were set aside ws nutural areas in the early 1900s" and until the 196(s
they provided sulficient habitat conncetions, As development extended outside of Cook County into
outer-ring suburbs, natural arcus outside of protected forest preserves, parks, and natural arens have been
fragmented by cxtensive development in these now urbanized arens. This urban and suburban
development north of the study aren has resulted in extensive forest and grassland fragmentution as well
as signiticant impacts (o wetland. dune/swale, and prairie habitals,

a

EPA_P

A linear project such as the [lliana Corridor cun irreversibly fragment or isolate remaining natural
habitats. Therefore, EPA proposes that the Tier 1 FIS for the 1lliana Corridor include build altematives
thut would establish a large green intrastruclure corridor connecting natural habitats and integrating
various tinsportation modes trom its conception. Transportation modes could be desighed within this
green infrastructure to jointly or separately provide functional natural habitat corridors for north-south
and cast-west habitat connections. EPA recommends that multi-function desigms be studicd, imeluding
integration of public utifitics with ransportation corridors, bicycle and pedestrian corridors, and
thoughttul design of freight rail and highway corridors. Additionally, a green infrastructure corridor
could potentially incorporate required mitigation into its design.

' The Larly History ol the Forest Preserve Distriet of Cook County, 1869-1922 (hg:/ lidee somaboutnisiory)

]
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EIS SCOPING COMMENTS

The lollowing scoping comments focus on the Tier | Environmental Impact Statement (F1S) Purpose and
Neced, potential environmental itnpacts that could arise from various alternatives considered for the
project, und consideration of mitigation mcasures.

PURPOSE and NEED (P&N)

EPA recommends that the project arcn’s underlying transportation (conneetivity) problem(s) be identiticd
and subslantiated so that the Purpose and Need Statement (P&N) can focus on finding solutions 1o, and
solving, those problems. ‘This may result in the need for the currently-defined study arca Lo be expanded
or modified. Furthermore, the P&N should specify what criteria (quantitiable when possible) will be used
to screen alicrmatives to be eliminuted or carried forward for further analysis in the Tierl Draft
Environmental Impact Siatement (DEIS).

ALTERNATIVES

Alternatives should be identified based on the substantiated Purpose and Need. EPA cannot diseern, from
currently avaitable information, what may be included in the range of uliernatives. As the P&N is
linalized and alternatives are developed, EPA is not clear on if the Lier | document will identify only a
geographic corridor? Alternately, will all relevant modes of transportation be assessed for placement in
multiple as-yet undefined cormidors, or will all relevant transportation modes be co-located in one selected
corridor? We recommended that ancillary infrastrueture requirements also be addressed as Tier |
aliernatives are identificd,

nids 'MENTAL IMPAC
. iy

This projeet is located in the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) uir quality
noncontorming region and requires conformity with the State Implementation Plans for Air Quality in
both Indiana und Ilfinois. FPA recommends using the recently released Mator Vehicle Emission
Simulator (MOVES2010) program® for modeling air quality conformity parameters for this project.
Although modeling Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSA'1's) is a developing field of science, we further
recommend a qualitative aysessment of these potential impacts be included in the DEIS for alternative
II'I'I|')EI.C[S.

Additionally, TPA recommends that u construction dicvel emissions reduclion plan be committad to for
this project to reduce and mitigate the known construction emissions. Similar projects have included
commitments (o somne or afl of the following reduction methods:

(@) retrofilting oft-road consiruction equipment including repower or enging uperades
(b) using ultra-low-sulfur fuels for all cquipment
(¢) limiting the age of on-road vehicles in construction projects (0 1998 and newer
and 1996 and newer for off-rond equipment
(d) dicsel particulate traps und oxidation ¢alalysts
(e} using existing poswer sources or clean fuel generators rather than lemporary power generators
() encouraging the use ol ofT-road equipment that meets the Tier 3 standards

*8ee: RUp: www SpLa o/ Hagimodels pnoves/indes. i for additional information.

4
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The (ramsportation agencies anticipate, if this project improves (ravet and reduces congestion, that
greenhouse gases (GHGs) will be reduced compared to the no-build ultemnative; modeling via
MOVES2010 can determine if thi is the case. The reduction of GI1Gs would negate climate change
impacts [tfom the project; however, EPA recommends the project still be designed (0 sccommaodate
impacts from climate change. Design elements (o accommodate climate change could include the width
of stream span sizing to accommodate increased intensity and [requency of precipitation events, ensuring
approprigte storm water management and hazardous material spill management, and implementation of
appropriule winter icing controls,

o Wetlands, Sire y sodmliaing

EPA recommends that & wetland delineation be completed and verified by the U.S. Army Corps of
Ingincers prior to finalizing alternatives and choosing a prefermed aftemative. Ag desizm progresses, FPA
recommends that all crossings of wetlands, streams and floodplains be spanned to provide habitat
connectivily und promote recovery of natural areas within the project area. Alignments should be
designed to cross streams perpendicularly and to spun streams and their adjacent floodplain and wetlands.
Additionally, EPA recommends that infmstructure location und Aoodplain crossings be designed tuking
forecast climate change and recent flooding cvents into consideration, We believe these considerations
may warrant using i 100-year or even 500-yeur flood level reference in designing protection and bridging
structures.

We expect that during design that transportation agencies will identify and address the potential for
impacts to public and private drinking waler wells (surtace walers/groundwater welly) or aquiters and thal
you will identify and describe any welthead protection areas within the study area. Appropriste
mitigation measures should be identificd (or each location that could potentially be impacted by the
pronpect,

The study urea incorporates many streams and rivers that flow to the Kankikee River, the NDes Plaines
River. and in a small portion of Lake County, (o Luke Michigan. As design progresses, wulers that are
designated as impaired on each state’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired waterhodies
should be noted along with their specific impairments und reterence to upproved Total Maximum Daily
I oads (TMDLs).

The DLIS should identify all former and active surface/underground mine sites and sny other atypical
geological formations such as kurst in the study arca, The DEIS should thoroughly document potential
water movements and routes of contamination,

» ¥ . stice

Environmental Justice (EJ) communitics inside and outside the study area that might be adversely
impucted should be identificd. We recommend special outreach efforts be made to make contact with
representatives of these communities carly in the process 1o cnsure their involyement in stakeholder
meetings and discussions. Trunsportation limitations and health vulnerabilities of potentivlly -affected 0
communitics should be addressed in the DEIS.

. ; r qind Cuamultive I
secondary impaets unalysis: A stated purpose for this project is to accommaodale and promote (uture

erowth in the study are. To the degree local und regional plans anticipate development (and associaied
conmeeted actions), impacts myst be accounted for in planning stages, including air, water and habitat

5
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considerations. Specific interchunge locations and proximity-induced future development should be fully
accounted for in this analysis, and include impuet avoidance or minimization efforts,

Cumnulutive impacts anglysis: The development of the [Niana Corridor will include increased traftic ay
well as tuture residential and commercial development. Al reasonably associated future development,
regional changes, and land conversion should be identificd, and their respeclive impacts determined and
analyzed so that the corridor accommodates them adequately. The cumulative impacts analysis should

include, at @ minimum, the increase of impervious surfoces due to development of farmland and wetlunds
in the study ares.

. sipric Structire,

The transportation agencies should contuct Native American Tribes with historic relutions to the study
area. Both the Indiana und Llinois State Historie Preservation Officers (SHPOs) should be involved in
approving the presence of historic sites and/or artifacts and any impacts associated with the project. The
DEIS should include uppropriately signed memoranda of agreement (MOAs) regarding the snticipated
impacts and procedures to be taken [or avoidance and mitigation.

. rardous |

The location and identitication of (oxic und hazardous materinls sites should be mapped to determing
potential for impaets (o and by the project. Specific Supertund sites located within the project study area
should be characterized to understand how they may affeet or be affected by the project.

Y L N FOR UN- 4 MPACT.

Unavoidable impacts should be minimized, and mitigation proposals should be proposed for unavoidable
impacts. EPA distinguishes between mitigation proposals and mitigation commitments. W¢ recommend
the DELS include, but not be limited (o, u summary chart of mitigation to include locations (keved to
mups in the document) and specific commitments, including required moniloring, maintenence, und
follow-up as appropriate.

Development ol Preferred Alternative Mitigation Package (PAMD) for unavoidable impucts to water

und other resources that has resource agencies’ concurrence is recommended prior ta the Tice | Record of
Deciston.

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF INTENT (NOT)

EPA was present for the Jung 28, 2011 Resource Agency presentation indicated in the FHWA NOL The
Hiigna Corridor Project (1C) study arca was identified and the plun for developing a Tier | Environmental
[mpact Statement (Tier | EIS) was discussed. That plan includes that the [Hineis and Indiana
Departments of Transportation wilt jointly utilize a merged NEPA / Clean Water Act 404 permit process,

The IC is defined s extending from Interstate Highway 535 in Will County, INineis (o Interstate [lighway
65 in Lake County, Indiana,

Based upon the range of allemnatives indicated in the NOI. the Tier T EIS will consider No Action,

Transportation System Management (TSM) options, and transit und roadway build alternatives. FPA
would like to work with the project leaders to broaden the scope of alternatives to be considered.
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ENTS/QUESTIONS REGARDI HE “ILLIANA CORRIDOR
SCOPING DOCUMENT” (dated June 2011)

Bascd on our review of the “Nliana Corridor Scoping Nocuinent” received at the June 28, 2011, Resource
Agency meeting, PA hay (he following questions, comments, and concerns, which ar¢ presented in the
order of and referenced to the numbered sections of the Scoping document. Our review team membery
request clarification and additional information as follows:

Seetion L0 - Profect Definitton

This section would benefit from a clearer delinition of the projeet, including explanations of the expected
deeisions at the end of Ticr | and the anticipated elements of Tier 2. The term “Llliana expressway' is
mentioned in the (st paragraph and then shifls 1o the term “1Niana Corridor.™ FPA requests further
delinition of the term “1Miane Corridor.”

The relationship between the current Tisr 1 1S and previous transporiation studies, such as the [linois
Department ol Transportation (FDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) feasibility
studicy mentioned here, should be better explained. Did these studies define the “Hliana Corridoc? If o,
that definition should be provided here.

Describing a substuntiuted P’urpose and Need stutement in the [irst chapter may better define the project.

Flgure 1 - Sundy dAreg

The boundaries of the “study area™ on the figure do not match the test description of the “study area™
boundaricy, We recommend this be rectified in all future documents.

L‘.’L‘,. J - 0

EPA requests further clarification of the term “broad issues” ay it relates to the Tier One process. In
particular, it is not clear how “purpose and necd” is u “broad issuc.” The NEPA process hinges on the
identification of specific underlying problems (needs) that have been substantiated and are to be solved by
the projeet, Furthermore. EPA expects that identitication of alternatives will be based on such a
substantiated purpose and need.

Sectlon 2,1 - Tlered with Notlce of Iment for Tigr One EIS

EP’A noted that the use ol the term “broad” in this section was only used to mention “*broud consideration
of polential environmental and social impacts.” The (erm should be expanded (o also deseribe
“trunsportation needs,” study of alternatives, and identification of posyible alternatives. (See ubove TPA
comments regurding the use of the phrase “broad issues™ under Segtion 2.0 - Process)

Please explain how Tier |and Ticr 2 will refate to cach other, including timing, and what decisions will
be made at the end of cuch tier.

I'lease elaborare on the slatement: “The final E1$ will conclude with a Record of Decision (ROD) by
FHWA that states the preterred transporlation system alternatives to be carried forward into Tier Two.”

-1
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Section 2.1 of the scoping document also stales (p. 3) that “The Tier One EIS will produce the following
Outcomes;

- Approval of the Preferred Alternative for the study aren; and
+ ldentified components of the overall transporiation system alternatives that can be advanced
independently by various agencies through Tier Two studies.”

I'lease provide further definition of what is meant by an “overall (ransportation system alternative.” EPA
also reguests definition and examples of specific components that could be part of an “overall
transportation system alternative.” Will the various alternatives under consideration in the Tier One EIS
be Moverall transportation sysiem ulternatives?”

Also stated on Page 3 in Seetion 2.1: “The goal of the Tier One TIS is 10 ensure that the Preferred
Alternative adequately balances the needs of the communitics, the resource agencies (1.e., the
environment) and the transportation system (local, regional and stato-wide).” EPA is not clear on what is
meant here by “nceds™ und whether or not all “needs™ will be un integral part of the Purpose and Need
statement.  As discussed carlier in this letter, EPA believes that this project presents an opportunity to
enhance habitat and ecosystems conneclivity in the study arca, not just maintain or diminish its current
condition,

Section 2.2 - Poienlyf Tier Two Acilyities

Section 2.2 (on page 3) states: “The Tier One process identifies components of the overall transportation
system alternative that can be advanced independently through Tier Two Studies.”  Plense describe how
Ticr One will prioritize “components” for further study and/or implementation based on the Purpose and
Need and other factors, such a cost and public acceptance.

Timeline discussions should clearly distinguish what elements (¢.g,, Tier 1 EIS, Tier 2 ELS,
implementation of discreet components) of the overall Mlianu Corridor Project are being relerenced.

Sectlon 3,0 - Stake {re,

Please clarity the (ransportation agencics’ expectations for stnkeholder outreach and involvement,
including how Context Sensitive Solutions policies will be applied. This section should list important
stukeholders, intorcs( groups, agencies, and landowners, and ¢xpluin what is cxpected from outreach
efforts. We recommend that stakcholder outreach include those who live and work in (he study area,
regardless of whether they are property owners, Furthermore, oulreach should include representativey
trom Lavirommental Justice (TJ) communities, environmental organizations and other non-profits,
members of tribes, historicul societies, trade associations, chambers of commerce, and other interested
partics.

This seetion should expound upon and explain the purpose(s) for which you are holding stakeholder
involvement activities,
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sk Foree (CPG/ITE)

This scoping document did not explain the roles of the Project Study Group (PSG) end (he Corridor
Planning Group (CPG). The membership and affiliation of the PSG, CPG, and TTF should be publicized.
including on the project website, and in the scoping document, How will FITWA, IDOT, and INDOT
cnsure (hat the PSG, the CPG, and the T'1'F are comprised of a well balaneed constituency? Please
explain how the inpul from these difterent groups (PSG, CPG, and T'TF) will be used 1o advise decision
makers and study managers, especially if they do not reach consensus gt key milestones. such as ['urpose
and Need, Range of Alternatives, and Sclection of Preferred Allernative(s). Will stukeholder input and/or
concurrence he sought on possible mitigation measures'?

Section 4,0 — Propoyed Bi-State Interagency Coordinarion Plan

EPA notes that this scction of the document specifies that an interagency field trip will oceur priot to the
development of alternatives so that resource agency representutives can sec (he landscapes and resources
within the study arca that could potentially be impucted. When during the NEPA Tier One EIS
development process will the interigency field trip(s) occur? EPA recommends holding such a feld tip
during the growing scason, so participants, cspecially resource agencies, can see wetlands and streams
without snow cover. Other field trips may be warranted throughout the NEPA process. We request tha

the scoping document deseribe interagency participation in, or concurrence on, potential mitigation tor
impacts.
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ETA Comments on the Draft Stakeholder Problem Statement

Transportation is providing connectivity from point A to point B. For this Hliana Corridor Project, that
extends to multiple points within and beyond the study area. The project also intends (o consider many
kinds of conneetivity. One of the potential results of long linear transportation projects is that they can
inferrupt crossing connections, fragment local social and natural environment fabrics, and often quickly
induce developments, The Stakeholder Problem Stsiement (SPS) specilies improving east-west
connections. As discussed more [ully under sustainability / connectivity in Attachment 1, we recommend
the SPS include the concept of also retaining the many natural and man-made north-south connections
being crossed by this corridor, und recover some cast-west connections thal some existing north-south
corridors previously severed. This is an opportunity to enhance not only the regional transportation
sysiem, but to also preserve and ¢nhance the region's ccosystem connectivity,

The SP'S reference to maximizing economic development and job growth should be constrained to follow
well-planned focal und regional designs for sustainability. Rapid random development simply following
market pressures or meeting only localized goals will not udequately consider how the IHliana Corridor
praject can fit into metropolitan-scale plans for development and preservation.
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November 1, 2011

Mr. Kenneth Westlake,

Chief, NEPA Implementation Section

Office of Environmental Enforcement and Compliance Assurance
US Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Reference: llliana Corridor Project Tierl Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Mr. Westlake:

We have received your August 26, 2011 letter to Norman Stoner, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration, regarding the Notice of Intent for the Proposed llliana
Corridor Project Tierl Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the llliana Corridor
Scoping Document (June 2011) and Draft Stakeholder Problem Statement. Thank you
for your detailed review of these project documents. The Illinois Department of
Transportation and Indiana Department of Transportation offer the following responses
to the questions and concerns presented in your letter.

EPA PROPOSAL

e Comment: A linear project such as the llliana Corridor can irreversibly fragment or
isolate remaining natural habitats. Therefore, EPA proposes that the Tier 1 EIS for
the llliana Corridor include build alternatives that would establish a large green
infrastructure corridor connecting natural habitats and integrating various
transportation modes from its conception. Transportation modes could be designed
within this green infrastructure to jointly or separately provide functional natural
habitat corridors for north-south and east-west habitat connections. EPA
recommends that multi-function designs be studied, including integration of public
utilities with transportation corridors, bicycle and pedestrian corridors, and thoughtful
design of freight rail and highway corridors. Additionally, a green infrastructure
corridor could potentially incorporate required mitigation into its design.

Response: It is our intent to avoid and minimize fragmentation or isolation of
portions of existing wildlife corridors. We will continue to coordinate with you on how
green infrastructure might be considered in the llliana Corridor EIS during our
ongoing process of selecting alternatives to evaluate in detail in the Tier One EIS.
We see as potential considerations: green infrastructure corridors identified in area
land use plans, existing habitat corridors and the behavior of the types of wildlife that
inhabit those corridors, and plans or expectations of the need for new utility trunk
lines, freight rail lines, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities to serve forecast growth in
our study area. We understand your request is for consideration of a continuous
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application of the green infrastructure corridor concept throughout the project length,
and not an isolated series of applications.

EIS SCOPING COMMENTS
Purpose and Need

e Comment: EPA recommends that the project area's underlying transportation
(connectivity) problem(s) be identified and substantiated so that the Purpose and
Need Statement (P&N) can focus on finding solutions to, and solving, those
problems. This may result in the need for the currently-defined study area to be
expanded or modified. Furthermore, the P&N should specify what criteria
(quantifiable when possible) will be used to screen alternatives to be eliminated or
carried forward for further analysis in the Tier | Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS).

Response: The Purpose and Need Statement will conform to the Federal Highway
Administration’s guidelines and document the transportation problems and needs
within the 950 square mile study area. Transportation problems will be identified and
substantiated. They will be quantified using modeled traffic forecasts and other
traffic-related-data. The same measures used to define need will be used to
measure the success of the alternatives in meeting the purpose and need during the
screening of alternatives. The current study area encompasses the population and
employment the project is intended to serve and in turn can encompass a broad
range of alternatives that could meet the purpose and need. If modeling results
show trends that would indicate that an improvement outside the current study limits
might offer additional travel benefits, this potential opportunity may be explored.

The travel model needed to generate quantitative measures of need is nearing
completion. The measures will be included in the statement of purpose and need.

Alternatives

e Comment: Alternatives should be identified based on the substantiated Purpose
and Need. EPA cannot discern, from currently available information, what may be
included in the range of alternatives. As the P&N is finalized and alternatives are
developed, EPA is not clear on if the Tier 1 document will identify only a geographic
corridor? Alternately, will all relevant modes of transportation be assessed for
placement in multiple as-yet undefined corridors, or will all relevant transportation
modes be co-located in one selected corridor? We recommended that ancillary
infrastructure requirements also be addressed as Tier 1 alternatives are identified.

Response: The range of alternatives studied for the lIlliana Corridor will include but
not be limited to transportation system management, transit, improvement of existing
roads, freight rail, and new highway facility. These transportation modes and
associated location alternatives will be assessed for multiple corridors in order to
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select the alternatives to be assessed in detail in the Tier One EIS. Their ability to
meet the purpose and need will be one factor when comparing alternatives. For
alternatives that involve new facilities on new location, a single 2,000-foot wide
preferred corridor is anticipated to be the outcome of the Tier One EIS process, as
well as decisions on the features to include in the project, including mode(s) and
financing strategies. However, until the assessment is done the outcome cannot be
predicted. Regarding ancillary infrastructure requirements, see our response to
“EPA Proposal.”

Environmental Impacts

e Air Quality: This project is located in the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
(CMAP) air quality nonconforming region and requires conformity with the State
Implementation Plans for Air Quality in both Indiana and lllinois. EPA recommends
using the recently released Motor Vehicle Emission Simulator (MOVES2010)
program for modeling air quality conformity parameters for this project. Although
modeling Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATS) is a developing field of science, we
further recommend a qualitative assessment of these potential impacts be included
in the DEIS for alternative impacts.

Additionally, EPA recommends that a construction diesel emissions reduction plan
be committed to for this project to reduce and mitigate the known construction
emissions. Similar projects have included commitments to some or all of the
following reduction methods:

(a) retrofitting off-road construction equipment including repower or engine upgrades
(b) using ultra-low-sulfur fuels for all equipment

(c) limiting the age of on-road vehicles in construction projects to 1998 and newer
and 1996 and newer for off-road equipment

(d) diesel particulate traps and oxidation catalysts

(e) using existing power sources or clean fuel generators rather than temporary
power generators

(f) encouraging the use of off-road equipment that meets the Tier 3 standards

The transportation agencies anticipate, if this project improves travel and reduces
congestion, that greenhouse gases (GHGSs) will be reduced compared to the no-build
alternative; modeling via MOVES2010 can determine if this is the case. The
reduction of GHGs would negate climate change impacts from the project; however,
EPA recommends the project still be designed to accommodate impacts from climate
change. Design elements to accommodate climate change could include the width
of stream span sizing to accommodate increased intensity and frequency of
precipitation events, ensuring appropriate storm water management and hazardous
material spill management, and implementation of appropriate winter icing controls.

Response: The Tier One EIS air quality assessment will consist of review of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for both primary and secondary
pollutants. NAAQS standards will be presented to show the pollutant type, level and
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averaging time for both the primary and secondary pollutants. The current status on
air quality pollutants for the study corridor will be reviewed and summarized in the
Tier One EIS. Our review of the 40 CFR Part 93 indicates that the Tier One
assessment is exempt for air quality conformity analysis based on Section 93.126
because it is a planning level study. Carbon monoxide levels will be screened as
part of Tier Two environmental documents to determine whether improvements have
the potential to violate standards.

At a minimum, a qualitative MSAT analysis will be undertaken in Tier Two. The
FHWA's Interim Guidance on Air Toxics Analysis in NEPA Documents will be used.

If appropriate, we anticipate using the MOVES2010 emission factor model for air
guality analysis completed for Tier Two environmental documents.

In regard to construction emissions, mitigation will be evaluated and addressed in
Tier Two commitments. It should be noted, the lllinois Department of Transportation
currently has three Air Quality Special Provisions: Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel, 1dling
restrictions, and the use of diesel retrofits. Additional approaches, such as the ones
described in your comment, could be further evaluated in Tier Two.

FHWA has not developed an approved methodology for considering changes in
greenhouse emissions for environmental impact studies, nor have the states of
lllinois or Indiana. However, we agree that improvements in travel and reductions in
congestion can be indicative of a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions and the
extent of such improvements will be an important factor in assessing the merits of
alternatives. As the project planning progresses, policy and design criteria changes
on the part of IDOT and INDOT as adaptations to climate change will be taken into
account as they are put in place.

e Wetlands, Streams, and Floodplains: EPA recommends that a wetland
delineation be completed and verified by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers prior to
finalizing alternatives and choosing a preferred alternative. As design progresses,
EPA recommends that all crossings of wetlands, streams and floodplains be
spanned to provide habitat connectivity and promote recovery of natural areas within
the project area. Alignments should be designed to cross streams perpendicularly
and to span streams and their adjacent floodplain and wetlands. Additionally, EPA
recommends that infrastructure location and floodplain crossings be designed taking
forecast climate change and recent flooding events into consideration. We believe
these considerations may warrant using a 100-year or even 500-year flood level
reference in designing protection and bridging structures.

We expect that during design that transportation agencies will identify and address
the potential for impacts to public and private drinking water wells (surface
waters/groundwater wells) or aquifers and that you will identify and describe any
wellhead protection areas within the study area. Appropriate mitigation measures
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should be identified for each location that could potentially be impacted by the
project.

The study area incorporates many streams and rivers that flow to the Kankakee
River, the Des Plaines River, and in a small portion of Lake County, to Lake
Michigan. As design progresses, waters that are designated as impaired on each
state's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired waterbodies should be noted
along with their specific impairments and reference to approved Total Maximum
Daily Loads (TMDLS).

The DEIS should identify all former and active surface/underground mine sites and
any other atypical geological formations such as karst in the study area. The DEIS
should thoroughly document potential water movements and routes of
contamination.

Response: Wetland delineations and jurisdictional determinations will be completed
in Tier Two. Impacts to wetlands, streams, water supplies, and floodplains will be
avoided or minimized to the extent possible during the development of alternatives.
During Tier One, impacts will be assessed based on an anticipated 300 to 400-foot-
wide working alignment. Preliminary designs will not be developed until Tier Two, so
many of the details related to mitigation will not be developed until the Tier Two.
Thus, the focus on Tier One will be on avoidance and minimization of impacts. See
our response under “Air Quality” related to the adaptation of new infrastructure to the
potential effects of climate change.

Regarding wells, during Tier One existing data will describe the geologic
characteristics associated with the public and private water and community water
supply wells in the study area, range of well depths, and typical use of wells. The
Tier One EIS will describe the groundwater resources and aquifers, the wellhead
protection areas, and sole source aquifers in the study area. The GIS database and
interpretation of available data will be used to estimate potential impacts that the
alternatives could have on groundwater resources and groundwater quality. Private
wells and public wells have established setback zones. The alternatives will be
evaluated to identify wells in close proximity, i.e. within the setback zone, to the
working alignments. For these wells the potential for a groundwater impact will be
discussed.

During Tier One, impaired streams in the broad corridors being assessed in detail
will be noted and the number of impaired stream crossings will be included in the
impact assessment. Specific stream crossing mitigation that takes into consideration
stream impairments will be developed during Tier Two.

Existing geological resources and features within the broad corridors will be identified
and impacts to these resources will be discussed in the Tier One EIS. As with other
impacts, the focus of Tier One will be on avoidance and minimization by location
choice. Design details to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts, such as affecting
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water movement or creating routes of groundwater contamination, will be addressed
in Tier Two.

e Environmental Justice: Environmental Justice (EJ) communities inside and
outside the study area that might be adversely impacted should be identified. We
recommend special outreach efforts be made to make contact with representatives
of these communities early in the process to ensure their involvement in stakeholder
meetings and discussions. Transportation limitations and health vulnerabilities of
potentially-affected EJ communities should be addressed in the DEIS.

Response: An assessment of potential impacts, such as access changes,
community cohesion, and relocations to EJ populations, will be included in the Tier
One EIS. We will plan to meet with your representatives to discuss this further.
Where EJ populations are identified, emphasis will be placed on reaching out to
these residents during the project’s public involvement process.

e Secondary and Cumulative Impacts:

Secondary impacts analysis: A stated purpose for this project is to accommodate
and promote future growth in-the study area. To the degree local and regional plans
anticipate development (and associated connected actions), impacts must be
accounted for in planning stages, including air, water and habitat considerations.
Specific interchange locations and proximity-induced future development should be
fully accounted for in this analysis, and include impact avoidance or minimization
efforts.

Cumulative impacts analysis: The development of the llliana Corridor will include
increased traffic as well as future residential and commercial development. All
reasonably associated future development, regional changes, and land conversion
should be identified, and their respective impacts determined and analyzed so that
the corridor accommodates them adequately. The cumulative impacts analysis
should include, at a minimum, the increase of impervious surfaces due to
development of farmland and wetlands in the study area.

Response: The Tier One EIS will include an indirect (secondary) and cumulative
impact assessment. It will address items listed in your comment.

e Historic Structures and Sites: The transportation agencies should contact Native
American Tribes with historic relations to the study area. Both the Indiana and
lllinois State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs) should be involved in approving
the presence of historic sites and/or artifacts and any impacts associated with the
project. The DEIS should include appropriately signed memoranda of agreement
(MOASs) regarding the anticipated impacts and procedures to be taken for avoidance
and mitigation.
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Response: Tribes with interest in Illinois and Indiana land in the project area have
been invited to become consulting parties and participating agencies for the project.
Additional consulting parties have been invited to participate. Available historic
resource data will be used to assess impacts during Tier One. The potential for
impact will be determined by the study team for comment by the SHPOs during
agency review. Tier Two will include new surveys of archaeological and architectural
resources in the preferred corridor, determination of National Register eligibility in
association with the SHPOs, Determinations of Effects in association with the
SHPOs, and development of Memorandums of Agreement with the SHPOs where
Adverse Effects exist.

e Hazardous Materials Sites: The location and identification of toxic and hazardous
materials sites should be mapped to determine potential for impacts to and by the
project. Specific Superfund sites located within the project study area should be
characterized to understand how they may affect or be affected by the project.

Response: Hazardous material sites will be identified in Tier One. In Tier One, the
focus will be on avoidance of impacts, particularly Superfund and other sites with a
medium to high potential for impact if disturbed.

Mitigation For Unavoidable Impacts

e Comment: Unavoidable impacts should be minimized, and mitigation proposals
should be proposed for unavoidable impacts. EPA distinguishes between mitigation
proposals and mitigation commitments. We recommend the DEIS include, but not
be limited to, a summary chart of mitigation to include locations (keyed to maps in
the document) and specific commitments, including required monitoring,
maintenance, and follow-up as appropriate.

Development of a Preferred Alternative Mitigation Package (PAMP) for unavoidable
impacts to water and other resources that has resource agencies' concurrence is
recommended prior to the Tier One Record of Decision.

Response: The Tier One EIS will discuss potential mitigation measures for
unavoidable impacts. As indicated in other responses, the focus of Tier One will be
on avoidance and minimization, with potential mitigation being described in
conceptual terms. Specific mitigation measures are referenced in the IDOT Bureau
of Design and Environment Manual Chapter 27, Environmental Surveys and a
Preferred Alternative and Mitigation Package (PAMP) (per INDOT in its 2008
Procedural Manual for Preparing Environmental Documents) will be developed in
Tier Two for the Tier Two preferred alternatives, when more detailed resource data,
impact assessment findings, and project design information (including INDOT’s
required Stage 2 Detailed Design Plans) will be available.

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI)
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e Comment: EPA was present for the June 28, 2011 Resource Agency presentation
indicated in the FHWA NOI. The llliana Corridor Project (IC) study area was
identified and the plan for developing a Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (Tier
1 EIS) was discussed. That plan includes that the lllinois and Indiana Departments
of Transportation will jointly utilize a merged NEPA / Clean Water Act 404 permit
process.

The IC is defined as extending from Interstate Highway 55 in Will County, lllinois to
Interstate Highway 65 in Lake County, Indiana.

Based upon the range of alternatives indicated in the NOI, the Tier 1 EIS will
consider No Action, Transportation System Management (TSM) options, and transit
and roadway build alternatives. EPA would like to work with the project leaders to
broaden the scope of alternatives to be considered.

Response: Someone from the project team will contact your representative directly
to discuss how you would like to be involved in the development of alternatives. We
are assuming you are requesting involvement beyond that described in the proposed
bi-state interagency coordination plan presented in the Scoping Document.

COMMENTS/QUESTIONS REGARDING THE "ILLIANA CORRIDOR SCOPING
DOCUMENT" (DATED JUNE 2011)

Based on our review of the "llliana Corridor Scoping Document” received at the June 28,
2011, Resource Agency meeting, EPA has the following questions, comments, and
concerns, which are presented in the order of and referenced to the numbered sections
of the Scoping document. Our review team members request clarification and additional
information as follows:

e Section 1.0 - Project Definition: This section would benefit from a clearer definition
of the project, including explanations of the expected decisions at the end of Tier 1
and the anticipated elements of Tier 2. The term "llliana expressway" is mentioned
in the first paragraph and then shifts to the term "llliana Corridor." EPA requests
further definition of the term "llliana Corridor."

The relationship between the current Tier 1 EIS and previous transportation studies,
such as the lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT) feasibility studies mentioned here, should be better
explained. Did these studies define the “llliana Corridor?” If so, that definition should
be provided here.

Describing a substantiated Purpose and Need statement in the first chapter may
better define the project.

Response: As indicated in our response to the comment under “Alternatives,” for
new facilities on new location, a single 2,000-foot-wide preferred corridor is
anticipated to be the outcome of the Tier One EIS process, as well as decisions on
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the features to include in the project, including mode(s) and financing strategies.
However, until the assessment is done the outcome cannot be predicted. Tier Two
environmental documents will contain the elements of a traditional non-tiered
environmental document, focused on the preferred alternative selected during Tier
One.

The intent was to refer consistently to the project as the llliana Corridor. The llliana
Corridor is the area between 1-65 in Indiana and I-55 in lllinois encompassed by the
study area boundaries. Note that the term llliana Corridor reflects that although
previous feasibility studies focused on an expressway, this study will consider other
potential modes of transportation.

Previous feasibility studies and transportation planning helped define the llliana
Corridor as described in the previous paragraph of this response. They include the:

- June 2009 llliana Expressway Feasibility Study
(http://www.in.gov/indot/files/FR_INDOT _lllianaExprsswy 07-31-2009.pdf)

- April 2010 The Strategic Role of the llliana Expressway
(http://www.dot.state.il.us/llliana/strategicrole.pdf)

- April 2010 llliana Expressway Economic Opportunities Analysis
(http://www.dot.state.il.us/llliana/finalreport.pdf).

e Figure 1 - Study Area: The boundaries of the "study area" on the figure do not
match the text description of the "study area" boundaries. We recommend this be
rectified in all future documents.

Response: Figure 1 of the scoping document reflects the study area. The
description will be clarified in the Scoping Summary Report.

e Section 2.0 - Process: EPA requests further clarification of the term "broad issues"
as it relates to the Tier One process. In particular, it is not clear how "purpose and
need" is a "broad issue." The NEPA process hinges on the identification of specific
underlying problems (needs) that have been substantiated and are to be solved by
the project. Furthermore, EPA expects that identification of alternatives will be based
on such a substantiated purpose and need.

Response: The phase “broad issues” was used to mean in contrast to “detailed
issues” such as interchange design, sizing of bridges to facilitate flood flow and
wildlife passage, and noise impact modeling needed to evaluate the need for and
feasibility of noise barriers. As indicated in our response under “Purpose and Need,”
transportation problems will be identified and substantiated. They will be quantified
using modeled traffic forecasts and other traffic-related-data. The same measures
will be used to measure the success of the alternatives in meeting the purpose and
need during the screening of alternatives.
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e Section 2.1 - Tiered with Notice or Intent For Tier One EIS: EPA noted that the
use of the term "broad" in this section was only used to mention "broad consideration
of potential environmental and social impacts.” The term should be expanded to also
describe "transportation needs," study of alternatives, and identification of possible
alternatives. (See above EPA comments regarding the use of the phrase "broad
issues" under Section 2.0 - Process)

Please explain how Tier 1 and Tier 2 will relate to each other, including timing, and
what decisions will be made at the end of each tier.

Please elaborate on the statement: "The final EIS will conclude with a Record of
Decision (ROD) by FHWA that states the preferred transportation system
alternatives to be carried forward into Tier Two."

Section 2.1 of the scoping document also states (p. 3) that 'The Tier One EIS will
produce the following outcomes:

- Approval of the Preferred Alternative for the study area; and

- Identified components of the overall transportation system alternatives that can
be advanced independently by various agencies through Tier Two studies."

Please provide further definition of what is meant by an "overall transportation
system alternative.” EPA also requests definition and examples of specific
components that could be part of an "overall transportation system alternative.” Will
the various alternatives under consideration in the Tier One EIS be "overall
transportation system alternatives?"

Also stated on Page 3 in Section 2.1: "The goal of the Tier One EIS is to ensure that
the Preferred Alternative adequately balances the needs of the communities, the
resource agencies (i.e., the environment) and the transportation system (local,
regional and state-wide).” EPA is not clear on what is meant here by "needs" and
whether or not all "needs" will be an integral part of the Purpose and Need
statement. As discussed earlier in this letter, EPA believes that this project presents
an opportunity to enhance habitat and ecosystems connectivity in the study area, not
just maintain or diminish its current condition.

Response: The sentence referenced in the first paragraph of this comment states
“The Tier One EIS includes an examination of the overall transportation system
improvement needs, a study of alternatives to satisfy them, and broad consideration
of potential environmental and social impacts of the possible alternatives.” We
believe this sentence without change expresses our intent related to need,
alternatives, and impacts.

The section that relates to this comment explains the outcome of Tier One studies.
Tier Two documentation is described in Section 2.5. One or more Tier Two
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environmental documents are currently expected to follow immediately the issuance
of the Tier One Record of Decision.

For alternatives that involve new facilities on new location, a single 2,000-foot-wide
preferred corridor is anticipated to be identified as the selected alternative in the Tier
One ROD, as well as decisions on the features to include in the project, including
mode(s) and financing strategies. However, until the EIS is done the outcome
cannot be predicted.

The overall transportation system alternative is the Tier One preferred alternative.
The various alternatives evaluated in the Tier One will be overall transportation
system alternatives that serve the transportation needs of the study area as identified
by the project’s statement of purpose and need. As is common with tiered studies,
this “overall” alternative could be divided into several projects, each with independent
utility. Each project would be assessed in its own Tier Two environmental document
and implemented separately. Individual projects could be implemented for example
by mode or geographic sections such as between 1-65 in Indiana and 1-57 in lllinois.

The statement of purpose and need will focus on transportation needs, per NEPA.
The needs of the community and resource agencies are considered to be those
associated with their desires to avoid and minimize impacts to the environmental
features of the study area and support, as opposed to hinder, planning and
regulatory goals. If transportation project features can be designed to enhance
habitat and ecosystem connectivity in the transportation project’s area of effect that
will be taken into consideration in developing alternatives, most likely in Tier Two
when preliminary designs for the preferred alternative will be developed.

e Section 2.2 - Potential Tier Two Activities: Section 2.2 (on page 3) states: "The
Tier One process identifies components of the overall transportation system
alternative that can be advanced independently through Tier Two Studies.” Please
describe how Tier One will prioritize "components" for further study and/or
implementation based on the Purpose and Need and other factors, such as cost and
public acceptance.

Response: The manner in which components will be prioritized has not been
decided and it is unlikely that it will be finalized until close to when decisions will be
made. It is impossible to predict all factors will be important at this early stage of the
project. We anticipate that such factors could include components that offer the
highest benefit per dollar spent and components that offer the best opportunities for
financing using other than traditional transportation tax revenues. We expect that
input from stakeholders will be sought during stakeholder involvement.

e Section 2.3 - Project Milestone Schedule: Timeline discussions should clearly

distinguish what elements (e.g., Tier 1 EIS, Tier 2 EIS, implementation of discreet
components) of the overall llliana Corridor Project are being referenced.
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Response: As indicated in the title of the figure, as its reference in the text, Figure 2
of the Scoping Document shows the schedule for Tier One.

e Section 3.0 - Stakeholder Outreach: Please clarify the transportation agencies'
expectations for stakeholder outreach and involvement, including how Context
Sensitive Solutions policies will be applied. This section should list important
stakeholders, interest groups, agencies, and landowners, and explain what is
expected from outreach efforts. We recommend that stakeholder outreach include
those who live and work in the study area, regardless of whether they are property
owners. Furthermore, outreach should include representatives from Environmental
Justice (EJ) communities, environmental organizations and other non-profits,
members of tribes, historical societies, trade associations, chambers of commerce,
and other interested parties.

Response: In response to this comment, you were provided with a copy of the
Stakeholder Involvement Plan. It thoroughly answers the questions asked in this
comment.

Section 3.1 - General Stakeholder Involvement Activities

This section should expound upon and explain the purpose(s) for which you are
holding stakeholder involvement activities.

Response: In response to this comment, you were provided with a copy of the
Stakeholder Involvement Plan. It explains the objectives of the various stakeholder
involvement activities.

Section 3.2 - Corridor Planning Group/Technical Task Force (CPG/TTF)

This scoping document did not explain the roles of the Project Study Group (PSG)
and the Corridor Planning Group (CPG). The membership and affiliation of the PSG,
CPG, and TTF should be publicized, including on the project website, and in the
scoping document. How will FHWA, IDOT, and INDOT ensure that the PSG, the
CPG, and the TTF are comprised of a well balanced constituency? Please explain
how the input from these different groups (PSG, CPG, and TTF) will be used to
advise decision makers and study managers, especially if they do not reach
consensus at key milestones, such as Purpose and Need, Range of Alternatives,
and Selection of Preferred Alternative(s). Will stakeholder input and/or concurrence
be sought on possible mitigation measures?

Response: In response to this comment, you were provided with a copy of the
Stakeholder Involvement Plan. It will answer your questions related to the PSG,
CPG, and TTF. These groups will be used to obtain input on purpose and need,
alternatives, and possible mitigation measures. The DEIS review period will be used
to obtain input on the selection of the Preferred Alternative. IDOT and INDOT are
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committed to working with all agencies and stakeholders in the study process to
identify issues early and seek consensus on disagreements.

IDOT and INDOT are committed to building stakeholder consensus for decisions.
However, if an impasse has been reached after making good faith efforts to address
unresolved concerns, IDOT and INDOT may proceed to the next stage of project
development without achieving consensus. In the case of an unresolved dispute
between agencies, IDOT and INDOT will notify stakeholders of their decision and
proposed course of action.

Section 4.0 - Proposed Bi-State Interagency Coordination Plan

EPA notes that this section of the document specifies that an interagency field trip
will occur prior to the development of alternatives so that resource agency
representatives can see the landscapes and resources within the study area that
could potentially be impacted. When during the NEPA Tier One EIS development
process will the interagency field trip(s) occur? EPA recommends holding such a
field trip during the growing season, so participants, especially resource agencies,
can see wetlands and streams without snow cover. Other field trips may be
warranted throughout the NEPA process. We request that the scoping document
describe interagency participation in, or concurrence on, potential mitigation for
impacts.

Response: It is expected that the interagency field trip will occur this fall (2011).
Concurrence on potential mitigation of US Army Corps of Engineers jurisdictional
impacts (and other natural resource impacts as appropriate) is expected to be sought
during the preparation of Tier Two environmental documents. This effort’'s focus will
be on detailed mitigation agreements for the Preferred Alternative. It will be done in
the context of a detailed, interdisciplinary, and interagency review of the Preferred
Alternative to optimize the design and benefits of the project while first avoiding and
minimizing jurisdictional impacts.

ENCLOSURE 2
EPA COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT STAKEHOLDER PROBLEM STATEMENT

e Comment: Transportation is providing connectivity from point A to point B. For this
llliana Corridor Project, that extends to multiple points within and beyond the study
area. The project also intends to consider many kinds of connectivity. One of the
potential results of long linear transportation projects is that they can interrupt
crossing connections, fragment local social and natural environment fabrics, and
often quickly induce developments. The Stakeholder Problem Statement (SPS)
specifies improving east-west connections. As discussed more fully under
sustainability / connectivity in Attachment 1, we recommend the SPS include the
concept of also retaining the many natural and man-made north-south connections
being crossed by this corridor, and recover some east-west connections that some
existing north-south corridors previously severed. This is an opportunity to enhance
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not only the regional transportation system, but to also preserve and enhance the
region's ecosystem connectivity.

Response: See our response to the “EPA Proposal” above.

e The SPS reference to maximizing economic development and job growth should be
constrained to follow well-planned local and regional designs for sustainability.
Rapid random development simply following market pressures or meeting only
localized goals will not adequately consider how the llliana Corridor project can fit
into metropolitan-scale plans for development and preservation.

Response: The counties and municipalities in the study area have land use plans
and associated regulations to guide development. The Tier One EIS will assess
indirect and cumulative impacts within the context of how the improved accessibility
provided by the project could affect development patterns, past development trends,
and the intent expressed in local land use plans. The extent to which this
combination of influences leads to adverse impacts to the community and natural
environment in the region will be noted in this assessment. IDOT and INDOT have
no jurisdiction of local development decisions, but as is customary in indirect and
cumulative impact assessment, opportunities for local government to minimize these
impacts will be described in the indirect and cumulative impact assessment
mitigation discussion.

Again, we thank you for your comments and assistance regarding our Study process
and we look forward to your continued participation in our Study activities. Please visit
our website at www.illianacorridor.org for the most current information on the
development of this project.

Sincerely,

Diane O’Keefe, P.E. ks !. ;i ‘ .
Deputy Director of Highways

Regional Engineer
lllinois Department of Transportation Greg Kicinski, P.E.
Director of Project Management

/J'@/ [ Indiana Department of Transportation

By: Steve Schilke, P.E.
Consultant Studies Unit Head
llliana Project Manager
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 0CT 24 2011
© CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS

111 NORTH CANAL STREET ‘ F HWA
CHICAGO, ILLINCIS 60606-7206

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

October 20, 2011
Technical Services Division o
Regulatory Branch
LRC-2011-00344

SUBJECT: Scoping Comments for the Tier I Environmental Impact Statement Study of the
lliana Corridor, Will and Kankakee Counties, Illinois and Lake County, Indiana

Norman Stoner

Federal Highway Administration
3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, Illinois 62703

Dear Mr. Stoner:

This letter is in response to your request that the U.S Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
provide scoping comments for the Tlliana Tier I EIS. Various Federal and state agencies are
providing a concurrent review of the project under the terms and conditions as set forth in the
“Statewide Implementation Agreement National Environmental Policy Act And Clean Water Act
Section 404 Concurrent NEP%M404 Processes For Transportation Projects in Illinois”.

Following attendance at the several meetings and the review of the draft of the “Illiana
Corridor Scoping Summary” dated October 14, 2011, the Corps provides the following scoping
comments: :

1. Additional field verification and/or investigation should occur during Tier I prior to
concurrence on the preferred alternative. If additional areas of environmental concern are
discovered or suspected during the consideration of the preferred alternatives, additional
field review should be performed to investigate these potentially sensitive arcas. The
Corps is attempting to avoid a situation where previously unknown sensitive areas are
discovered during the detailed environmental assessment to be performed in Tier II Such
discoveries could potentially result in significant project delays.

2. The corridor(s) that is(are) selected as the preferred alternative during Tier 1 should be
sufficiently wide to allow for significant modifications to the alignment of the selected
transportation mode during Tier Il. This would allow for additional flexibility to avoid
and minimize impacts to previously unidentified sensitive natural areas that were missed
during the GIS review in Tier L.
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If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Soren Hall of my staff by telephone at 312-
846-5532 or email at Soren.G.Hall@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

: /%th:.%zniak

Chief, West Section
Regulatory Branch

Copy Furnished:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Norm West)
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Shawn Cirton)
lilinois Department of Natural Resources (Steve Hamer)
Indiana Department of Environmental Management (Jason Randolph)
100 N. Senate Avenue, Room IGCN 1255
Indianapolis, IN 46204
US Fish and Wildlife Service (Liz McCloskey)
1000 W. Qakhill Rd.
Porter, IN 46304
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Mr. Keith Wozniak, Chief, West Section Regulatory Branch
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

111 North Canal Street

Chicago, IL 60606-7206

Re: Updated: Scoping Comments for the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
Study of the llliana Corridor
Will and Kankakee Counties, lllinois and Lake County, Indiana

Dear Mr. Wozniak:

A previous version was sent in error. Please discard the previous version and replace
with this final letter.

We are in receipt of your recent October 20, 2011 letter regarding the above-referenced
study.

In your letter, you requested that additional field verification/investigations be undertaken
during the Tier 1 study prior to concurrence on the Preferred Alternative. You further
described the circumstance where previously unknown sensitive areas may be
encountered during the course of more detailed studies during Tier 2. In your second
comment, you suggested that the corridor of the Preferred Alternative be of a sufficient
width to allow for modifications such that the resource in question can be avoided or
impacts minimized to the extent possible.

We acknowledge that environmentally sensitive areas of concern may be identified
during the course of more detailed studies which, as you are aware, have been
committed to the Tier 2 phase of study. To this point, we have made a considerable
effort to compile a GIS data base to support the initial corridor identification and
evaluation. However, in undertaking the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),
we intend to conduct an initial field review near and within the candidate corridor(s) prior
to issuance of the Draft EIS. This is planned at a reconnaissance-level and will include
wetlands, upland plant communities, potential wildlife habitats, and other sensitive areas
as identified by the data compiled to date. Given the size of the study area, these
investigations will typically be undertaken from public rights-of-way for select or
representative resources. As agreed, these studies will be supplemented by more
detailed, formal field investigations during Tier 2.

To your second point, the corridor to be advanced into the Tier 1 Draft EIS for a new
facility on new alignment will be defined as a 2,000-foot wide corridor, from which a
series of working alignments, typically 300-400 feet in width, will be assessed in the Tier
One studies. While there is no assurance that such an approach would eliminate habitat
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losses to sensitive species altogether or preclude unavoidable impacts (such as stream
crossings), we believe a corridor of this width should provide ample opportunity for
alignment adjustments. In particularly sensitive areas (if any) we could consider a wider
corridor. In conclusion, we believe that the commitment to reconnaissance-level field
investigations, in conjunction with a sufficiently wide corridor, should reasonably address
your concerns and avoid significant delays to the schedule.

Our state transportation leadership and the consultant team are available to discuss this
further with you. We look forward to your continued participation in this study.

Sincerely,

Diane O’Keefe, P.E. X/ . é
Deputy Director of Highways
Regional Engineer

Greg Kicinski, P.E.

« Director of Project Management
Indiana Department of Transportation
By: Steve Schilke, P.E.

Consultant Studies Unit Head
llliana Project Manager
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Mitchell E. Danigls, Jr., Govemnor
Robert E. Garter, Jr., Director
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Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeologyes402 W, Washington Street, W274 - Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739
. Phone 317-232-1646eFax 317-232-0693 - dhpa@dnr.IN.gov D ARHALION

November 10, 2011

Didane O’Keefe, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Regional Engineer

Illinois Department of Transportation
201 West Center Court

Schaumberg, Illinois 60196

Greg Kicinski, P.E.

Director of Project Management
Indiaria Department of Transportation
100 North Senate Avenue, Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re:- . Your letter of October 5, 2011, responding to our August 16, 2011 comment letter on the June 2011
“Illiana Corridor Tier One Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Document” (HPER-IL; INDOT
Dés No. 1006456; DHPA No. 11913)

Dear Ms. O ’Keefe and Mr. Kicinski:

Pursuant to the National Environmeéntal Policy Act, Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and -
Efficient Transportation Equity- Act, and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the staff of the
Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO”) has reviewed your October 5 letter, which we
recéived on October 11, regarding the aforementloned project in Lake County in Indiana and Kankakee and
thl COllIltleS in Illinois.

Thank you for acknowledging the potential issues that we had raised in our August 16 letter.

We apprecmte as well, receiving your clarification of the process by which concurrence will be demonstrated
at key ‘points in the NEPA/404 process. We will be glad to comment formally on the draft summary of each
concurrence meeting. If the circumstances allow, however, we might provide formal, written concurrence on
eisential issues prior to a concurrence meeting, so that the Indiana SHPO staff member or members attending
the meeting will know what they are authorized to agree upon—even informally-—at the meeting. If we are
unable to do so, or if the issues discussed at the meeting go beyond the scope of our formal, written comments,
then the Indiana SHPO staff member or members likely will be able to offer only provisional comments at the
meetiilg.

In regards to checking archaeological records in our office, we note that there may be other records and
sources at other facilities or institutions that we do not have in our records and archives. Additionally, since
parts -or much of areas to be considered for the pro_]ect may not have been subjected to archagological
1nvest1gat10ns data regarding archaeological resources is likely to be mcomplete regarding the archaeological
aSpects of planning and choosing areas for the project.

e - ' An Equal Opporfunity Empioyer
wiww.DNA.IN.gov Printed on Recydled Papar
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If you have questions about above-ground properties, such as buildings or structures, then please contact John
Carr at (317) 233-1949 or jearr@dnr.IN.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Dr.
Rick Jones at (317) 233-0953 or rjones@dnr.IN.gov. In future correspondence regarding this project, please
continue to refer to DHPA No. 11913.

“Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
JAGILC:JRT:jj

emc: Diane O’Keefe, P.E., llinois Department of Transportation
*" " Qreg Kicinski, Indiana Department of Transportation
" .. Kesti Susinskas, P.E., lllinois Department of Transportation PMC Project Manager
" . Matt Fuller, Illinois Division, Federal Highway Administration
Joyce Newland, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
- Michelle' Alien, Indiana Division, Federal Highway Administration
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
. ‘Ben Lawrence, P.E. Indiana Department of Transportation
... Staffan Peterson, Ph.D., Indiana Department of Transportation
. . Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
' Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
:* * Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation
Susan Branigin, Indiana Department of Transportation
-. Matt Coon, Ph.D, Indiana Department of Transportation
" Melany Prather, Indiana Departément of Transportation
Anne Haaker, Illinois Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Matt Buffington, Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indiana Department of Natural Resources
- Kent Ahrenholtz, PE. DLZ
1 Megan Lytle, Parsons Brinckerhoff
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February 16, 2012

Mr. James A. Glass, PH.D.

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archeology

402 W. Washington Street, W274

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 Reference: DHPA No. 11913

Dear Dr. Glass:

We apologize for the delay in responding to your letter of November 10, 2011 to Diane
O’Keefe of IDOT and Greg Kicinski of INDOT, in which you responded to their llliana
Corridor letter of October 5, 2011 regarding the project scoping process. The lllinois
Department of Transportation and Indiana Department of Transportation offer the
following responses to the questions and concerns presented in your follow-up letter.

Comment: The Indiana DNR DHPA will be glad to comment formally on the draft
summary of each concurrence meeting, and if circumstances allow, allow written
concurrence on essential issues prior to concurrence meetings so that attendees will
have authority to act. However, if Indiana DNR DHPA is unable to give prior
concurrence, or if the meeting discussion goes outside the bounds of the prior
concurrence, Indiana DNR DHPA may only offer provisional comments at the
concurrence meeting.

Response: We appreciate your proactive approach in the concurrence process and
can work cooperatively within your agency’s protocol.

Comment: The Indiana DNR DHPA does not have a complete archive of all
archaeological studies and records for the Indiana portion of the Study Area.
Furthermore, some parts of the Study Area have not been the subject of archaeological
investigations, so it is likely that incomplete archaeological information will be available
when performing alternatives evaluation and selection.

Response: Through the Section 106 consultation process, we will attempt to find all
archaeological records pertaining to the alternatives evaluation and selection
process, in addition to those available through Indiana DNR DHPA. Detailed field
work, including archaeological investigation, is anticipated in Tier 2 of the study. In
Tier 1, we may authorize limited field reconnaissance if particular needs arise to
make determinations for which there is insufficient available information.

Comment: Please contact John Carr for above-ground historic resources and Dr. Rick
Jones for archaeological resources, both at Indiana DNR DHPA.
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Response: We will coordinate above-ground and archaeological issues with Mr.
Carr and Dr. Jones accordingly.

Again, we apologize for the delay in our reply and thank you for your comments and
assistance regarding our Study process and we look forward to your continued
participation in our Study activities. Please visit our website at www.illianacorridor.org for
the most current information on the development of this project.

Sincerely,

Steve Schilke, P.E. Greg K¥€inski, P.E

Consultant Studies Unit Head Director of Project Management
llliana Project Manager Indiana Department of Transportation
cc: Matt Fuller
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