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FOREWORD

The US Route 6 corridor is designated as a Strategic Regional Arterial
from Illinois Route 59 in Will County to Illinois Route 83/Torrence
Avenue in Calumet City. While it is referred to as the US Route 6
corridor, this SRA travels along several roadways. Starting from the
west, it follows Caton Farrn Road, Bruce Road, Cedar Road, Illinois
Route 7, 159th Street, 162nd Street, and River Oaks Drive.

This Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) Report has been prepared for the
Illinois Department of Transportation and the SRA Subcommittee of the
Chicago Area Transportation Study by Meridian Engineers & Planners,
Inc.

The US Route 6 SRA is intended to function as part of a regional arterial
system. It, along with other SRA routes and the regional expressway
and transit systems, will provide a network to carry high-volumes of
long-distance traffic. This report is one element of a long-range plan for
all routes in the SRA network. Together, the route studies constitute a
comprehensive, coordinated plan for the entire SRA network.

Included in this report are: a description of the SRA study objectives
and process; a detailed explanation and analysis of the existing route
conditions; recommendations for improvements; and documentation of
the process including comments received.

Information regarding the study and this report are available from the
Mlinois Department of Transportation, through the SRA Project Manager
- Mr. Rich Starr, 708/705-4095.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

SRA studies during the last twenty-four months have resulted in the following
specific segment recommendations for this route's nine segments.

Segment 1: Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road from |
Illinois Route 59 to Cedar Road; ILL Route 59 i
and US Route 30 from
Interstate S5 to Caton Farm Road
(an SRA Connector) 5@

» Develop four 12 ft. through lanes,
raised median and curb and gutter
in a right-of-way expanded to 80 fi.
or 100 ft. along Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road.

» Develop four 12 ft. through lanes,
mountable median and curb and gutter
in a right-of-way expanded to 90 ft. or
125 ft. along US Route 30 from
Caton Farm Road to Hennepin Drive
(SRA Connector).

« Improve signalized intersections on
Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road at
Illinois Route 59, Essington Road,
Plainfield Road and Weber Road.

e Provide signals at proposed
Interstate 55 interchange ramps, :
Illinois Routes 53/7, Nlinois N
Route 171/Collins Street, Briggs Street e
and Cedar Road as warranted.

» Manage access with right-in/right-out
only; median breaks limited to
important intersections and 1/4 mile
intervals.

e Provide park-and-ride facilities at Illinois
Route 59, the future I-355 interchange ILL Rous 171
and US Route 30 at I-55.

» Provide bridge over Des Plaines River
Valley to a new Bruce Road alignment
as proposed in Lockport Township
Study, 1991.

» Coordinate pedestrian/bicycle linkages
with existing and proposed paths in I&M -
National Heritage Corridor. g

» Widen structures over Du Page River,

Interstate 55, and two locations of

INTERSTATE S5

ON FARM ROAD

/"\. BRUCE ROAD

Fraction Run.
« Replace structure over EJ&E Railroad. 7. CEDAR ROAD
US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road o
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Segment 2: Cedar Road from Bruce Road to
INllinois Route 7/159th Street

« Develop four 12 ft. through lanes, raised
median and curb and gutter in a right-of-
way limited to 100 ft.

» Manage access with right-in/right-out only; 5@ ‘
median breaks limited to key intersections,

Homer Township Fire Departinent and Farrell Rd
Luther J. Schilling School.

} FAP Route 340

Segment 3: Illinois Route 7/159th Street from =
Cedar Road to Bell Road and from =-=-===""¢
Farrell Road to Cedar Road as an
SRA Connector

* Develop four 12 ft. through lanes,
raised median, curb and gutter in the
existing 100 ft. right-of-way.

» Coordinate interchange with proposed
FAP Route 340 (I-355), including
expanding the right-of-way to 200 ft.
within the interchange limits. Parker R

» Provide a park-and-ride facility near I-35S5.

» Provide traffic signals at Farrell Road and
Parker Road as warranted.

« Improve signalized intersection at
Cedar Road.

» Manage access with right-in/right-out
movements at select unsignalized
intersections and median breaks
spaced at 1/4 to 1/2 mile intervals.

BRUCE ROAD

TIA69TH STREET

ILL|ROUTE

Bell Rd

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road e
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Segment 4: Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Bell
Road to Illinois Route 43/Harlem Avenue

e Develop four 12 ft. through lanes, raised
median and curb and gutter in the existing
100 ft. right-of-way west of US Route 45. '

Utilize a 4 ft. raised median from 104th g@ Bell Rd
Avenue to Ravinia Avenue.

« Develop six 12 ft. through lanes, raised
median and curb and gutter, in a right-of-
way expanded to 120 ft. eastof @ = ------------
US Route 45.

» Improve signalized intersections at Bell
Road, US Route 6/Wolf Road, 108th
Avenue, US Route 45/96th Avenue and
Ilinois Route 43/Harlem Avenue.

» Provide signals at Will-Cook Road
and Orland Brook Drive as warranted.

e Coordinate with Orland Park's
realignment of 118th Avenue to
Will-Cook Road intersection.

e Provide park-and-ride facilities
at Bell Road and US Route 45/96th
Avenue.

e Manage access with right-in/right-out
only; median breaks limited to select
unsignalized intersection at
1/4 and 1/2 mile intervals.

¢ Widen structure at 104th Avenue
and provide new structure over
NS Railroad.

e Coordinate additional pedestrian/bicycle
linkages with existing and proposed
paths near Wolf Road and the Spring
Creek Greenway.

ILL ROUTE 7/1§9TH STREET

Orlang

ILL Route 43| (Harlem Ave)

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road g jz DV / |§:'..
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Segment 5: US Route 6/159th Street from Illinois
Route 43/Harlem Avenue to Interstate 57

» Develop six 12 ft. through lanes, raised
median and curb and gutter between
Ilinois Route 43/Harlem Avenue and
Oak Park Avenue in a right-of-way
expanded to 120 fi.

» Maintain four 12 ft. through lanes,
flush median and curb and gutter in
the existing 80 ft. to 100 ft.
right-of-way between Oak Park
Avenue and Interstate 57. ILL Rouf

« Improve signalized intersections
at Oak Park Avenue, Cicero Avenue
and Crawford Avenue/Pulaski Road.

e Provide new structure carrying
NIRC RR over US Route 6.

» Provide park-and-ride facility
near Illinois Route 43.

INTERSTATE 57

Segment 6: US Route 6/159th Street from
Interstate 57 to Dixie Highway

e Maintain four 12 ft. through lanes,
flush median and curb and gutter from
Interstate 57 to Kedzie Avenue and
from Interstate 294 to Dixie Highway.

* Maintain four 12 ft. through lanes,
one 12 ft. auxiliary lane eastbound,
raised median and curb and gutter
from Kedzie Avenue to Interstate 294.

* Manage access near Canterbury
Shopping Center through the use
of two median breaks and a signalized INTERSTATE 204
intersection.

» Provide a park-and-ride lot near 1-294.

» Expand right-of-way to 100 ft. from
Interstate 294 to Dixie Highway.

Dixie Hwy

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
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Segment 7: US Route 6/159th Street from Dixie

Highway to Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street

Develop four 11 ft. through lanes, flush
median and curb and gutter in the proposed
76 fi. to 83 ft. right-of-way from

Dixie Highway to Center Avenue.

Develop four 11 ft. through lanes, flush
median and curb and gutter in the 5@
expanded 76 ft. right-of-way from Center

Avenue to Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street.
Improve signalized intersections at Dixie

Highway and Park Avenue. 2 Ave ver

Provide park-and-ride facility near Dixie

Highway. ) o —

Replace structures carrying Illinois Center Ave

Central Railroad and Metra over

US Route 6/15%th Street. Rout
(Halsted St)

Segment 8: US Route 6/159th Street from Illinois i Drunen Rd
Route 1/Halsted Street to Interstate 94 RRAJP RR
South Park Ave
* Develop four 12 ft. through lanes, flush
median and curb and gutter in the INTERSTATE olend

existing 100 fi. right-of-way.

Improve signalized intersections at
Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street and
Chicago Road/South Park Avenue.
Consider structure over BOCT Railroad
and adjacent access modifications for
post 2010 improvement.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
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Segment 9: US Route 6/159th Street from Interstate 94
to Illinois Route 83/Torrence Avenue.

» Develop six 12 ft. through lanes, raised
median and curb and gutter in a right-of-
way expanded to 120 ft. from Interstate 94
to Paxton Avenue and 110 ft. from Paxton
Avenue to Illinois Route 83/Torrence
Avenue.

= Avoid right-of-way takes in Cook County
Forest Preserve Property.

- Improve signalized intersection at Illinois
Route 83/Torrence Avenue.

e Widen structures over Little Calulmet
River.

« Provide right-in/right-out access
only except at signalized intersections.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road ST=
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ORGANIZATION OF REPORT

This report on the Illinois Routes 6/I1linois Route 7/Caton Farm Road
SRA route study is divided into five sections:

Chapter One. Introduction, provides information about the SRA
system and Operation GreenLight; SRA route types, study objectives;
the study process; desirable route characteristics; and the study data
sources and methodologies.

Chapter Two. Route Overview, presents a general description of the
SRA corridor including; land use characteristics, regional transportation
facilities; route area and design characteristics, projected travel demand,
and roadway/right-of-way discussion.

Chapter Three. Summary of SRA Corridor Recommendations,
presents a summary of existing route characterlstlcs and recommended
route improvements.

Chapter Four. Corridor Analysis by Segment, presents a detailed
analysis of existing route characteristics and recommended route
improvements by segment.

Section Route Segment
Section 4.1 1: Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road from Illinois Route 59

to Cedar Road; US Route 30 from Interstate 55 to
Caton Farm Road as an SRA Connector

Section 4.2 2: Cedar Road from Bruce Road to Illinois Route 7/159th
Street

Section 4.3 3: Ilinois Route 7/159th Street from Cedar Road to
Bell Road; and from Farrell Road to Cedar Road as an
SRA Connector

Section 4.4 4. Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Bell Road to
Illinois Route 43/Harlem Avenue

Section 4.5 5: US Route 6/159th Street from Illinois Route 43/
Harlem Avenue to Interstate 57

Section 4.6 6. US Route 6/159th Street from Interstate 57 to
Dixie Highway

Section 4.7  7: US Route 6/159th Street from Dixie Highway to
Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street

Section 4.8 8: US Route 6/159th Street from Illinois Route 1/Halsted
Street to Interstate 94

Section4.9  9: US Route 6/159th Street from Interstate 94 to Illinois
Route 83/Torrence Avenue

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road g 52 )/ —
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For each route segment, these analyses are presented:

Existing Facility Characteristics. The existing facility characteristics
include the existing right-of-way, location of existing traffic signals,
existing transit usage and routes, and location of existing structures.

Environmental Characteristics. The existing environmental
characteristics of the route include existing streams, wetlands and
floodplains, historic buildings and districts, flora and fauna, hazardous
waste and leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites, and other
environmental characteristics.

Existing and Projected Land Use and Development Characteristics.
The existing land use characteristics are examined with respect to the
types, density or intensity of use, constraints and access locations.
Future development potential is examined by identification of vacant
land, planned or likely development or redevelopment in the vicinity.
Public and institutional areas are identified by location and type.

Recommended Improvements. The recommended improvements for
each route segment are discussed. Short term/low-cost and ultimate
(post 2010) improvements as well as right-of-way requirements,
potential environmental and land use considerations, and cost estimates
relating to construction of the recommended improvements and
acquisition of right-of-way are given.

Chapter Five. Public Involvement summarizes the public involvement
process during the study, including the US Route 6 SRA "East" and
"West" Advisory Panel Meetings, the Advisory Panel Newsletters, the
Public Hearing and other efforts to promote local involvement in the
study process.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road 7/\0 4 | —

7

p
ORGANIZATION OF REPORT RUNOR DEPARTMENT OF TRANSAORTATION




TABLEOF CONTENTS

Foreword . ereosssssscsesessassssssssessressasssnsssessnsssressrssananss i
EXeCUtive SUMIMATY c.ceceecrerecceeecsseeecssssessessessssssassessssssssssssssessnass ceeseesesennerensnsensanse it
Organization Of REPOTT ......aaaeeieeneeieenecieeenectensececeaseccossecsaessnsssssecacensescassssnes viii
TADIE Of COMLEILS cccerceerccorcocecsceseecsserssssssessssssses sesseesssssssessssssessssssssssasssessesssssensens X
List of Tables ceessecessnesanes xii
Listof Figures. eees XiV
LiSt Of DI AWINES ccccececcecsercsscoscsncssesscocsesccseossossossessossssssossssessesssesssssessssssssssssessassesses xv
Glossary xvii
CHAPTERONE: INTRODUCTION 1
1.1 TheStrategic Regional Arterial System and Operation Green Light........ 1
1.2 SRAROULE TYPES cccvecrceecectresacseeccescesescssssessecssosessssssssssesssssssessaseesesssssssssssse 3
1.3  StudyObjectives o e S
1.4 TheSRA Study Process..cccccccececcseccsssaseresssossessscssecsessasssesssssssessesssessssssssase 6
1.5 DesirableRoute Characteristics and Techniques for Special

CirCUINSLANCES c.cvecerecessecseoscessessosaesesssrsaresasesose ccesecsessestessesserrastssresanstes 7
1.6 StudyData Sources and Methodologies . 8
CHAPTERTWO: ROUTE OVERVIEW 11
2.1 TheUS Route 6/1llinois Route 7 and Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road ........
Study Area (US Route 6 SRA) .- 11

2.2 LandUse/Development Characteristics 13
2.3 Regional Transportation Facilities . 13
2.4 Route AreaDesignation and Design Characteristics 15
2.5 Projected TravelDemand .. 20
2.6 Roadway/Right-of-Way General Discussion 22
CHAPTER THREE: SUMMARY OF CORRIDOR RECOMMENDATIONS ....cccccoereesene 24
3.1 Proposed Roadway Improvements . 24
3.2 Proposed TransitImprovements 25
3.3 Proposed Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration 25
3.4 Environmental Concerns 25
3.5 FutureLand Use/Development Perspective 26
3.6 CostEstimate 27
CHAPTERFOUR: CORRIDORANALYSISBY SEGMENT 29

4.1 Segmentl: Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road from Illinois Route 59 to
Cedar Road; US Route 30 from Interstate 5SS to

Caton Farm Road as an SRA Connector 31
US Route 6/ILL 7/Caton Farm Road ——
L Y e

YA
TABLE OF CONTENTS LLINOIS OEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



4.2 Segment2:
4.3 Segment3:
4.4 Segment4:
4.5 SegmentS:
4.6 Segment6:
4.7 Segment7:
4.8 Segment8:

4.9 Segment9:

CHAPTERFIVE:

Cedar Road from Bruce Road to Illinois Route 7/159th

Street ... ceeccscesecsstsesssesscsserersransesnns 47
Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Cedar Road to Bell Road
and from Farrell Road to Cedar Road as an SRA Connector.S3
Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Bell Road to

Illinois Route 43/HAarlem AVeNUE .....cccecececececerecececenccssaccncnccsnene 61

US Route 6/159th Street from Illinois Route 43/Harlem

Avenue to Interstate 57........... cetecncessrensesseseanotansecsanesasnessenssenanes 73
US Route 6/159th Street from Interstate 57 to

Dixie HIZh WAy ccecceieercoceccsseeccssesocseocsrecssasesssassancessesessessersossssonsess 3
US Route 6/159th Street from Dixie nghway to

Ilinois Route 1/HAlSted Stre€t.....ceeeceececerereececcesesecsecsesacsonssnee 92
USRoute 6/159th Street from Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street

to Interstate 94 coesens 100
USRoute 6/159th Street from Interstate 94 to

Illinois ROute 83/TOrrenCe AVENUE ....ceeecereccncoecsescscncssrscacsseraes 109
PUBLICINVOLVEMENT 118

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road g —j_ o Z 41
L =/ {

Hﬂl

TABLE OF CONTENTS LMK DEPARTIEHT OF TRANEFORTATIN



LISTOFTABLES

Table2.3.1:
Table2.4.1:
Table2.4.2:
Table3.6.1:

Segment1:

Table4.1.1:
Table4.1.2:
Table4.1.4:
Table4.1.5:
Table4.1.6:

Segment2:
Table4.2.4:
Table4.2.6:

Segment3:

Table4.3.3:
Table 4.3.4:
Table 4.3.6:

Segment 4:

Table4.4.1:
Tabled4.4.2:
Table 4.4.3:
Table4.4.4;
Table4.4.5:
Table 4.4.6:

Segment5:

Table4.5.1:
Table4.5.2:
Table4.5.3:
Table4.5.4:
Table4.5.5:
Table 4.5.6:

US Route 6/ILL 7/Caton Farm Road

PhaseIProjects Along the Corridor.............eueeeeneeesnaveoncecceneese 15
Desirable Suburban Route Characteristics .......ccceceeeecencenrocencenaes 16
Desirable Urban Route CharacteriStiCs ..ccccoeeeeencensenccencsecesaconanns 18
Summary of Cost Estimates............. cesseseeseetaressnssenssnsssasssssssessnnsos 28
EXisting Structure LiSt ... cceeeeecesererccsseesosceeccesssessacsecsescencessenssses 33
Transit Facilities and Operation .... .34
Summary of Recommended Improvements .. covesasans 41
Structure ModificCations......eeveeeccercseeconcssecscersecssnsseeccccocsssacscressanss 42
COSt ESHIIMALE .ccccenerooeersenrecsceccssrescssossossssssssssssssssssesssssssssessessssasssns 46

Summary of Recommended Improvements
Cost Estimate '-

Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features
Summary of Recommended Improvements
Cost Estimate .

42

Existing StructureList.....
Transit Facilities and Operation
Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features
Summary of Recommended Improvements
Structure Modifications....
CostEstimate

NEeaa

Existing Structure List
Transit Facilities and Operation
Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features
Summary ofRecommended Improvements
Structure Modifications
Cost Estimate

BEIAax

Wasstagie

MG -

L
LIST OF TABLES

RLUINOIE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



X111

Segment6:

Table 4.6.1:
Table4.6.2:
Table4.6.3:
Table4.6.4:
Table 4.6.6:

Segment 7:

Table4.7.1:
Table4.7.2:
Tabled4.7.3:
Table4.7.4:
Table4.7.5:
Table4.7.6:

Segment8:

Table4.8.1:
Table4.8.2:
Table 4.8.3:
Table 4.8.4:
Table 4.8.6:

Segment9:

Table4.9.1:
Table4.9.2:
Table4.9.3:
Table 4.9.4:
Table4.9.5:
Table 4.9.6:

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road

EXISting Structure LiSt .. ccccioeioneceancsaeccoccssesseccsssessncsssssencassssses 83

Transit Facilities and Operation .....ccccceeecveieeieneneioconcecroncoeconcaens. 84

Summaryof Environmentally Sensitive Features......ccccccectcnnenn. 84

Summary of Recommended Improvements......cceeeceiecncncecneceens 88

LOLTY @ D13 3111 F: 1 N 90

Existing Structure List .93

Transit Facilities and Operation ........cccceccececccecscccecsccsccssescescncsanes 94
Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features 94
Summary of Recommended Improvements .. 97
Structure Modifications .98
Cost Estimate 99
Existing Structure List . 101
Transit Facilities and Operation 102
Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features 103
Summary ofRecommended Improvements................. 106
Cost Estimate 108
Existing Structure List.......ccccecccrconececcosccesinscssccscossessncessses 110
Transit Facilities and Operations 111
Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features 111
Summary of Recommended Improvements 115
Structure Modifications 115
Cost Estimate 117

e R A

yA
LIST OF TABLES

RLINOIS DEPANTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



LISTOFFIGURES

Figure 1.1.1: TheStrategic Regional Arterial System ......c.cceeeeeeenicnencnnnnnnnnnenee. 2
Figure 1.2.1: Strategic Regional ArterialRoute Types .......cceceeaueeeecnreceeceennannen 4
Figure 2.1.1: CorridOrMAapP ..c.ceceecceeceecteesceitocseeccesccasessessescessescssssssesenossssascases 12
Figure 2.3.1: Transportation FAcCIlties ......cccceeceecroeensenciecenenuereneoceoneoaenncecncnes 14
Figure 2.4.1: Suburban Cross SeCtIONS........ceeeeeereeeernrerresceessasseccsssescccssensscees 17
Figure 2.4.2: Urbamn Cross SECtiON .......ceceeeeecceecccseccastccecessncecseessseeessessssaness 19
Figure 2.5.1: Projected CorridorTraffic Volumes .. . 21
Figure 4.1.1: Corridor Segment Map corvesereess 30
Figure 4.1.2: Segmentl: ExistingIntersection Configuration ................ e 33
Figure 4.3.2: Segment3: ExistingIntersection Configuration 3
Figure 4.4.2: Segment4: ExistingIntersection Configuration 62
Figure 4.5.2: SegmentS: ExistingIntersection Configuration ..................... 74
Figure 4.7.2: Segment7: ExistingIntersection Configuration ..................... 93
Figure 4.8.2: Segment8: Existinglntersection Configuration ................... 101
Figure 4.9.2: Segment9: ExistingIntersection Configuration ................... 110
US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —

S

L
LIST OF FlGUREs ILLINOIE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



XV

LIST OF DRAWINGS

Existing Conditions/Land Use/Environmental Aerials

Exhibit CATON - 0Ola:
02a:
03a:
04a:
0S5a:
06a:
07a:
08a:

US6 - 01a:
02a:
03a:
04a:
05a:
06a:
07a:
08a:
09a:
10a:
11a:
12a:
13a:

Segment
Segment

Segment
Segment

Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segments 3, 4
Segment 4

Segment 4

Segment 4

Segments 4, §
Segment S

Segments 5, 6
Segments 6, 7
Segments 7, 8
Segments 8, 9
Segment 9

W W et N bk ek ek e

Proposed Improvement Aerials

Exhibit CATON - 01b:
02b:
03b:
04b:
0Sb:
06b:
07b:
08b:

US6 ~ 01b:
02b:
03b:
04b:
O5b:
06b:

Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segment
Segments 3, 4
Segment 4

Segment 4

Segment 4

WG =t N bt b bt et e

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road

LIST OF DRAWINGS

RLUINOIE DEPARTMENT OF TRANEPORTATION



Proposed Improvement Aerials (Cont.)

O07b: Segments 4,5
08b: Segment 5

09b: Segments 5,6
10b: Segments 6, 7
11b: Segments 7, 8
12b: Segments 8,9
13b: Segment 9

Geometric Detail of Proposed Intersection Improvements

1: Caton Farm Road at Illinois Route 59

2: Caton Farm Road at Interstate 55

(west access ramps)

Caton Farm Road at Interstate 55

(east access ramps) =

Caton Farm Road at Essmgton Road

Caton Farm Road at US Route 30/Plainfield Road
Caton Farm Road at Weber Road

Caton Farm Road at Illinois Routes 53/7

Bruce Road at Illinois Route 171/Collins Street
Bruce Road at Cedar Road '

Cedar Road at Illlinois Route 7

Illinois Route 7/159th Street at Bell Road

US Route 6 at Wolf Road

US Route 6 at 108th Avenue

US Route 6 at US Route 45/96th Avenue

US Route 6 at 1llinois Route 43/Harlem Avenue
US Route 6 at Oak Park Avenue

US Route 6 at Illinois Route 5S0/Cicero Avenue
US Route 6 at Crawford Avenue/Pulaski Road
US Route 6 at Dixie Highway

US Route 6 at Park Avenue

US Route 6 at Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street

US Route 6 at Chicago Road/South Park Avenue
US Route 6 at Illinois Route 83/Torrence Avenue

ExhibitID- 1 -
1-

[
]
v

VWA a bbb bWt ot
[ |
HNMNHMNHM&&)NMM\OQ\IO\M&

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
— NI ——
LIST OF DRAWINGS RUNOIE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




[N

xVi1i

GLOSSARY
ADID - Advanced Identified Wetland
ADT - Average Daily Traffic
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
1.1 The Strategic Regional Arterial System and Operation GreenLight

The Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) system is a 1,340 mile network of
existing roads in Northeastern Illinois. The system includes 146 route
segments in Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will Counties
(See Figure 1.1.1). As part of the 2010 Transportation System
Development Plan adopted by the Chicago Area Transportation Study
(CATS) and Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC), the
SRA system is intended to supplement the existing and proposed
expressway facilities by accommodating a significant portion of long-
distance, high-volume automobile and commercial vehicle traffic in the
region. Many of the roads in the SRA system, including US Route 6, are
already on the arterial highway network of the Illinois Department of
Transportation (IDOT) and now carry high volumes (20,000 - 60,000
vehicles per day) of long-distance traffic.

According to forecasts prepared by CATS, travel in the year 2010 in
Northeastern Illinois is expected to increase by 25 percent over 1980
levels. In the last few years, rapid economic development and growing
population have resulted in significant increases in congestion on the
regional expressway system, as well as on arterial and local roads in
many parts of the region. Creation of the SRA system is a major
component of Operation GreenLight, an eight-point plan to deal with
urban congestion and improve regional mobility. The plan was
developed by IDOT in cooperation with the lllinois State Toll Highway
Authority (ISTHA), CATS, NIPC and the Regional Transportation
Authority (RTA). In addition to creating the SRA network, Operation
GreenLight addresses these major transportation issues:

* Developing Major TransitHighway Facilities
* Improving Other Key Arterial Roadways

* Identifying Strategic Transit Improvements

* Reducing Demand for Highway Use:

* Increasing Environmental Consideration

* Improving Freeway Traffic Management

e Improving Arterial Traffic Management

Bagtagle
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Together, the components of Operation GreenLight are a blueprint for a
comprehensive approach to improve transportation in Northeastern
Illinois. As part of this comprehensive approach, the SRA system is
designed to improve regional mobility by providing a comprehensive
network of arterial routes designed to carry significant volumes of long-
distance traffic across the region, complementing the regional transit and
highway facilities by providing access for regional trips on these
facilities, and provide for long-distance travel to supplement tne regional
expressway system.

1.2 SRA Route Types

Within the SRA network there are significant differences in the roadway
environment. These differences affect how routes will function in the
system. Three different types of SRA routes have been designated,
corresponding to three types of roadway environment:

e Urban Routes
e  Suburban Routes
e Rural Routes

The designation of route types is based upon the projected 2010 density
of development within the Chicago region. US Route 6 is designated
entirely as a suburban route (See Figure 1.2.1). Urban SRA routes are
located in the City of Chicago and adjacent portions of more densely
developed suburbs such as Oak Park, where projected densities are
greater than 5.0 households per acre. Suburban SRA route designations,
where projected densities are between 0.5 and 5.0 households per acre,
apply to most suburban Cook and Lake Counties, all of DuPage County,
and the more developed portions of McHenry, Kane and Will Counties.
Rural SRA routes are located in the outer portions of Lake, McHenry,
Kane and Will Counties, where projected densities are less than 0.5
households per acre.

SRA routes located in densely urbanized areas typically are existing
routes with minimal possibilities for roadway expansion, but where
improvements could be made to intersections, transit facilities and
structural clearances. For routes in developing suburban areas,
additional lanes on roadways, new connections to improve route
continuity, and operational improvements such as signal coordination
may be considered. In rural areas, right-of-way preservation and access
control would provide for movement of through traffic and
accommodate future needs.
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1.3 Study Objectives

As an SRA route, US Route 6 is intended to function as part of a
regional arterial system, carrying high volumes of long-distance traffic in
conjunction with other SRA routes and the regional expressway and
transit systems. To implement the SRA system, development of a
comprehensive, long-range plan for the entire network is necessary. The
planning process for the SRA system is to be accomplished over a five
year period, with individual route studies comprising one-fifth of the
total system to be undertaken each year. The US Route 6 study occurred
from March 1992 to May 1994. Together, the route studies constitute a
comprehensive, coordinated plan for the entire SRA network.

The US Route 6 study identifies both short-range and long-range
improvements to enable the route to function as part of the SRA system.

These objectives guide the study process:

e Determine the types of roadway improvements needed for each
route including additional lanes, signalization and interchanges.

e Define right-of-way requirements.

e Identify ways to enhance access to the regional transit system.

¢ Identify access management to improve through traffic movement
and reduce conflicts.

¢ Coordinate recommended route improvements with projected

development.

¢ Identify necessary improvements to accommodate commercial
traffic.

¢ Identify ways to accommodate necessary bicycle and pedestrian
travel.

¢ Identify potential environmental concerns.

This completed study can be used by local and State agencies to help
guide implementation of improvements on US Route 6, so that
individual public or private projects can be consistent with the
coordinated long-range development of the route as an integral part of
the SRA system and northeastern Illinois.

The development of a land use plan which gives appropriate recognition
to the recommendations for SRA routes is encouraged. However, since
it is desirable that such plan amendment be adopted by the land use
planning authority along each respective segment of the SRA system, the
process for development of such land use plans should be distinctly
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intergovernmental in nature. While this intergovernmental planning
effort should be encouraged, nothing inherent or implied in the SRA
recommendations themselves is intended to supplant the independent
decision-making of local land use authorities.

1.4 The SRA Study Process
The SRA planning study process is accomplished through six phases:

Phase 1 - Data Collection/Evaluation. The study process is designed
to efficiently use available data for each route. These data are assembled
from numerous sources and include: right-of-way information, roadway
plans, traffic volume counts, transit information, bicycle usage, adjacent
development characteristics, accident data, and environmental studies.
The data are reviewed to establish current conditions, constraints and
improvement needs.

Phase 2 - Route Analysis. Possible improvements for the SRA route
are determined by incorporating the recommended design features and,
where necessary, accommodating local conditions or constraints.
Improvements are identified as recommended, short term/low-cost or
ultimate (post 2010).

Phase 3 - Environmental Issues/Screening. The SRA study involves a
screening process which identifies notable, important or sensitive
environmental resources, areas, or systems along each route. The SRA
planning process does not include detailed environmental assessments or
analysis of specific mitigation measures. The results of the screening
process are used to evaluate improvement alternatives and serve as an
early indicator of environmental issues for future studies and design.

Phase 4 - Cost Estimates/Identification of Right-of-Way Needs. A
cost estimate is prepared for each segment of the route, both for
recommended short term/low-cost and ultimate (Post 2010)
improvements. Right-of-way needs, and their costs to accommodate
recommended and Post 2010 improvements are identified.

Phase S - Involvement and Coordination. Throughout the SRA route
planning process, the involvement of local and regional agencies is an
important consideration. The initial data collection includes solicitation
of data and a questionnaire from each unit of government along the
route. Information and coordination efforts include forming Advisory
Panels for each SRA route, which work with IDOT and members of the
study team during the planning process. A regular newsletter for each
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Panel informs members about the SRA program and ongoing route
studies. A public hearing in an open house format is also conducted for
each route, in each County where the route is situated.

Phase 6 - Route Improvement Plan/Report. As the final step in the
initial two year route planning process, a report for each SRA route
documents the study findings and recommended improvements.

1.5 Desirable Route Characteristics and Techniques for Special
Circumstances

Desirable route characteristics for the year 2010 have been delineated for
each of the three SRA route types - Urban, Suburban, and Rural - related
to the roadway environment. These desirable characteristics are
intended to provide adequate traffic service and geometric design,
serving as criteria for planning the individual SRA routes.

As planning criteria, these design features and other route characteristics
are designed to be generally applicable to all SRA rural and suburban
routes. However, the SRA planning process recognizes that there may
be situations along SRA routes where certain design features are not
appropriate or where special treatment of some features is desirable,
such as:

¢ Bus lane/high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes

e Signal preemption capability for transit vehicles

¢ Demand actuated signals at transit stations

e Channelization or interchanges at high volume intersections
e Use of continuous two-way left-turn lanes

e Designation of route bypasses for constricted areas

* Location of transit, pedestrian or bicycle facilities in or adjacent to
the right-of-way

While not all of these special techniques may be applicable to the
US Route 6 SRA, they illustrate the range of treatments which have been
considered during the two year study.

A full description of the recommended designs and features applicable to
all SRA routes, and techniques for special circumstances can be found in
the revised version of the "Strategic Regional Arterial Design Concept
Report,"” dated January, 1993. This document is available from IDOT
and CATS.
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1.6 Study Data Sources and Methodologies

Existing Roadway Characteristics. Several data sources were
compiled to create route inventories. Traffic counts for selected major
intersections were obtained from IDOT Traffic Volume Maps and 1990
IDOT Intersection Turning Movement Data. The route was
photographed using a video camera from a helicopter. On-site
inspection confirmed IDOT scoping report data for number cf lanes,
location of traffic signals and turn bays, type of access, structures,
pavement width, speed limit, existence of sidewalks, frontage roads, and
median. Pavement widths were further confirmed with construction
plans.

Existing Transit Characteristics. The transit data are from Metra and
Pace. Both agencies provided the "Future Agenda for Suburban
Transportation" which was used for the Metra boardings, station parking
information, and proposed Metra future improvements. Pace provided
the "Quarterly Route Review: January-March, 1992" which was used
for Pace bus ridership. Also, individual Metra line and Pace bus route
timetables were used to identify the locations of the facilities and
frequency of service. In addition, CATS and NIPC provided the 2010
TSD Plan which was used to define other planned and proposed transit
improvements throughout the corridor.

Land Use/Development Characteristics. Current land use/
development characteristics uses were included in the route inventory
and derived from NIPC aerial photography, documents from local
communities, the video photography and on-site inspection. These uses
were identified and later categorized within a land use classification
system. This information was used to assess potential impacts of route
concepts on land use and access needs.

The analysis of sensitive land uses included: schools, libraries, places of
worship, theaters, auditoriums, parks, cemeteries, recreation facilities,
nature and forest preserves, hospitals, and nursing homes.

Environmental Considerations. The objective of this aspect of the
study was to identify all environmental resources which could be
impacted by improvements to the SRA. Numerous public and private
entities were contacted to determine the locations of wetlands, natural
areas and parks, threatened or endangered species, floodplains, prime
farmland, historic structures and archaeological sites, hazardous waste
sites or those with leaking underground storage tanks, as well as land

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road o 4 ==

Arayrisl
/

L
CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION RLMOM DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




uses which are sensitive to the effects of highway construction, or
changes in air quality and ambient noise levels. The approximate
locations of all environmental resources and sensitive receptors are
plotted on the air photos included in this report. However, no
representation is made regarding the accuracy of information received
from governmental agencies with respect to chemical releases, wetland
limits, or endangered species habitat, since no field verification of such
sites was carried out. Such determinations are aspects of detailed
Phase I studies.

Year 2010 Traffic Demand Projections. CATS has projected the Year
2010 traffic for all routes in the SRA system, and for tollways and
expressways. These projections assume that all routes have been
improved to the standards (i.e. four lanes or six lanes) in the SRA
Design Concept Report. This assumption was utilized to provide that no
one route or part of a route would be expected to handle more than its
share of the expected 2010 traffic volumes which may be traveling in
that general direction. It was also intended that no part of a route would
be improved more than is necessary to provide a consistent level of
service throughout the route. The 2010 average daily traffic (ADT)
projections are expressed in ranges of 10,000 vehicles per day.

Roadway Capacity Estimates. Capacity analyses estimate the number
of vehicles that can be carried on an SRA route. Critical factors which
affect capacity include the number of signals and distance between them,
the number of through lanes, the posted speed, percentage of conflicting
vehicle turning movements and the characteristics of rush hour traffic.
Results of capacity analyses are usually expressed in terms called levels
of service. Level of service is a measure of performance for roadway
facilities and relies most heavily on the number of vehicles that can be
accommodated at its signalized intersections. Level of service is
expressed in grades A through F, much like an academic report card.
Level of Service "A" implies free flow at average travel speed and very
low intersection delay. Level of service "C" represents stable flow, more
restricted ability to maneuver, lower average travel speeds and moderate
intersection delays. Level of service "E" is characterized by significant
intersection delays and travel speeds at or below 1/3 of free flow speeds.
Level of service "F" is unacceptable congestion. Levels "B" and "D"
express intermediate service levels between "A" and "C" and between
"C" and "E," respectively.
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Planning level capacity analyses will be performed for all route
segments, and at major intersections. Major intersections include those
with other SRA routes, State and US routes, and cross streets with an
anticipated annual average daily traffic of greater than 20,000 vehicles
per day. Analysis results will be used to verify the laneage needs
proposed for each SRA route.

Corridor Planning. A review of adopted municipal and regional land
use transportation plans were performed to identify the new facilities
that would impact the SRA, the particular deficiencies that can be
addressed by the SRA, and any potential inconsistencies between
adopted plans and SRA planning.

Cost Estimates. The cost estimates, an opinion of probable costs, were
developed to give IDOT and other agencies involved an idea of the
investment necessary for the SRA routes. The planning level cost
estimates were defined by using historical figures from IDOT. Costs
were developed for two types of improvements, recommended and short
term/low cost. The costs are summarized in six categories per corridor
segment. These categories are Roadway, Intersection Improvements,
Structure Modification, Interchange Improvements, Transit
Improvements, and Right-of-Way Acquisition.
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CHAPTER TWO: ROUTE OVERVIEW

2.1 The US Route 6/Illinois Route 7 and Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road
Study Area (US Route 6 SRA)

The SRA route consists of parts of US Route 6/Illinois Route 7 and parts
of Caton Farm, Bruce and Cedar Roads. The corridor begins at the
intersection of Caton Farm Road and Illinois Route 59 and moves east
across the Des Plaines River and aligns with Bruce Road. At Cedar
Road, the route turns north to Illinois Route 7/159th Street and turns
east. 159th Street carries the US Route 6 marking from Wolf Road to
the east. The SRA route continues on US Route 6 to Illinois Route 83/
Torrence Avenue where the SRA route ends.

In addition, two SRA Connectors have also been studied. One is

US Route 30 from Caton Farm Road to the Interstate 55 Interchange.
Another connector is along 159th Street west of Cedar Road to Farrell
Road including the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355) Interchange.
Municipalities adjacent to the SRA Corridor include the following 12
incorporated communities:

Plainfield Tinley Park
Joliet Oak Forest
Crest Hill Markham
Lockport Harvey
Orland Park South Holland
Orland Hills Calumet City

Because much of the western portion is on unincorporated land,
Plainfield, Lockport, and Homer Townships in Will County have been
invited to participate in the study, along with the cities and villages listed
above. The counties also were on the local advisory panels.

There has been some discussion of expanding this SRA route further
west, particularly in light of termination of feasibility studies of the Fox
Valley Expressway which would have served the area west of Caton
Farm Road and Illinois Route 59. This study does not deal with that
issue except to briefly describe the current status and issues in Chapter
Four. If this route is to be extended west, it will require IDOT and
CATS Policy Committee approval.
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2.2 Land Use/Developmental Characteristics

Located in Will and Cook Counties, the SRA corridor includes a mixture
of land uses. Agricultural and single-family residential land uses are
predominant in the western portion of the SRA route, from Illinois
Route 59 to US Route 45 (96th Avenue). Many of the single-family
homes along the SRA occur on scattered, individual lots, but there are
also planned subdivisions.

Other prominent land uses in the western portion of the SRA route
include the State Prison Farm, east of Weber Road, and the Louis Joliet
Mall, adjacent to US Route 30, and the Lake View Shopping Center at
US Route 45. Open space and/or recreational opportunities include: the
DuPage River Greenway, the Illinois and Michigan Canal National
Heritage Corridor, Lamb Woods Forest Preserve, and the Spring Creek
Greenway.

The eastern portion of the SRA route, from US Route 45 to Illinois
Route 83 (Torrence Avenue), is more fully developed than the western
portion. Few agricultural parcels exist, single-family residential remains
a predominant use. The eastern portion of the SRA route also includes
multiple-family housing, scattered between 94th Avenue and Central
Avenue, and near Paxton Avenue, and the River Oaks West Shopping
Center at Torrence Avenue.

Open space and/or recreational opportunities include: Cook County
Forest Preserve holdings, including the Forest Preserve National Golf
Course, the Midlothian Meadows Forest Preserve, River Oaks Golf
Course and Sand Ridge Nature Center.

2.3 Regional Transportation Facilities

Figure 2.3.1 indicates the existing and proposed facilities connecting
US Route 6 to the Regional Transportation System as defined in the
2010 Transportation System Development (TSD) Plan prepared by the
Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS).

A new major transportation facility is planned to intersect with the SRA
route in Will County, 4 miles east of the Des Plaines River. It is referred
to as FAP Route 340 or the southern extension of I-355. It is planned to
be a limited access tollway continuing south from the current terminus
of the North-South tollway (I-355) at I-55 in Bolingbrook to I-80 on the
east side of Joliet, near New Lenox. This new facility will have a full
interchange with Illinois Route 7 (159th Street) and a partial interchange
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with US Route 6 which is 1 1/2 miles south of the SRA crossing at
Bruce Road. However, the SRA recommendation includes a new
interchange at Bruce Road, as well.

This corridor is served, in its various segments, by two modes of public
transportation: commuter rail and bus. Commuter rail service is
provided by Metra on four rail lines including the Metra/Heritage
Corridor, Metra Southwest Line, Rock Island District Line, and the
Metra Electric Line. In addition, thirteen Pace bus routes serve this
corridor.

The US Route 6 SRA corridor intersects eight other SRA routes: Illinois
Route 59, Weber Road, Bell Road, US Route 45 (96th Avenue), Illinois
Route 43 (Harlem Avenue), Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue), Dixie
Highway, and Illinois Route 83 (Torrence Avenue). In addition, this
SRA corridor overpasses Interstate 55 and interchanges with Interstate
57, Interstate 294 (the Tri-State Tollway), and Interstate 94 (the Calumet
Expressway). Several Phase I studies are underway in this corridor.

Table 2.3.1: Phase I Projects Along the Corridor

Project Project Limits Scope of Work
US Route 30 lllinois Route 59 to Cass Street Add lanes
ILL Route 59  |75th Street to I-55 Add Lanes
ILL Route 171 |Will-Cook Line to Kronemeyer Avenue Resurfacing
US Route 6 At Wolf Road Intersection
improvements
US Route 6 Wolf Road at lllinois Route 43 Intersection
improvements
US Route 6 Dixie Hwy. to Park Ave. (Wood at 158th St.) Channelization

2.4 Route Area Designation and Design Characteristics

The US Route 6 SRA corridor is classified as a suburban SRA along its
entire length. The design speed for a suburban SRA is 45 miles per
hour, and the desirable minimum level of service is "C/D." Table 2.4.1
indicates the desirable route design characteristics associated with a
suburban SRA route. Typically, this type of SRA route would provide
for a 120 f&. to 150 f. right-of-way width with six through lanes and an
18 ft. to 46 ft. raised concrete median. A typical roadway cross section
desirable for an SRA suburban route is shown in Figure 2.4.1.
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Table 2.4.1: Desirable Suburban Route Characteristics
{Source: SRA Design Concept Report)

Right-of-way Width 120'- 150

Level of Service(Peak Hour)/ Design Speed C or D/ 45 mph

Number of Through Lanes 3 in each direction; 12' width
Median Width 18' - 48', raised

Bicycle Recommendation 13' outside lane desirable

Right Tums Tum lanes at all major intersections
Left Tums Dual left tum lanes at all major intersections
Shoulders Where appropriate, 10' width paved
Curbs Yes, with 2' gutters

Sidewalks Where appropriate, $' width
Parking ‘ Not recommended

Cross Street Intersections Signals with collectors and arterials

New local roads right-in/right-out only

Curb Cut Access Consolidate access points at 500" spacing with
cross easements

Transit Bus tumouts, signs and shelters.
Express bus service only.
Signal pre-emption and HOV potential

Number of Traffic Signals per Mile 4 maximum
Signalization Synchronization with pedestrian
actuation where needed
Freight: Radii WB-55 typical/WB-60 Type 1l truck route
Vertical Clearance New structures: 16'-3"

Existing structures: 14'-6"

Railroads Evaluate the need for grade
separation at all railroads

Loading Off-street loading
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SUBURBAN CROSS SECTION®
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* From the SRA Design Concept Report

** An additional 1’ could be added to accomodate bicycle demand where right-of-way is not constrained
or where parkway width can be reduced
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Table 2.4.2: Desirable Urban Route Characteristics
(Source: SRA Design Concept Report)

Right-of-way Width

Number of Through Lanes

Median Width

Bicycle Recommendation
Right Tums

Left Tums

Shoulders

Curbs

Sidewalks

Parking

Cross Street intersections

Curb Cut Access

Transit

Signalization

Freight: Vertical Clearance

Railroads

Loading

Level of Service(Peak Hour)/ Design Speed

Number of Traffic Signals per Mile

107'-110° (83’ - 85' where bus/HOV lanes are
not provided)

D /35 mph

2 in each direction; 12' width desirable,
11’ width minimum

11" minimum, 14’ desirable

13’ outside lane desirable

Yes, in curb lane

Permitted along entire length of arterial

Not applicable

Yes, with 1' - 2' gutters

Yes, 10’ width when adjacent to curb

Not recommended, replace with off-street parking

Signals with collectors and arterials
Right-in/right-out preferred

Bus/HOV lanes in peak hours;
Local bus service with signs, shelters, and
signal pre-emption potential

4 desirable

Synchronization with pedestrian
actuation where needed

14' 6"
Evaluate the need for grade
separation at all railroads

Loading zone with peak hour restrictions or alley
foading
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URBAN CROSS SECTION*
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* From the SRA Deisgn Concept Report

Note: 11' lanes may be used if right-of-way is restricted.
An additional 1' could be added to the outside lanes to accomodate bicycle
demand where right-of-way is not constrained or where parkway width can be reduced.

Figure 2.4.2
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However, in the case of the US Route 6 SRA cormridor, the potential land
use impacts, including farmland and environmental constraints on the
west, residential and commercial businesses on the east, coupled with
the expected traffic volumes have allowed for a more conservative
recommendation. The recommendation for four through lanes and an
18 ft. median to allow for left turn lanes on a 100 ft. right-of-way is
feasible in most locations. This is very similar to a typical SRA Urban
route cross section. Table 2.4.2 and Figure 2.4.2 show these
characteristics. In some areas, six through lanes and/or a 30 fi. median
(120 ft. right-of-way) are recommended and at several locations
additional right-of-way will be required for intersection expansion.
Those locations and the specific right-of-way needs are discussed in
Chapter Four.

2.5 Projected Travel Demand

The projected travel demand for 2010, resulting in forecast traffic
volumes for this corridor, is taken from the regional travel demand
forecasts prepared by CATS. The forecasts are generated by a regional
travel simulation model in coordination with IDOT and are predicated
on all SRA's being built out to the SRA Design Concept Report
standards. The travel demand is summarized in Figure 2.5.1.

The 2010 average daily traffic forecast for the US Route 6 corridor
varies from more than 20,000 vehicles per day (VPD) on the west end
(in Homer Township) increasing to over 40,000 VPD in some segments
of the corridor near the east end. The original SRA alignment identified
in the regional 2010 TSD Plan followed US Route 6/Illinois Route 7 and
Renwick Road all the way to Illinois Route 59. The recommendation
resulting from this study moves the SRA route off of lllinois Route 7 at
Cedar Road, continues on Cedar Road south to Bruce Road and west on
Bruce Road/Caton Farm Road to Illinois Route 59. Traffic forecasts
made for the original alignment have been shifted onto the Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road alignment with minimal modifications. The projected
traffic volumes (ADT) along the Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road/Cedar
Road alignment range from over 10,000 VPD along Caton Farm Road
and Bruce Road to over 20,000 VPD along Cedar Road. The forecasts
along the corridor reflect the development characteristics and land uses
forecast along this route, developing suburban tracts in the western half
and mature suburban communities in the eastern half.

The US Route 6/Illinois Route 7/Caton Farm Road traffic forecasts are
based on several assumptions, including the construction of the
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Will County extension of Interstate 355, previously known as FAP Route
340 and FAP Route 431. Several higher volume regional facilities cross
this SRA corridor and reinforce its network identity as a facility to carry
moderate to high volumes of regional traffic. These facilities are:

Nlinois Route 59, Nlinois Route 50, Interstate 55, Interstate 57, Illinois
Routes 53/ 7, Interstate 294, Illinois Route 171, Illinois Route 1, US
Route 45, Interstate 94, Illinois Route 43, and Illinois Route 83.

Caton Farmm Road may experience higher future ADT's than envisioned
in these projections. The Fox Valley Expressway is no longer being
studied by regional planning agencies and is not expected to be built.
Ilinois Routes 47 and 59 will carry some of the traffic originally forecast
for the Fox Valley Expressway. The additional traffic on Hlinois Route
59 will likely utilize Caton Farm Road as a key intersecting arterial.

2.6 Roadway/Right-of-Way General Discussion

The width of the existing roadway and right—of-v&ay along this corridor
varies. From Illinois Route 59 to US Route 45, the roadway is
principally two lanes, with the exception of a few short four and five
lane areas. The right-of-way width varies from 66 ft. to 100 ft.. The
area over the Des Plaines River and to the east to Briggs Street, will be
on a new alignment. Throughout the Illlinois Route 59 to US Route 45
area, the current right-of-way width and number of through lanes are
less than the desirable minimum for a suburban SRA route. This
includes most of the US Route 30 Connector and all of the connector on
159th Street. The US Route 6 SRA route from US Route 45 to Illinois
Route 83 currently exists as a four lane divided and undivided facility.
The right-of-way varies from 66 ft. to 100 ft. with a few isolated areas
greater than 150 ft., mainly around interchanges. The number of
through lanes is less than the desirable minimum for a suburban SRA
route in some areas.

The standard desirable right-of-way for a suburban route is 120 ft. to
150 ft. with six 12 ft. lanes. However, most of this route is
recommended for four lanes on a 100 ft. right-of-way. In some areas of
the corridor the existing right-of-way is less than the recommended, so
property acquisition will be necessary. Although the full recommended
right-of-way width may not be acquired by the year 2010 due to existing
development or other constraints, the full recommended width should be
protected so that future development or redevelopment does not
encroach on the needed right-of-way. At any duplicated locations where
the existing right-of-way width is more than the recommended width the
existing width should be maintained.
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The recommended number of through lanes is based on an evaluation of
the projected 2010 travel demand, along with the existing roadway
characteristics and character of development, land use and the
environment in each segment. Specific roadway and right-of-way
recommendations for the route are discussed in their respective
segments in Chapter Four of this report.
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CHAPTER THREE: SUMMARY OF CORRIDOR RECOMMENDATIONS
3.1 Proposed Roadway Improvements

The roadway improvements in this corridor consist of upgrading to a
four/six lane suburban cross section. The initial concept was to
recommend the standard suburban SRA cross-section of six lanes with
some type of raised median throughout. However, in review of potential
impacts and projected traffic, this recommendation is feasible in only
two areas. One area is between US Route 45 and Oak Park Avenue, the
other is between Interstate 94 and Illinois Route 83. In other areas, four
lanes are recommended either due to lower traffic projections or
environmental or other restrictions which make implementation of the
standard six lane suburban template on 120 ft. right-of-way impractical.
There are some variations in the types of medians recommended. Most
of the route is proposed for 14 ft. flush and 18 ft. raised medians in
accordance with the SRA Design Concept Report. Exceptions to this
standard include the SRA Connector at US Route 30 which is
recommended for 12 ft. flush and 16 ft. mountable medians as
determined in IDOT's Phase I study and short sections on US Route 6
which are recommended for a 4 ft. and 30 ft. raised median. The 4 fi.
median is intended to reduce wetlands impacts and the 30 ft. median is
recommended to accommodate dual left turn lanes at the Harlem
Avenue and Oak Park Avenue intersections. A 14 ft. flush median is
recommended in the dense commercial and residential areas. Refer to
Exhibits CATON-08b, US6-05b, and US6-07b through US6-12b for the
location of median exceptions described above. The great majority of
the route, a distance of about 29 miles, will have the 18 ft. raised
median. In areas where a barrier median is recommended as part of
SRA improvements, but a flush or mountable median exists currently,
the implementation of the barrier median will be undertaken in a manner
which fully considers the needs of adjacent businesses to maintain
access onto and off of the SRA route.

By establishing the ultimate goal of implementing a barrier median to
improve both safety and through travel service in this long range
planning study, it is intended that in areas where there is development or
redevelopment potential, alternative access improvements such as
combined entrances, interconnected parking lots, frontage roads or new
access off of side streets will be a part of those plans.
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3.2 Proposed Transit Improvements

Several transit improvements are proposed for this corridor. Bus stops,
with passenger shelters and bus turnouts should be installed throughout
the corridor upon the introduction of bus service in various areas.
Directional signs should be installed along the corridor upon the opening
of any future rail lines. Park-and-ride facilities should be installed near
crossings of expressways or other SRA routes, where space has been
reserved for them. Signal pre-emption should be installed to assist with
existing bus operations. Signal modifications should include potential
pre-emption capability even in areas where bus routes currently do not
operate. Considering that trends indicate substantial growth occurring in
many parts of the corridor, bus service will probably expand in future
years.

3.3 Proposed Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration

The proposed intersection improvements througﬁout the US Route 6/
Illinois Route 7/Caton Farm Road corridor consist of upgrading the
intersection geometry to accommodate the 2010 travel demands on the
route. Signal interconnection is recommended, where feasible, along the
corridor. Along the Will County portion of the route, projected traffic
volumes generally warrant single left and single right turn lanes. Along
the Cook County portion of the route, projected volumes generally
warrant dual left and single right turn lanes. New signals are proposed at
the following intersections of Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road: the two
Interstate 55 interchange ramps, Illinois Routes 53 and 171, Briggs
Street and Cedar Road. New signals are also proposed at the following
intersections with US Route 6 and Illinois Route 7: Farrell Road, Parker
Road, Will-Cook Road, and Orland Brook Drive. Left turn access is
reduced in several areas along the route by the use of right-in/right-out
entrances. Also, this report encourages the consolidation of access
between adjoining parcels along several segments of the route. This will
increase the capacity of the roadway while providing access to several
adjoining parcels through one access point off of the SRA route.

3.4 Environmental Concerns

The environmental review is intended to provide an overview of
sensitive sites and areas along the corridor. The study does not
specifically quantify the impacts of a recommendation on a specific
environmental feature. This more detailed review and analysis will be
conducted as part of Phase I studies, when a portion of the corridor
moves forward towards implementation.
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The characteristics of the US Route 6/Illinois Route 7/Caton Farm Road
corridor include environmental features such as: streams, wetlands,
floodplains, historic sites, hazardous waste and LUST sites, and the
habitats of threatened or endangered species. Starting from the western
corridor limit, the roadway traverses the Du Page River, the Des Plaines
River, the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal, numerous minor stream
crossings, and finally the Little Calumet River near the eastern terminus
of the corridor.

According to the US Wetlands Inventory, wetlands exist at numerous
locations in close proximity to the roadway. The largest and most
significant of these are situated: east of the I-55 overpass; along the
major river crossings of the Des Plaines River and the Chicago Sanitary
and Ship Canal; near 118th Avenue; near 104th Avenue; near 80th
Avenue; and within the forest preserve holdings at Illinois Route 50 and
Tllinois Route 83. The proposed crossing of the Des Plaines River and
the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal may require displacement of a
significant amount of wetland and floodplain.

Historically significant sites which could be affected by the
recommended improvements include the Illinois and Michigan Canal
National Heritage Corridor at Lockport and a historic church in South
Holland. Hazardous waste sites have been identified along the corridor
near the Parker Road intersection and near the 159th Street/ ICRR
crossing. Numerous sites abutting the roadway are reported to contain
leaking underground storage tanks. All of the environmental features
mentioned here will require further evaluation in a later study, to
determine actual locations and likely impacts.

Will County has identified specific parcels in unincorporated areas that
possess unique natural characteristics and resources such as wetlands,
floodplains, prime aquifer recharge areas, surface water, significant
forest cover, prairies, savannas, sand dunes, scenic areas, etc. These
parcels have been given the designation "Critical and Sensitive Area" in
the Land Resource Management Plan. Where the SRA passes through
or adjoins these sensitive areas, improvements should be coordinated
with Will County to ensure the protection and preservation of the natural
resources. '

3.5 Future Land Use/Development Perspective

Planning for future development is a power conferred on
municipalities and counties for land within their jurisdictional limits
by State statutes. Municipalities may indicate their preferred type and
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intensity of land use for up to 1.5 miles beyond their corporate limits,
unless the land is within another municipality's jurisdiction.
Unincorporated land which is not planned by a municipality within
their jurisdictional limits is then subject to provisions of the County

Plan.

Where vacant land lies along the SRA corridor, it provides an
opportunity for local communities to coc-dinate their development
plans with the transportation improvements. Generally, this takes the
form of minimum parking and building setbacks and restriction of
points of access to assure safety and operational efficiency. Through
the panel process the study team has reviewed plans or information on
proposed projects provided by the County, municipalities and special
taxing bodies such as Forest Preserve Districts, Park Districts, etc., in
addition to all available land use plans. Where specific developments
have been identified, the SRA recommended actions incorporate
consideration of these developments. :

Where the right-of-way is lined by suburban or urban development,
the concept for improvement has generally been developed within
existing right-of-way limits. This minimizes negative impacts on
existing parkways, housing, open space, commercial and institutional
development. Consideration is given to access, safety of turning
movements, protection of vital parking and loading functions and
coordination of improvements with areas of pedestrian/bicycle
activity. Both for large areas of vacant land, and for infill projects and
redevelopment within more urbanized areas, additional study will be
required during Phase I in order to realize the full benefits of land use
and SRA coordination and implementation.

3.6 Cost Estimate

The cost estimates were developed to give IDOT and involved
agencies an idea of the investment necessary for the SRA routes. The
planning level cost estimates were defined by using historical figures
from IDOT and CATS. Cost estimates were prepared for two types of
improvements, recommended and short term/low cost. The costs
were summarized in six categories per corridor segment. These
categories are Roadway, Intersection Improvement, Structure
Modification, Interchange Improvement, Transit Improvement, and
Right-of-way Acquisition. The estimates are provided in 1991 dollars.
These segment costs are summarized for the entire corridor in Table

3.6.1.
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Table 3.6.1: Summary of Cost Estimates

(19981 Dollars)

Construction Cost Estimate for US6/Caton Farm Road

improvements _ _ | Estimated Cost
Recommended J

Roadway $142,685,000
Intersection iImprovement $10,000,000
Structure Modification $64,823,050
interchange improvement $18,000,000
Transit Improvement $58,264,000
[Right of Way $8,520,000
Sub-Total Estimated Cost $302,292,050
Engineering (20%) $60,460,000
Contingency (20%) $60,460,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $423,212,050
Short Term/Low-Cost

Roadway $0
Intersection Improvement $4,000,000
Structure Modification $0
interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $58,000,000
rgi_ght of Way $0
Sub-Total Estimated Cost $62,000,000
Engineering (20%) $12,400,000
Contingency (20%) $12,400,000
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements $86,800,000

(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

This ends the summary of corridor recommendations. The next chapter
will provide the specific recommendations and costs by segment.
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CHAPTER 4: ROUTE ANALYSIS

This chapter provides an analysis of the existing conditions and
recommendations for improvement on a segment by segment basis.
The corridor was broken down into segments for detailed discussion of
the existing conditions (i.e. right-of-way, roadway characteristics,
environmental factors, transit facilities, land use, etc.). This also eased
in the assimilation of all relevant factors involved in the development of
improvement recommendations. The segments have been determined
by several factors, such as consistent roadway and area characteristics
(i.e. right-of-way width, travel demand, land use patterns, etc.). The
US Route 6/Tllinois Route 7/Caton Farm corridor was divided into nine
segments. They are depicted on Figure 4.1.1, and are:

1. Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road, from Illinois Route 59 to
Cedar Road; and US Route 30, from Caton Farm Road
to Interstate 55, as an SRA Connector .

2. Cedar Road from Bruce Road to Illinois Route 7/159th

Street

159th Street, from Cedar Road to Bell Road; and from

Farrell Road to Cedar Road, as an SRA Connector

159th Street, from Bell Road to Harlem Avenue

159th Street, from Harlem Avenue to Interstate 57

159th Street, from Interstate 57 to Dixie Highway

159th Street, from Dixie Highway to Halsted Street

159th/162nd Street, from Halsted Street to Interstate 94

159th Street/River Qaks Drive, from Interstate 94 to

Torrence Avenue

w

VRN n A

The majority of US Route 6 traverses several developed communities.
These communities will influence the SRA recommendation in terms of
the restricted ability to expand right-of-way or manage access in the
developed areas.
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4.1 Segment 1: Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road from Illinois Route 59
to Cedar Road; and US Route 30 from Caton Farm Road to
Interstate 55, as an SRA Connector

Location

Segment 1 extends along Caton Farm and Bruce Roads from Illinois
Route 59 near Plainfield to Cedar Road near Lockport, a distance of
approximately 11.5 miles. The SRA Connector is 1.5 miles along US
Route 30 extending from Caton Farm Road to Interstate 55 (See Figure
4.1.1). This segment totals approximately 13 miles and is located in
Joliet, Crest Hill, Lockport, and unincorporated Will County, Illinois.

The originally established SRA route in the CATS 2010 Transportation
System Development Plan did not include Caton Farm and Bruce Roads.
It was entirely on the 159th Street alignment including Renwick Road
and Illinois Route 7 in Will County. IDOT and the CATS SRA
Subcommittee authorized the investigation of thé Caton Faron Road/
Bruce Road alternative in response to strong interest voiced by the
communities in the area. Both alignments were investigated for
operational feasibility and environmental and land use constraints, etc.
Lockport Township had done a study of possible new Des Plaines River
crossings in 1992 which recommended the Caton Farm Road/Bruce
Road alignment, adjusted slightly southward to avoid residential
impacts, as well. That study was relied on significantly for the specifics
at the river crossing.

Through the SRA study examination and discussions at the panel
meetings it was agreed to move the Caton Farn Road/Bruce Road
alignment to the draft final report stage. The Illinois Route 7/Renwick
Road alignment had serious deficiencies at the Des Plaines River bridge
which are quite difficult to rectify, as well as impacts to the Lake
Renwick Heron Rookery and the historic district in Lockport. Also
favoring the Caton Farm/Bruce Road alignment is its effectiveness in
complementing the road network for the area. A new river crossing 1 1/
2 miles south of Illinois Route 7 and 2 miles north of Ruby Road in
Joliet, helps establish an appropriate grid of arterial roads to serve more
of these southwest suburban communities. This will also enhance access
to the soon to be constructed 1-355 tollway extension.

The west terminus of this SRA route, Illinois Route 59 was established
in 1990, with the approval of the CATS 2010 Transportation System
Development Plan and the network of SRA's established therein. In that
plan a possible new expressway, the Fox Valley Expressway was

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road Lj og/ 4 | ==

L 7L =T
CHAPTER 4: CORRIDOR ANALYSIS ILLINOS CEPARTIMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




32

identified as a "Corridor of the Future" and feasibility studies
commenced. The facility was to have connected Joliet/Plainfield areas
(near the west end of Caton Farm Road) to the Aurora and Elgin areas.
The study was terminated before results were published and the facility
is no longer being considered for construction.

It is important to keep options open for an extended western termini of
this SRA route other than Illinois Route 59 to provide a logical
connection to an expanded regional network as that evolves. This may
include the extension of north-south SRA'’s in southern Kane and
DuPage Counties to Caton Farm Road or beyond as well as the
possibility of extending the US Route 6/Caton Farm Road SRA to the
west. It is desirable for communities to reserve 100 ft. of right-of-way
west of Illinois Route 59 if a cross section similar to that recommended
along the SRA is desired.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road are shown on Exhibits CATON - O1la through 06a
and O8a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way along this segment varies
from 66 ft. to 83 ft. along Caton Farm Road, to as much as 125 ft. along
the US Route 30 spur. In the relocated section of Bruce Road there is no
dedicated right-of-way, currently.

Roadway Characteristics. The roadway in this segment varies from
24 ft. with gravel shoulders to 48 ft. with curb and gutter. Caton Farm
Road is mainly a two lane road that has been widened in several areas to
a four lane cross-section. As land development is progressing, lanes are
being added in this segment. Currently, there is no defined road or
bridge in the section between Illinois Routes 53/7 and Nlinois Route 171/
Collins Street. From Illinois Route 171/Collins Street to Cedar Road, the
roadway, Bruce Road, consists of 24 ft. of asphalt with gravel shoulders.
The SRA Connector, US Route 30 from Caton Farm Road to Interstate
55, varies from 22 ft. of pavement with shoulders to four lanes, 48 ft. of
pavement, with varying mountable and barrier medians. The posted
speed limit in this segment is 30 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. Along Caton Farm Road
and Bruce Road there are four existing signalized intersections. These

intersections are located at Illinois Route 59, Essington Road, US Route
30 and Weber Road. These four intersections are considered major and
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are shown in Figure 4.1.2 along with a fifth intersection, Illinois
Routes 53/7, that is currently stop sign controlled, but will be considered
major, once the SRA is developed.

Along US Route 30 there are three existing signalized intersections.
These are located at Hennepin Drive, Voyager Drive and Mall Loop
Drive. None of these intersections is considered major for SRA
planning purposes.
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Structures. There are five existing structures in this segment as
indicated in Table 4.1.1.

Table 4.1.1: Existing Structure List

IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width |Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure "(feet) | (feet) | Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA| (feet) on SRA
099-3322 |Caton Farmn Rd./Dupage River $1.2 | 168.2 N/A N/A
099-0210 |Caton Farm Rd./I-55 51.2 | 189.7 N/A N/A

N/A  |Caton Farm Rd./EJ&E RR 30.0 | 212.3 N/A N/A
N/A  |Bruce Rd./Fraction Run Creek (west) 24.2 | 301 N/A N/A
N/A__ |Bruce Rd./Fraction Run Creek (east) 241 | 304 N/A N/A
US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road o —
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Transit. The Metra Heritage Corridor Railroad Line crosses Caton
Farm Road in this segment. The Lockport Station is located at 13th
Street and State Street, 1 1/2 miles north of the SRA. Several Pace Bus
Routes cross the corridor in this segment. Pace Bus Route 507 travels
along US Route 30. Pace Bus routes 831 and 832 cross on Illinois
Routes 53/7. Pace Bus Route 834 crosses on Illinois Route 171 (Collins
Street). Pace Bus Route 501 uses Bruce Road west of Green Garden

Place.
Table 4.1.2: Transit Facilities and Operations
Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership

Spaces | % Use

Metra Lines and Nearest Station

Metra/Heritage |13th and State Weekday: 2 inbound, 2 outbound; 92 102 71.6%
Corridor Streets No Saturday, Sunday, or holida
Lockport Sta. service. -

Pace Bus Routes

Pace 507 Along U.S. 30 Weekday: 14 EB, 13 WB; 276* N/A N/A
Saturday: 9 EB, 8 WB;
No Sunday or holiday service.

Pace 831 Crosses on Weekday: 4 NB, 4 SB; 189™ N/A N/A
lllinois 53/ Saturday: 6 NB, 6 SB;
lllinois 7 Sunday: 6 NB, 1 SB

Pace 832 Crosses on Weekday: 3 NB, 3 SB; 101 N/A N/A
lliinois 53/ No Saturday, Sunday, or holiday
lllinois 7 service.

Pace 834 Crosses on Weekday: 12 NB, 13 SB; 559 N/A N/A
Collins Street Saturday: 10 NB, 11 SB;
(lllinois 171) No Sunday or holiday service.

Pace 501 Along the Comidor |Weekday: 18 westbound; 1,043 N/A N/A
West of Green Saturday: 8 westbound;
Garden Place No Sunday or holiday service,

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation" (April 1892). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1992" (June 1992). Metra and Pace, Individual
line/route timetables. _

(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, IB=inbound, OB=outbound)

* The ridership trend for the Pace 507 route deviates from other routes.
Average Saturday ridership is higher than average weekday ridership.
Saturday ridership is 298.

**The ridership trend for the Pace 831 route deviates from other routes.
Average weekend ridership is higher than average weekday ridership.
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Saturday ridership is 302 and Sunday ridership is 316.
Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment of Caton
Farm Road are shown on Exhibits CATON-01a through 0O6a and include
the DuPage River, Des Plaines River, Chicago Sanitary & Ship Canal,
Ilinois and Michigan Canal and National Heritage Corridor, the Will
County Forest Preserve, wetlands, floodplains, a hazardous waste site,
residential, commercial, and industrial land uses.

Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. The DuPage River and floodplain
cross the route west of the Interstate 55 interchange. Along the
quadrants of the interchange, wetlands and floodplains are located. A
large floodplain crosses the route between Hel-Mar Lane and Westline
Drive, with large wetland areas occurring in the undeveloped areas south
of the roadway between I-55 and Essington Road and also in the
northwest quadrant of I-55 and Caton Farm Road. Along the State
Prison Farm property, a floodplain crosses Caton Farm Road between
Weber Road and Oakland Avenue. Numerous wetlands and floodplains
surround the Des Plaines River and the Chicago Sanitary & Ship Canal.
Several wetlands and a floodplain crossing lie within the path of the
proposed Bruce Road realignment.

Fraction Run and its floodplain cross the route twice between Briggs
Street and Gougar Road. Several wetlands lie in proximity to the
existing Gougar Road, north of Bruce Road and again north at 167th
Street. A wetland has been identified adjacent to the route within Lamb
Woods.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical
significance located along this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. There are no sites along this segment,
according to the Federal and State lists of hazardous waste and LUST
sites.

Prime Farmland. Much of the adjacent farmnland along Caton Farm
Road, Gougar Road, and Bruce Road is considered prime farmland by
Will County. Large tracts of the existing farmland are planned for more
intense land uses by the county, and adjacent municipalities, as is
described in the section on future development.

Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
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Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Agriculture and single-family
residential are the predominant land uses along Caton Farm Road/Bruce
Road. Agricultural uses are most prevalent between Briggs Street and
Cedar Road. In addition, large tracts of agricultural uses occur west of
the Des Plaines River, including the Stateville State Prison Farm,
northeast of the Weber Road/Caton Farm Road intersection, and along
Cedar Road and Gougar Road. The Lamb Woods Forest Preserve is
located in the northwestern quadrant of the Bruce Road/Farrell Road

intersection.

Single-family residential neighborhoods also occur west of the

Des Plaines River, and are concentrated between I-55 and Gaylord
Road, and between Gaylord Road and Grandview Avenue. A mobile
home park is located north of the route, west of Illinois Routes 53/7.

East of the Des Plaines River, single-family residential homes line Bruce
Road from Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street) to East Street and each has
direct access onto the route. Scattered rural residential homes and small
subdivisions of single-family homes occur east of East Street to Cedar
Road.

In addition, there are commercial uses adjacent to the six leg intersection
of Plainfield Road, Gaylord Road and Caton Farm Road. Small clusters
of industrial uses occur near the intersections of Caton Farn Road with
both Weber Road and Illinois Routes 53/7. Industrial uses also occur
west and south of the Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street)/Bruce Road
intersections.

Major institutional uses west of the Des Plaines River in this segment
include: Faith United Pentecostal Church, Jesse Walker Methodist
Church, Crystal Lawns Church of the Nazarene, Grand Prairie School,
and Richland School. In addition, St. Mary's Cemetery and the Stateville
State Prison Cemetery border both sides of Caton Farn Road, east of
Oakland Avenue. East of the Des Plaines River, institutions include Mt.
Ebal Baptist Church, Christ United Methodist Church, and St. John
Vianny Church. The Barnett Cemetery is located west of Gougar Road.

Residential uses are predominant along the US Route 30 spur from
Caton Farm Road to Hennepin Drive. In addition, several strip
commercial uses occur near the intersection of Caton Farm Road and
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US Route 30. The Louis Joliet Mall, outlots associated with the mall,
and other strip commercial uses continue from Hennepin Drive to the
I-55 right-of-way.

Development Access and Constraints. West of the Des Plaines River,
right-of-way expansion is constrained by single-family homes with
shallow yards east of Westline Drive. Expansion is also constrained by
off-street parking spaces for industrial use- west of Illinois Routes 53/7
and commercial uses at the Essington Road and Gaylord Road/Plainfield
Road intersection. A commercial structure on the corner of Plainfield
Road and Caton Farm Road is close to the existing right-of-way. Right-
of-way expansion is also constrained adjacent to St. Mary's Cemetery,
Stateville State Prison Cemetery, and near the mobile home park at
Illinois Routes 53/7. Mature trees line the route east of Essington Road.

East of the Des Plaines River, right-of-way expansion is constrained by
the single-family homes occurring along the route. Several residential
structures in this area have building setbacks of 30 ft. to 40 ft.

North of Caton Farm Road along US Route 30, right-of-way expansion
is constrained by single-family residences and commercial structures.

Future Development. Will County and the adjacent municipalities
have planned the agricultural land in this segment for more intense
suburban uses, and predominantly for single-family residential. The
cities of Joliet and Lockport have identified several projects that are
either under construction or in the approval process, including a mixed-
use development (Broken Arrow) consisting of 1,509 residential units
bounded by Bruce Road, Gougar Road, Farrell Road and Division Street.
In addition, Joliet has planned several agricultural parcels south of the
route, between Illinois Route 59 and Essington Road, for multiple family
residential and general business uses. The northeast quadrant of Caton
Farm Road and Illinois Route 59 is planned for residential/commercial
development and the southwest quadrant of Caton Farm Road and
Interstate 55 is planned for development of townhouses. Lockport has
planned the Farrell Road and Gougar Road intersections for commercial
uses, except for the Lamb Woods portion. Will County has planned the
northeast quadrant of the Weber Road/Caton Farm Road intersection for
light industrial uses, and the area between the Chicago Sanitary and Ship
Canal and Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street) for open space. Setbacks,
vehicle access control, pedestrian/bicycle facilities and transit needs of
future development along the route should be coordinated with the
adjacent communities and Will County.
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In general, Will County expects the conversion of agricultural land to
increase because of the recent opening of the Weber Road/I-55
interchange and the expansion of Lewis University Airport. Future
development in this segment would also be shaped by the proposed
1-355 tollway extension, FAP Route 340. This expressway would cross
Bruce Road east of Gougar Road. Lockport and Will County have
planned the agricultural land adjacent to the proposed expressway
extension for office, research, and light industrial uses.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements consistent with SRA policy have been developed by
evaluating numerous design factors, including the year 2010 projected
travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the character
of development along the route. Recommended improvements, for the
2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibit CATON-01b through
CATON-06b and 08b, and summarized in Table 4.1 .4.

Roadway. The recommended 100 ft. right-of-way section in this
segment includes four 12 ft. through lanes with an 18 ft. raised,
landscaped median and 17 ft. parkways with curb and gutter.
Communities wishing to preserve right-of-way west of Illinois Route 59
should consider this cross-section as well. East of Weber Road, the
proposed roadway section, on an 80 ft. right-of-way, provides for
reduced parkways due to the adjacent State Prison Farm property north
and south of the route, and the Prison Cemetery and St. Mary's
Cemetery. Sidewalks will be provided in this segment from Illinois
Route 59 to Weber Road. Bruce Road is proposed to be realigned to the
south from the Des Plaines River to Briggs Street. The Old Bruce Road
would "T” into the realigned Bruce Road. A cul-de-sac would be
provided east of this new intersection along the old alignment.
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In the vicinity of the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355) interchange, 200
ft. of right-of-way is recommended.

200" Proposed R.O.W. -
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From Caton Farm Road to Hennepin Drive, the US Route 30 section is
recommended as four 12 ft. through lanes with a 12 ft. flush median
with parkways. From Hennepin Drive to Interstate 55, the
recommended section includes a 16 ft. mountable median. This matches

IDOT's current Phase I study recommendations.
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Table 4.1.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

—h

. Right-of-Way Width

The recommended right-of-way is 100 ft., 80 ft. in constrained areas, 200 fi.
near proposed FAP Route 340 interchange (I-355).
The recommended right-of-way is 80 ft. to 125 fi. along US Route 30.

2. Level of Service

LOS B

3. Number and Width of
Through Lanes

Two 12 ft. !2nes in each direction.

4. Median Width and Type

An 18 ft. raised median is recommended, except along US Route 30,
where a 14 ft. flush and a 16 ft. mountable median are recommended.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/
Drainage Ditch

17 fi. parkways, curb and gutter, replace existing sidewalks and consider
them in new residential areas in future studies.

6. Signalized Intersections

The major intersections are at lllinois Route 59, proposed Interstate 55
interchange ramps, Essington Road, US Route 30/Plainfield Road, Weber
Road, Illinois Routes 53/7, lllinois Route 171(Collins Street), and Cedar Road.
There is a proposed signal at Briggs St. Along US Route 30 there are

signals at Hennepin Dr., Voyager Dr., Mall Loop Dr., and |I-5S interchange ramps.

7. Parking

Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access

No new curb cuts providing direct access are recommended. Existing
access restricted to right in/right out except for median breaks located
at 1/4 mile intervals between signalized Intersections.

©

Transit

Install a park-and-ride facility near lllinois Route 59 intersection, near the
Interstate 55 interchange with US Route 30 and at Bruce Road and

FAP Route 340 (I-355).

Install bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at lllinois Route 59, US Route 30 at

at Caton Farm Road, lllinois Routes 53/7, lllinois Route 171 (Collins St.) and
Briggs St. Install bus stops, shelters, tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals along US
Route 30, and reserve space for future bus stops, shelters, and tumouts west

of Briggs St. and at every cross street east of Briggs St. Provide directional
signs to existing and future Metra Stations.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle
Facility

Evaluate trail along DuPage River Greenway. Link proposed trail with
lllinois and Michigan National Heritage Corridor. Explore possibility of east-

11. Loadigg

west trail within Lambs Woods Forest Preserve.
No loading. :

12. Miscellaneous

Provide full interchange with I-55. Consider new bridge over

Des Plaines River, Chicago S&S Canal, and I&M Canal requiring relocation
of Bruce Road from lllinois Route 171(Collins St.) to west of Briggs St. The
proposed bridge will need to take into account a hazardous waste site, three
LUST sites, mature trees, wetlands and floodplain. Right-of-way expansion
along Bruce Rd. would require the acquisition of private properties.

The purchase of approximately 3 acres of Will County Forest Preserve land is
required for the roadway recommendations east of Briggs St.
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Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment, signals
are recommended at the intersections with the proposed Interstate 55
interchange ramps, Illinois Routes 53/7, llinois Route 171 (Collins
Street), Briggs Street and Cedar Road. All proposed signal locations are
considered major intersections except Briggs Street. Dual left turn lanes
are recommended at Illinois Route 59 and Illinois Routes 53/7. Single
left turn lanes are recommended at Essington Road, US Route 30,
Weber Road and Hlinois Route 171 (Collins Street). Single right turn
lanes are recommended at all major intersections. Left turns made at
sharper than 90 degrees will be prohibited at the US Route 30
intersection. Interchanges are proposed with Interstate 55 and FAP
Route 340 (I-355). The City of Joliet has requested that Von Esch Road
be realigned across from the proposed Interstate 55 northbound ramps.
This realignment would impact several residential buildings. Single left
turn lanes will be provided in the median wherever median breaks are
recommended. Based on low traffic volumes, stop-sign control is
recommended for all other intersecting roads. The expected level of
service is "B". )

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. It is recommended that no new curb cuts providing direct
access to this segment be allowed. All other access will be limited to
right in/right out except for median breaks at 1/4 mile intervals.

Structures. The five existing structures in this segment will require
modification as shown in Table 4.1.5. A structure over the Des Plaines
River Valley is proposed by the Lockport Township study. This
structure will connect Caton Farm Road to the proposed Bruce Road

realignment.
Table 4.1.5: Structure Modifications
IDOT |[Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Existing Proposed
Structure Width Recommendation
Number (Feet)
099-3322 [Caton Farm Rd./DuPage River 51.2 Widen to accommodate
recommended section.
099-0210 |Caton Farm Rd./I-55 51.2 Widen to accommodate
recommended section.
N/A  |Caton Farm Rd./EJ&E RR 30.0 Replace Structure
New |Caton Farm Rd.(Bruce Rd.)/Des Plaines N/A New four lane bridge
River, | & M Canal, CS & S Canal, and
ATSF RR _
N/A  |Bruce Rd./Fraction Run Creek 24.2 Widen to accommodate
recommended section.
N/A  |Bruce Rd./Creek in Homer Township 24.1 Widen to accommodate
recommended section.
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Transit Facilities. Install a park-and-ride facility at the Illinois Route 59
intersection, at I-55 and US Route 30 and at Bruce Road and FAP Route
340 (I-355). Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at Illinois Route 59
and at 1/4 mile intervals between Interstate 55 and Weber Road,
between Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street) and Briggs Street, and at
major cross streets east of Briggs Street. Install signal pre-emption.
Install directional signs to the future I-55 Station on the EJ&E line at
Nlinois Route 59, at Essington Road, at US Route 30, and at Weber
Road.

On the US Route 30 SRA connector, install signal pre-emption. Install
directional signs to the future I-55 Station on the EJ&E line at Essington
Road. Also, install a park-and-ride facility at the existing Interstate 55
interchange.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. Opportunities to provide a regional trail
along the DuPage River Greenway should be evaluated when SRA
improvements reach preliminary design. Similarly, opportunities to
provide an east-west regional trail along the SRA, and link it to the
existing trail within the Illinois and Michigan Canal National Heritage
Corridor, should also be considered.

The proposed FAP Route 340 expressway (I-355 tollway) extension
includes a regional trail along the length of the corridor. Opportunities
to provide an east-west regional trail within the Lambs Woods Forest
Preserve and along the SRA route, and link it to the FAP Route 340 (I-
355) corridor should be given further consideration during preliminary
design.

Sidewalks extend along US Route 30 adjacent to the outlots associated
with the Louis Joliet Mall. SRA improvements would consider
additional sidewalks to link the mall with the adjacent residential areas.
Safe pedestrian and bicycle access should be provided across

US Route 30. The width of parkways will allow for the consideration of
installation of sidewalks in appropriate residential/commercial areas in
future studies.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, and are short term
(and/or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.
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Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. There are no short terrn improvements
recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit Facilities. Reserve space for a future park-and-ride facility at
the Illinois Route 59 intersection. Reserve space for future bus stops,
shelters, and turnouts at Illinois Route 59 and at 1/4 mile intervals
between Interstate 55 and Weber Road and between Illinois Route 171
(Collins Street) and Briggs Street. Reserve space for future bus stops,
shelters, and turnouts at major cross streets east 6f Briggs Street. Install
bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at the Lincoln Highway/Plainfield Road
(US Route 30) intersection, at the Illinois Route 53/Illinois Route 7
intersection, and at the Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street) intersection.
Install directional signs to the Lockport Station on the Metra/Heritage
Corridor at Illinois Route 171 (Collins Street).

On the US Route 30 SRA Connector, install bus stops, shelters, and
turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals. Also, install a bus stop, shelter, and
turnout at the Louis Joliet Mall. Reserve space for a park-and-ride
facility at the existing Interstate 55 interchange.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way width for this segment is 100 ft. except
at constrained areas where 80 ft. is recommended. The existing right-of-
way varies from 66 ft. to 80 ft. through the segment. Therefore, right-of-
way takes will vary from 20 ft. to 34 fi. in this segment. There are
exceptions to this generalization, however, which can be seen on
Exhibits CATON-03b, to 06b and 08b. These takes will be arranged in
the corridor as to minimize impacts.

There is no existing right-of-way in the portion of the route east of
Illinois Routes 53/7, however, a 100 ft. of right-of-way is required to be
preserved for the future SRA roadway. The area between Brassel Street
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and East Street which is on new alignment will most likely require
183 ft. of right-of-way, the depth of the full parcels, because of the

impact on those adjacent parcels.

The bridge alignment, new roadway alignment and right-of-way
requirement are recommended in the 1991 Des Plaines River Bridge
Feasibility Study done by Lockport Township and will be subject to
extensive review in Phase I studies. The exact alignment and right-of-
way could change significantly.

Potential Environmental Concerns

To minimize displacements of mature trees and residences and
commercial developments, the land acquisition and cross section may
have to be shifted accordingly to achieve the desired 100 ft. right-of-
way. Adjacent wetlands and floodplains at Interstate 55 may hinder
development of a full interchange at that location. St. Mary's Cemetery
and the State Prison Cemetery abut the existing right-of-way on opposite
sides of the route and will require land acquisition for the proposed
improvements. The expanded right-of-way will result in conversion of
land from agricultural to highway use. The proposed bridge crossing of
the Des Plaines River, Chicago Sanitary & Ship Canal, and Illinois and
Michigan Canal National Heritage Corridor will need to consider a
hazardous waste site, wetlands, and floodplains.

To avoid conflicts with adjacent land uses, it is recommended to realign
Bruce Road to the south from Illinois Route 171 to Briggs Street.
However, impacts to mature trees, farmland, wetlands and floodplains
that lie within the path would have to be mitigated or the proposed
alignment may have to be shifted to avoid major disturbances.
According to the Lockport Township Feasibility Study of the proposed
realignment, two residences and a commercial development will be
displaced.

East of Briggs Street, if the right-of-way take was centered, as it is in
less sensitive areas, it would require the acquisition of approximately
1.5 acres of Will County Forest Preserve holdings. To minimize the
purchase of forest preserve holdings it will be necessary to shift the land
acquisition and cross section to the south. Even with these measures,
there is likely to be some encroachment of floodplain along Fraction
Creek.

Shategis
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Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 1 is shown in Table 4.1.6.

Table 4.1.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 1 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)

improvements | Estimated Cost
Recommended
Roadway $45,635,000
intersection Improvement $2,600,000
Structure Modification and New Structure $56,825,000
Interchange improvement $12,000,000
Transit Improvement $13,800,000
[Right of Way $6,500,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended improvements $137,360,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Iintersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $17,200,000
[Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements $17,200,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy for suburban routes
but are considered best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are
recommended for ultimate (post 2010) consideration. There are no
ultimate improvements recommended in this segment.
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4.2 Segment 2: Cedar Road, Bruce Road to Illinois Route 7/159th Street

Location

Segment 2 extends on Cedar Road from Bruce Road to Illinois Route 7/
159th Street (See Figure 4.1.1). This segment is approximately 2.1
miles in length and is located in unincorporated Will County, Illinois.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of US Route 6 SRA
are shown on Exhibit CATON-07a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way width for this segment is
80 ft.

Roadway Characteristics. The roadway in this segment consists of
four through lanes, 24 ft. of asphalt with gravel shoulders. The posted
speed limit is 45 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment of Cedar
Road there are no signalized intersections. All cross streets are
controlled by stop signs.

Structures. There are no structures in this segment.
Transit. There are no transit operations existing in this segment.
Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibit CATON-07a.

Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. Fraction Run and its floodplain
traverses Cedar Road in a northeast to southwest alignment near
Division Street. Another unnamed creek and floodplain cross Cedar
Road just north of the Bruce Road intersection.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical
significance located along this segment. -

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. There are no sites along this segment,
according to the Federal and State lists of hazardous waste and LUST
sites.
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Prime Farmland. Areas of prime farmland exist along both sides of
Cedar Road throughout the entire segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
Illinois Department of Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Agriculture is the predominant
land use in this segment. In addition, single-family residential homes
are scattered throughout the segment. A grouping of other non-
agricultural uses occurs south of 159th Street and includes the Homer
Township Hall and Fire Department, the Homer Congregational Church,
Luther J. Schilling School, a bus garage, and the Bank of Lockport, as
seen on Exhibit CATON-07a.

Development Access and Constraints. The existing right-of-way
width through this segment is a minimum of 80 ff. The residential and
commercial uses all have direct access onto the route.

Future Development. Will County has planned most of the agricultural
land in this segment for single-family residential uses. Immediately
south of 159th Street, the land is planned for commercial uses.

Setbacks, vehicle access control, pedestrian and bicycle facilities and
transit needs of future development along the route should be
coordinated with adjacent communities and Will County.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended
improvements, for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibit CATON-

07b and summarized in Table 4.2.4.

Roadway. The recommended 100 ft. roadway section in this segment
includes four 12 ft. through lanes with an 18 ft. raised, landscaped
median and 17 ft. parkways with curb and gutter. Sidewalks may be
considered in future studies if appropriate development occurs. There

are no structures in this segment.

100’ Proposed R.O.W.
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Table 4.2.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

1. Right-of-Way Width

The recommended right-of-way width is 100 fi.

2. Level of Service

LOS B

3. Number and Width of
Through Lanes

Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction.

4. Median Width and Type

An 18 fi. raised median is recommended.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/
Drainage Ditch

17 ft. parkways with closed drainage and sidewalks can be considered in
future studies.

6. Signalized Intersections

There are no existing signalized intersections in this segment.
A new signal is proposed at the Cedar Rd./ Bruce Rd. intersection.

7. Parking

Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access

No new curb cuts are recommended. Existing access restricted to right in/
right out except at existing intersections, Homer Township Fire Dept. and
Luther J. Schilling School where median breaks will be provided.

9. Transit

Reserve space for bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/2 to 1 mile intervals
where the cormridor intersects major cross streets. Install signal pre-emption.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle
Facility

Give consideration to regional trail along SRA along Cedar Road as
development occurs.

11. Loading

No loading.

12. Miscellaneous

N/A

Traffic ControlVIntersection Configuration. Dual right turn lanes are
recommended on Cedar Road at the Bruce Road intersection. Single left
turn lanes will be provided in the median wherever median breaks are
recommended. Based on low traffic volumes, stop-sign control is
recommended for all other intersecting roads. The expected level of
service is "B".

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. It is recommended that no new curb cuts providing direct
access to this segment be allowed. Left turn access will be allowed at
existing intersection locations only. Median breaks will be provided for
the Homer Township Fire Department and the Luther J. Schilling
School. All other access will be limited to a right-in/right out
configuration.

Structures.

There are no structures in this segment.

Transit Facilities. Bus stops, shelters, and turmouts at 1/2 to
1 mile intervals should be provided where the corridor intersects with
major cross streets. Signal pre-emption is recommended.
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Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. Opportunities to provide a regional trail
along the SRA should be given further consideration during preliminary

design.
Short Term/Low Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment. .

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit Facilities. Reserve space for future bus stops, shelters, and
turnouts at 1/2 to 1 mile intervals where the corridor intersects with
major Cross streets.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way width for this segment is 100 ft. The
existing right-of-way width is 80 ft. throughout the segment. Therefore,
right-of-way takes will be 10 ft. on both sides throughout the segment.

Potential Environmental Concerns

There are no potential environmental concemns in this segment that
would seriously constrain the proposed recommendations.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 2 is shown in Table 4.2.6.
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Table 4.2.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 2 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)

Improvements | Estimated Cost
Recommended
Roadway $7,000,000
Intersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $1,800,000
Right of Way $480,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $9,280,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Intersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange iImprovement $0
Transit Improvement $1,800,000
[Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements $1,800,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements, which are consistent with SRA policy, but are
considered best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are
recommended for ultimate (post 2010) consideration. There are no
ultimate improvements recommended in this segment.
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4.3 Segment 3: Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Cedar Road to Bell
Road; and from Farrell Road to Cedar Road as an SRA Connector

Location

Segment 3 extends on Illinois Route 7/159th Street from Cedar Road to
Bell Road (See Figure 4.1.1). An SRA connector will extend this
segment west from Cedar Road to Farrell Road to serve traffic destined
for the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355) extension. This segment is
approximately 4.0 miles in length and is located in unincorporated Will

County, Illinois.
Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of US Route 6 are
shown on Exhibits US6-01a through 03a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way is 100 ft. throughout this
segment.

Roadway Characteristics. The roadway in this segment varies from
24 ft. to 48 ft. of asphalt with gravel shoulders. The speed limit varies

from 45 mph to 50 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment of
Illinois Route 7, there is one existing signalized intersection located at
Cedar Road. This intersection is considered major, and is shown in

Figure 4.3.2.

Figure 4.3.2: Existing Intersection Configuration
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Structures. There are no existing structures in this segment.
Transit. There are no transit operations existing in this segment.

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment of Illinois
Route 7/159th Street are shown on Exhibits US6-01a through 03a and
include a hazardous waste site, LUST sites, and several small wetlands
and floodplains near the roadway. Refer to Table 4.3.3 for a summary of

environmentally sensitive features.

Table 4.3.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

item Exhibit ftem Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site - None identified
‘CERCLIS Site (1) US6-03a Hutter Oil Spill Incident, 159th St. &
3 Parker Rd., Homer Twp.
JLUST Site (2) US6e-01a Howard Adelman, lllinois Route 7 & Farrell
3 Rd., Lockport

US6-02a Phillips 66 Co., 14800 W. 155th St., Homer
Township

Habitat of Threatened - None identified

or Endangered Specie

(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Act Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping

(2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank

Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. Small wetland areas approach the

roadway near Leach Drive, east of Cedar Road and among the
developments just west of Bell Road.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical

significance located along this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. A hazardous waste site is known to
exist near the northeast quadrant of the Parker Road intersection. In
addition, two sites have been reported as having leaking underground

storage tanks, as listed in Table 4.3.3.

Prime Farmland. There are tracts of prime farmland throughout this

segment.
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Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
Nlinois Department of Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Typical of a developing region,
this segment includes a mixture of land uses. Large parcels of
agricultural land occur throughout the segment, as seen on aerials US6-
Ola through 03a. In addition, vacant and wooded parcels adjoin several
agricultural parcels near both Gougar Road and Parker Road. Scattered
rural residential homes and small subdivisions of single-family homes
occur throughout this segment. Many of these scattered residences have
direct access to the route and most are setback a substantial distance
from the roadway. A larger single-family residential subdivision, with a
single direct point of access to the route, occurs west of Bell Road.

Small clusters of commercial uses are scattered throughout this segment,
including: the Cedar Road/Illinois Route 7 intersection; the southeast
quadrant of the Parker Road/Illinois Route 7 intersection; and the
northwest quadrant of the Bell Road/Illinois Route 7 intersection (Bell
Tower Plaza).

Development Access and Constraints. The Bank of Lockport building
at the southwest corner of Cedar Road is set back approximately 15 ft.
from Illinois Route 7 and may be affected by roadway expansion.

Future Development. Agricultural land in this segment has been
planned for more intense suburban uses by Will County. The County
has planned most of the agricultural parcels adjacent to the route for a
mixture of commercial, single-family residential, and open space uses.
Future development in this segment would be shaped by the proposed
expressway (tollway) extension, FAP Route 340 (I-355). This extension
would cross Illinois Route 7 (159th Street) west of Gougar Road, as seen
on aerial US6-01b. Lockport and Will County have planned the land
adjacent to the proposed tollway extension for office, research, and light
industrial uses. Setbacks, vehicle access control, pedestrian and bicycle
facilities and transit needs of future development along the route should
be coordinated with the adjacent communities and Will County.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended improvements,
for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6-01b through

US6-03b and summarized in Table 4.3 .4.

Roadway. The recommended 100 ft. roadway section in this segment
includes four 12 ft. through lanes with an 18 ft. raised, landscaped
median and 17 ft. parkways with curb and gutter. No sidewalk will be
provided in this segment. A 200 ft. right-of-way is recommended within
the interchange limits of the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355).
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Table 4.3.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations
1. Right-of-Way Width The recommended right-of-way width is 100 ft. 200 ft. is recommended within
the proposed interchange limits with FAP Route 340(1-355).

2. Level of Service LOS C
3. Number and Width of Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction.
Through Lanes

. Median Width and Type {An 18 ft. raised, landscaped median is recommended.
. Parkways/Sidewalks/ 17 ft. parkways with closed drainage and no sidewalks.
Drainage Ditch

H

[4,]

6. Signalized Intersections |The only major intersection is located at Cedar Rd. Signals are proposed
at Farrell Rd. and Parker Rd.

7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access Access restricted to right in/right out except at signalized intersections and

at median breaks spaced at 1/4 to 1/2 mile intervals. Median break locations
should be coordinated with development.

9. Transit instali bus stops, sheiters, and tumouts at Gougar Rd., Cedar Road, and
Parker Road. Install a park-and-ride facility, bus stop, shelter, and tumout
adjacent to the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355) interchange.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle Coordinate with proposed FAP Route 340 greenway.

Facility
11. Loading No loading.
12. Miscellaneous Proposed structure in conjunction with FAP Route 340 (I-355) interchange.

Signalize interchange ramps as warranted. Environmental concems include
a hazardous waste site at Parker Rd, and two LUST sites.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. Signals are
recommended at Farrell Road and Parker Road. Single left turn lanes
are recommended at all three signal locations. Single right turn lanes are
recommended at Cedar Road. Single left turn lanes will be provided in
the median wherever median breaks are recommended. Based on low
traffic volumes, stop-sign control is recommended for all other
intersecting roads. The expected level of service is "C."

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. Median breaks are recommended at 1/4 mile to 1/2 mile
spacing to accommodate left turn access. All other access will be limited
to a right in/right out configuration. Additional forms of access
management, such as the use of frontage roads, can be considered in this
segment. The current practice by local officials of reserving right-of-
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way in excess of 100 ft. for frontage roads through the zoning and
development process, should be encouraged. The availability of
appropriate right-of-way will be considered in future Phase I studies
when the specific scope of improvement will be determined.

Structures. There are no structures proposed in this segment. The
structure for the interchange should be developed in consideration of

SRA standards.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at

Gougar Road, Cedar Road and Parker Road. Install signal pre-emption.
Install bus stop, shelter, and turnout adjacent to the proposed alignment
of FAP Route 340 (I-355). Install a park-and-ride lot near the FAP
Route 340 (I-355) interchange.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. The proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355)
extension would intersect Illinois Route 7 between Farrell Road and
Gougar Road. This proposal includes a regional tail along the length of
the corridor. Opportunities to provide and link a regional east-west trail
along the SRA to the FAP Route 340 (I-355) corridor should be given
further consideration during preliminary design.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy and are short
term (and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Traffic ControlIntersection Configuration. In the short term, the
intersection at Cedar Road should be improved. The improvement will
require little right-of-way, and will improve traffic flow.

Parking and Access. In the short term, the building of right-in/right-
out only access points at selected intersections is recommended to
improve access management. This is very low cost and will help
avoid confusion when the long term improvement is made.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.
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Transit Facilities. Reserve space for future bus stops, shelters, and
turnouts at Gougar, Cedar and Parker Roads and FAP Route 340
(I-355). Reserve space for future park-and-ride facility near the
proposed alignment of FAP Route 340 (I-355).

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way for this segment is 100 ft., and 200 ft.
at the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355) interchange. The present
right-of-way is 100 ft. throughout the segment. Therefore no right-of-
way acquisitions will be needed to accommodate the recommended
cross-section, except at the proposed FAP Route 340 (I-355)
interchange.

Potential Environmental Concerns

The primary constraints to roadway development along this segment
are the identified hazardous waste site at the Parker Road intersection
and the reported LUST sites. No additional right-of-way is required
along most of this segment of the roadway, although the limits of
construction would need to be cross-checked (in a Phase I Study) with
the known location of any soil contamination, in order to avoid
disturbance.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 3 is shown in Table 4.3.6.
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Table 4.3.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 3 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)
improvements | Estimated Cost
—
Recommended
Roadway $17,500,000
Intersection Improvement $1,200,000
Structure Modification . $0
Interchange Improvement $6,000,000
Transit iImprovement $2,000,000
Right of Way $300,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $27,000,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Intersection Improvement $1,000,000
Structure Modification $0
interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $2,000,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost improvements $3,000,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. No such improvements are
recommended in this segment.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road ——
, L R A =
CHAPTER 4: CORRIDOR ANALYSIS LN DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




B0 il i s

61

4.4 Segment 4: 159th Street, Bell Road to Harlem Avenue

Location

Segment 4 extends on 159th Street from Bell Road to Harlem Avenue
(See Figure 4.1.1). This segment is approximately 7.2 miles in length and
is located in Orland Park, Orland Hills, Tinley Park, and unincorporated
Will and Cook Counties.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of US Route 6 are
shown on Exhibits US6-03a through 07a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way is 100 fi. throughout the
segment.

Roadway Characteristics. The roadway in this segment varies from
24 ft. to 60 ft. The area west of US Route 45 is 24 ft. with gravel
shoulders. The area east of US Route 45 is 60 fi. with four lanes and a
12 ft. mountable median and curb and gutter. The speed limit varies
from 35 mph to 50 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment, there are
thirteen signalized intersections at the following locations: Bell Road;
Wolf Road; 108th Avenue; US Route 45/96th Avenue; 94th Avenue;
Wal Mart Entrance, Park Hill Drive; 88th Avenue; 84th Avenue; 80th
Avenue; 76th Avenue; Park Center Shopping Plaza Entrance; and Illinois
Route 43/Harlem Avenue.

In addition to these intersections, there are a number of intersecting roads
controlled by stop signs. There is also an at-grade railroad crossing with
signal gates at the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Five of the intersections
mentioned above are considered major, Bell Road, Wolf Road, 108th
Avenue, US Route 45 (96th Avenue) and Illinois Route 43 (Harlem
Avenue). These are shown in Figure 4.4.2
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Structures. There is one structure in this segment as indicated in

Table 4.4.1.
Table 4.4.1: Existing Structures List
IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width |Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure (feet) | (feet) | Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA| (feet) on SRA
016-0381 |158th St.- U.S. 6/Marley Creek 46.0 | 23.0 N/A N/A

Transit. The Orland Park - 153rd Street Station on the Southwest Line
is located just north of the corridor at 10401 W. 153rd Street. Pace Bus
Route 354 travels along the corridor east of 96th Avenue, as indicated in
Table 4.4.2.
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Table 4.4.2: Transit Facilities and Operations
Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership

Spaces | % Use

Metra Lines and Nearest Station

Southwest Line [10401 W. 153rd St. {|Weekday: 4 inbound, 4 outbound; 197 251 59.0%
Orland Pk.-153rd] ) No Saturday, Sunday, or holiday
Street Station service.
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 354 Along the Weekday: 12 EB, 12 WB; 484 N/A N/A
Corridor East Saturday: 5 EB, 5 WB;
of 96th Ave. No Sunday or holiday service.

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation® (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1992" (June 1982). Metra and Pace, Individual

line/route timetables.
(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, 1B=inbound, OB=outbound)

* Pace ridership is reported as average weekday ridership for 1992.

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The features of the surrounding environment along this segment are
shown in Exhibits US6-03a through 07a. Major features include Spring
Creek and its floodplain, small and large wetland areas, LUST sites, and
the habitat of threatened or endangered species. Refer to Table 4.4.3 for
a summary of environmentally sensitive features.

Table 4.4.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

Item Exhibit item Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site - None identified
CERCLIS Site (1) - None identified
LUST Site (2) US6-05a Shell Oil Co., 9560 159th Street, Orland Park
US6-06a Shell Oil Co., 8401 159th Street, Tinley Park
|Habitat of Threatened US6-04a A habitat was identified northeast of the
or Endangered Specie Will-Cook Road intersection.

US6-05a A habitat was identified within the large wetland
east of the Norfolk Southern RR north of the
104th Avenue intersection, Orland Park.

(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability

Act Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances

or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping

(2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank
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Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. The route crosses Spring Creek east
of 118th Avenue, including large adjacent wetland and floodplain areas
on both sides of the roadway. Other stream crossings occur at Marley
Creek, Twin Lakes Drive, and at Orland Brook Drive. There are large
wetland areas east of the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Numerous smaller
wetlands approach the roadway near Will Cook Road, although most
appear far enough from the roadway to be of little concern.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical
significance located along this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. There are two sites along this segment
reported to have leaking underground storage tanks. The locations

appear in Table 4.4.3.

Prime Farmland. Prime farmland exists along both sides of the
roadway west of Twin Lakes Drive.

Threatened or Endangered Species. The Illinois Department of
Conservation has identified the location of a threatened or endangered
plant or animal specie near the Will-Cook Road intersection, and another
within the large wetland east of the Norfolk Southern railway line, just
north of the 104th Avenue intersection.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Typical of a developing region,
the western portion of this segment (Illinois Routes 7/159th Street), from
Bell Road to US Route 45 (96th Avenue), includes a mixture of land
uses. Agriculture is the predominant use in this portion of the segment,
as seen on aerials US6-03a through 05a. Residential uses are
concentrated between 117th Court and US Route 6 (Wolf Road), north
of the route, and along 108th Avenue. Commercial uses occur north of
the route from Bell Road to South Bell Road; south of the route west of
Will-Cook Road; and at US Route 45 (the Lake View Plaza Shopping
Center).

Schools in the western portion of this segment include: Homer Jr. High
School and Hadley School, between Bell Road and South Bell Road;
Sandbox School, at Will-Cook Road; and Doctor School, west of Wolf
Road. In addition, St. Michael's Cemetery is at Will-Cook Road.
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The eastern portion of this segment, from US Route 45 (96th Avenue) to
Hiinois Route 43 (Harlem Avenue), includes fewer agricultural parcels
and more intensely developed suburban uses than the western portion.
The predominant land uses lining the route are commercial, as seen on
aerials US6-05a through 07a. Specific uses include a Jewel Food Store
and Osco Drug, northeast of 94th Avenue and US Route 6 (159th Street)
and Wal-Mart southeast of the same intersections. Several large
destination shopping centers are located at the intersecuon of Hlinois
Route 43 and US Route 6, including Cub Foods and Home Depot, on the
southwest and northwest quadrants, respectively.

Multiple-family residential uses occur at Park Hill Drive, north of the
route; Orland Brook Drive, north of the route; 88th Avenue and 84th
Avenue, south of the route; and between 76th Avenue and Illinois
Route 43. Single-family residential uses occur at 91st Avenue, south of
the route; 86th Avenue, north of the route; and at 76th Avenue, north
and south of the route. Agricultural and vacant parcels occur at US
Route 45, 88th Avenue, 80th Avenue, and 76th Avenue.

Institutions in the eastern portion of this segment include: the Christian
Hills Full Gospel Church, west of 88th Avenue and St. Julie Church,
west of Illinois Route 43.

Development Access and Constraints. The existing right-of-way is
100 ft. along this segment. Between Bell Road and US Route 45,
roadway expansion is constrained adjacent to commercial properties
with shallow parking and/or building setbacks. Similarly, expansion is
constrained adjacent to the Sandbox School and a commercial structure,
both west of Will-Cook Road. Roadway expansion is also constrained
by the bodies of water and wetlands between the Norfolk Southern
Railway and US Route 45.

Between US Route 45 and Illinois Route 43, right-of-way expansion
may be constrained by the commercial uses lining the route. These
commercial uses include convenience, retail and service establishments;
restaurants, auto dealerships, and gas stations. Right-of-way expansion
would displace off-street parking and signage adjacent to US Route 6
(159th Street). Roadway expansion would reduce the landscaped
parkway and sidewalk separating the uses from vehicles traveling on the
route.

Expansion of the right-of-way may also be constrained by the
commercial structure with a shallow building setback on the southeast
comer of US Route 45 and US Route 6. East of 76th Avenue a block of
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apartments on the south side of US Route 6 with shallow building
setbacks may prohibit right-of-way expansion to the south.

Future Development. Agricultural land in this segment has been
planned for more intense suburban uses by the surrounding communities
and Will and Cook Counties. Will County has planned agricultural and
vacant land between Bell Road and Will Cook Road predominantly for
single-family residential uses. Cook County has also planned for future
residential uses, between US Route 6 (Wolf Road) and 108th Avenue.
East of 108th Avenue, the Village of Orland Park has planned the land
north of the route for industrial uses. The land south of the route is
being developed as a business park.

Near 104th Avenue, Cook County has planned for industrial and open
space uses, south of the route. Orland Park has planned the southwest
quadrant of US Route 45 (96th Avenue) and US Route 6 (159th Street)
for commercial and office uses. Multiple-family townhomes are being
developed along the route, west of the Lake View Plaza Shopping
Center. East of US Route 45, Cook County and the surrounding
communities have planned the agricultural/vacant and underutilized
parcels adjacent to the route for a mixture of single-family residential,
commercial and office uses.

The Village of Orland Park has identified a mixed-use development
(Spring Green) which is in the approval process and would include
5,755 residential units on several parcels along the route between Will
Cook Road and US Route 6 (Wolf Road). The Meadow Park mixed
commercial/residential development is proposed at US Route 6 (159th
Street) and 80th Avenue. Will County has identified a 776 unit
residential development (Kingston Hills) which is in the approval
process and which would be located on several parcels north of the
route. The Park Center Shopping Plaza is being developed at 161st
Street and Illinois Route 43.

Setbacks, access control, pedestrian and bicycle facilities and transit
needs of future development along the route should be coordinated with
the adjacent communities, Will County and Cook County.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended
improvements, for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6-03b
through US6-07b and summarized in Table 4.4.4.

Roadway. The recommended section west of US Route 45 is 100 ft.
and includes four 12 ft. through lanes, an 18 ft. raised, landscaped
median and 17 ft. parkways with curb and gutter. A cross section with a
narrower roadway is proposed in the area between 104th Avenue and

Ravinia Avenue.
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The area between 104th Avenue and Ravinia Avenue will have a 4 fi.
raised median and 24 ft. parkways with ditches. This area has a large
amount of wetlands and the SRA is recommended to be constructed as a
land bridge, hence the wide parkways are needed to reach the existing
grade. The narrow, 4 ft. median is recommended to reduce overall right-

of-way taking in this sensitive area.
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Proposed Cross Section

The recommended section east of US Route 45 is 120 ft. and includes
six through lanes, an 18 ft. raised, landscaped median and 15 fi.
parkways with curb and gutter. No sidewalk will be provided in this

segment.
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120’ Proposed R.O.W.
100" Existing R.O.W
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Table 4.4.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

1. Right-of-Way Width

The recommended right-of-way width is 100 ft. west of US Route 45.
The recommended right-of-way width is 120 ft. east of US Route 45.

2. Level of Service

LOSCtoE

3. Number and Width of
Through Lanes

Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction west of US Route 45.
Three 12 ft. lanes in each direction east of US Route 45.

4. Median Width and Type

An 18 ft. raised median is recommended throughout this segment except
between 104th Ave. and Ravinia Ave. where a 4 fl. raised median is
recommended.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/
Drainage Ditch

17 fi. parkways with closed drainage and no sidewalks west of 104th Ave. 26 fi.
parkways with closed drainage and no sidewalks between 104th Ave. and
Ravinia Ave. 15 ft. parkways with closed drainage and no sidewalks east of
Ravinia Ave.

(o)

. Signalized Intersections

The maijor intersections are at Bell Rd., US Route 6/ Wolf Rd., 108th Ave.,

US Route 45 (96th Ave.), and lllinois Route 43 (Harlem Ave.). Other signalized
intersections include 94th Ave., Wal-Mart east of 94th Ave. Park Hill Dr.,

88th Ave., 84th Ave., 80th Ave., 76th Ave., and the mall entrance west of

lllinois Route 43. New signals are proposed at Will-Cook Rd., and Orland Brook Dr.

7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access Access restricted to right in/right out except at signalized intersections and
roposed median breaks at 1/4 to 1/2 mile intervals.

9. Transit Install bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at Bell Rd., Wili-Cook Rd., Wolf Rd.,

104th Ave., Lake View Plaza Shopping Center, and at 1/4 mile intervals east of
US Route 45. Install park-and-ride facilities at Bell Rd. and US Route 45.
Install directional signs to Orland Park-178th St. Station on the Southwest Line.
Install signal pre-emption.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle
Facility

Give further consideration to east-west regional trail and a proposed regional
trail connecting the Spring Creek greenway.

No Ioading.

11. Loading
12. Miscellaneous

Environmental concems include threatened or endangered species site
and large wetland tracts. A grade separation is proposed for the Norfolk
Southem RR. The structure east of 104th Ave. requires widening.
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Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. Single left turn lanes will
be provided in the median wherever median breaks occur. Dual left turn
lanes are recommended at US Route 45 (96th Avenue) and Illinois
Route 43 (Harlem Avenue). Single left turn lanes are recommended at
Bell Road, Wolf Road and 108th Avenue. Right turn lanes are
recommended at all major intersections except lllinois Route 43. New
signals are proposed at Will-Cook Road, Wal-Mart Entrance (east of
94th Avenue) and Orland Brook Diive. A four way signal at Bell Road
should be considered to reduce accident potential. 118th Avenue will be
realigned to form a single intersection with Will-Cook Road. Based on
low traffic volumes, stop-sign control is recommended for all other
intersecting roads that are not currently signalized. The expected level of
services ranges from "C" to "E."

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. Median breaks are recommended at 1/4 to 1/2 mile spacing to
accommodate left turn access. All other access will be limited to a right
in/right out configuration.

Structures. The one structure in this segment will require modification
to accommodate the recommended roadway cross section. With proper
justification, a grade separation should be implemented at the Norfolk
Southem Railroad crossing. See Table 4.4.5 for Structure

Modifications.
Table 4.4.5: Structure Modifications

IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Existing Proposed
Structure Width Recommendation
Number (Feet)
016-0381 |159th St. - US Route 6/Marley Creek 46.0 Widen to accommodate

recommended section.
New {156th St./NS RR N/A Grade Separate

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at Bell Road,
Will-Cook Road, Wolf Road, 104th Avenue, and the Lake View Plaza
Shopping Center. East of US Route 45, install bus stops, shelters, and
turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals, preferably as far-side stops. Install signal
pre-emption. Install directional signs to the Orland Park - 179th Street
Station on the Southwest Line. Place signs at Wolf Road and at 108th
Avenue. Install park-and-ride facilities at Bell Road and at US Route 45.
Coordinate with the US Route 45 SRA corridor for the exact location of
the proposed park-and-ride facility.
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Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. Opportunities to incorporate the
proposed regional trail near US Route 6 (Wolf Road) and to provide a
connecting regional trail along the Spring Creek Greenway should be
given further consideration during preliminary design.

SRA improvements include providing sidewalks in developed portions
of the segment which currently have sidewalks. The recommended
parkway will allow for future extension of these sidev-alks in
coordination with future development and the adjacent municipalities
should that be deemed appropriate in future studies. Safe pedestrian and
bicycle linkages should be provided between Doctor School and the
adjacent residential neighborhoods north of the SRA.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In the short term, the
intersections at Wolf Road, 108th Avenue, US Route 45, and Illinois
Route 43 (Harlem Avenue) should be improved. These are
improvements requiring little right-of-way, while improving traffic flow.

Parking and Access. In the short term, the conversion of selected
intersections to right in/right out only should be done to help access
control. This is very low cost and will help avoid confusion when the
long term improvement is made.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit Facilities. Reserve space for future bus stops, shelters, and
turnouts at Bell Road, Will-Cook Road, Wolf Road, 104th Avenue, and
the Lake View Plaza Shopping Center. East of US Route 45 (96th
Avenue), install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals,
preferably as far-side stops. Install directional signs to the Orland Park -
153rd Street Station on the Southwest Line. Place signs at Wolf Road, at
108th Avenue, and at US Route 45 (96th Avenue). Reserve space for a
future park-and-ride facility at Bell Road and at US Route 45.
Coordinate with the US Route 45 (96th Avenue) corridor for the exact
location of the proposed park-and-ride facility.
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Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
required in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way width for this segment varies from
100 fi. to 120 fi. The existing right-of-way is 100 fi. throughout the
segment. Therefore, 20 fi. of right-of-way will be required east of

US Route 45. Right-of-way acquisition, approximately 7 acres, should
be centered along the cormidor.

Potential Environmental Concerns

The primary constraints to development along this segment are the large
wetland areas east of Will-Cook Road (Spring Creek) and east of the
Norfolk Southern Railroad near 104th Avenue. Although no additional
right-of-way will be required to construct the recommended
cross-section, it will be necessary to field verify the actual limits of the
wetland areas to avoid unnecessary disturbance. A landbridge is
proposed between 104th Avenue and Ravinia Avenue to minimize
adverse impacts to the large adjacent wetlands without the high cost of
providing a structure for the entire length of roadway spanning the
wetlands.

Further study will be required to determine the potential impact on
endangered or threatened species known to exist along the corridor.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 4 is shown in Table 4.4.6.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
P ir‘C"I\_n_Dy e
CHAPTER 4: CORRIDOR ANALYSIS KLINO OEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




DL b s .

72
Table 4.4.6: Cost Estimate
Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 4 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)
Improvements | Estimated Cost
Recommended
Roadway $27,500,000
Intersection iImprovement $3,200,000
Structure Modification and New Structure $2,186,300
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit improvement $10,664,000
Right of Way $750,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $44,300,300
Short Term/L.ow-Cost
Roadway $0
intersection improvement $2,000,000
Structure Modification $0
interchange Improvement $0
Transit improvement $10,600,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements $12,600,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for

ultimate (post 2010) consideration.

Roadway. There are no ultimate improvements recommended in this

segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. Provide signal at south

Bell Road as traffic volumes warrant such.

Parking and Access. There are no ultimate improvements

recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no ultimate improvements recommended in this

segment.

Transit Facilities. There are no ultimate improvements recommended

in this segment.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no ultimate improvements

recommended in this segment.
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4.5 Segment 5: 159th Street, Harlem Avenue to Interstate 57

Location

Segment 5 extends from Harlem Avenue to Interstate 57 (See Figure
4.1.1). This segment is approximately 4.5 miles in length and is located
in Orland Park, Tinley Park and Oak Forest.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibits US6-07a through 09a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way along this segment is 100 fi.
except between Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue) and Crawford Avenue
(Pulaski Road), where it is 80 ft. It widens out significantly in the area
at Interstate 57.

Roadway Characteristics. The existing roadway in this segment
typically consists of four 12 ft. wide through lanes, a center median
varying in width from 4 ft. to 18 ft., and curb and gutter. Paved
shoulders exist in the I-57 interchange area. Paved and gravel shoulders
exist between Crawford Avenue (Pulaski Road) and east of Forest Drive.
The speed limit varies from 35 mph to 45 mph.

Traffic ControVIntersection Configuration. In this segment there are
nine signalized intersections: 71st Court; Oak Park Avenue; Ridgeland
Avenue; Arroyo Drive;, Central Avenue; Laramie Avenue; Illinois Route
50 (Cicero Avenue); Forest Drive; and Crawford Avenue (Pulaski
Road). The Ridgeland Avenue signal has pedestrian actuation to
provide bicycle path users with easier access across 159th Street.

Three of the signals listed above are considered major intersections:
Oak Park Avenue, Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue) and Crawford
Avenue (Pulaski Road). These are shown in Figure 4.5.2.
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Structures. There is one structure in this segment as indicated in

Table 4.5.1.
Table 4.5.1: Existing Structures List
IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width {Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure (feet) | (feet) Clearance Clearance
Number {feet) on SRA* | (feet) on SRA
016-0382 [NIRC RR/159th St.- U.S. 6 N/A | 105.0 33.0 13.8

Transit. The Oak Forest Station of the Rock Island District Line is
located on US Route 6 west of Central Avenue. Pace Bus Route 354
travels along the SRA corridor west of Central Avenue. Pace Bus Route
364 travels along the SRA corridor east of Oak Park Avenue. Pace Bus
Route 740 travels along the SRA corridor between Central Avenue and
Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue), and it also intersects the corridor at
Terrace Drive. Pace Bus Route 383 crosses on Illinois Route 50 (Cicero
Avenue), then uses the SRA corridor just to access the entrance to the
Oak Forest Hospital.
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Table 4.5.2: Transit Facilities and Operations

Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership
Spaces | % Use
Metra Lines and Nearest Station
Rock Island 4850 W. 159th Street|Weekday: 23 IB, 23 OB; 1,447 746 99.7%
District Line Saturday: 20 1B, 10 OB;
Oak Forest Sunday: 8 1B, 8 OB;
Station
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 354 Along the Comidor  {Weekday: 12-14 eastbound; 484 N/A N/A
West of Central 12-13 westbound;
Avenue Saturday: § EB, 5 WB;
No Sunday or holiday service.
Pace 364 Along the Weekday: 15 EB, 14 WB; 1,829 N/A N/A
Corridor East of Saturday: 11 EB, 10 WB;
Oak Park Avenue Sunday: 8 EB, 8-9 WB;
Pace 740 Along the Cormridor  |Weekday Moming: 3 EB; 76 N/A N/A
Between Central Weekday Aftemoon: 3 WB;
Avenue and No Saturday, Sunday, or holiday
Cicero Ave; service.
Intersects Corridor
at Terrace Drive
Pace 383 Crosses on Weekday: 13 NB, 14 SB; 849 N/A N/A
Cicero Avenue Saturday: 10 NB, 11 SB;
Uses the Corridor Sunday: 6 NB, 6 SB;
to Access the
Entrance to the
Oak Forest
Hospital

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation™ (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1992" (June 1992). Metra and Pace, Individual

line/route timetables.
(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, IB=inbound, OB=outbound)

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibits US6-07a through 09a. They include the Cook County Forest
Preserve, the Midlothian Forest Preserve, floodplain, wetlands, a golf
course, and LUST sites. Refer to Table 4.5.3 for a summary of
environmentally sensitive features.
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Table 4.5.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

item Exhibit ltem Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site - None identified
CERCLIS Site (1) - None identified
LUST Site (2) US6-07a Amaco Oil Co., 7170 159th Street, Orland Park
Us6-07a Detlta Sonic Car Wash, 6800 158th St., Tinley
Park
Habitat of Threatened - None identified
or Endangered Specie
(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
IAct Information Systerns; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping
(2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank

Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. A small stream and its floodplain

cross the roadway at Cicero Avenue. There are numerous wetland areas

scattered throughout the adjacent forest preserves.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical
significance located along this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. There are two LUST sites identified
along this segment at the addresses listed in Table 4.5.3.

Prime Farmland. There are no areas of prime farmland in this
segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
Illinois Department of Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Commercial uses line the route
between Oak Park Avenue and Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue). In
addition, an expansion of the Cook County Forest Preserve occurs

between Oak Park Avenue and Ridgeland Avenue. The Forest Preserve

National Golf Course is west of Central Avenue, south of the route.

Other uses in this segment include: multiple-family residential uses, east

of Arroyo Drive and between Latrobe and Lavergne Avenues; a post
office branch and the Oak Forest Park District building, a utility site at

Central Avenue; and the Oak Forest Metra station and parking facilities,

at Lamon Avenue. Schools and religious institutions in this segment
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include: Our Savior's Evangelical Covenant Church, Oak Forest United
Methodist Church, and the Arbor Park Middle School.

East of Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue), this segment passes adjacent
to the Midlothian Meadows Forest Preserve holdings on the north, and
the Cook County Oak Forest Hospital on the south. The Midlothian
Meadows Forest Preserve holdings include the St. Roche Friary. A
mixture of commercial, industrial, single-family residential uses and
vacant parcels are located between the Cook County Forest Preserve
and the Cook County Oak Forest Hospital on the east.

Development Access and Constraints. The existing right-of-way is
between 80 ft. and 100 ft. along this segment. Right-of-way expansion
is constrained by the commercial uses lining the route. These
commercial uses include convenience, retail and service establishments,
restaurants, auto dealerships, and gas stations. Expansion would
displace off-street parking and signage adjacent to US Route 6.

Expansion of the right-of-way is also constrained by structures with
shallow building setbacks. Constraints of this nature include: the
multiple-family residential structures east of Leclair Avenue; the
restaurant/bar on the southwest corner of Illinois Route 50 (Cicero
Avenue) and US Route 6; and the intersection of Crawford Avenue
(Pulaski Road) and US Route 6.

Right-of-way expansion is also constrained by the Cook County Forest
Preserve holdings, the golf course, and pedestrian/bicycle path east of
Oak Park Avenue, and the Midlothian Forest Preserve, east of lllinois
Route 50 (Cicero Avenue).

Future Development. This segment passes through developed portions
of the adjacent communities where the focus of future development will
be infill projects on vacant and underutilized sites. These communities
have planned the land along the route, and near interchanges, for
commercial and industrial uses. Vacant parcels backing these uses are
planned for residential development.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended
improvements, for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6-07b
through US6-02b and summarized on Table 4.5.4.

Roadway. The recommended 120 ft. roadway section in this segment
includes six 12 fi. through lanes with a 30 f. raised, landscaped median
and 9 ft. parkways with curb and gutter between Illinois Route 43
(Harlem Avenue) and Oak Park Avenue. Sidewalks will be provided in

this segment.
120’ Proposed R.O.W. L
: o 100" Existing R.O.W. N 5
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Praoposed Cross Section

The recommended 100 ft. roadway section includes four 12 ft. through
lanes with a 14 ft. flush median and 19 ft. parkways between Oak Park
Avenue and Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue), also between Crawford
Avenue (Pulaski Road) and I-57.

100' Proposed R.O.W.
100" Existing R.O.W.
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Proposed Cross Section

The recommended 80 ft. roadway section includes four 12 ft. through
lanes with a 14 ft. flush median and 9 ft. parkways with curb and gutter
between Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue) and Crawford Avenue
(Pulaski Road). A raised median is recommended within the 1-57

interchange limits.
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Table 4.5.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

1. Right-of-Wvay Width

The recommended right-of-way width is 120 ft. between lllinois Route 43
(Harlem Ave.) and Oak Park Ave., 100 ft. between Oak Park Ave. and Ninois
Route 50 (Cicero Ave.), 100 ft. between Crawford Ave. and I-57, and 80 ft.
between lllinois Route 50 (Cicero Ave.) and Crawford Ave.

2. Level of Service

LOS C From lllinois Route 43 (Hariem Ave.) to Oak Park Ave., LOSDto F
from Oak Park Ave. to I-57.

3. Number and Width of
Through Lanes

Three 12 ft. lanes in each direction from lllinois Route 43 (Harlem Ave.)
to Oak Park Ave. Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction from Oak Park
Ave. to I-57.

4. Median Width and Type

A 30 ft. raised median is recommended between lllinois Route 43
(Harlem Ave) and Oak Park Ave. A 14 ft. flush median between Oak Park
Ave. and 1-57.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/
Drainage Ditch

9 ft. parkways with closed drainage and sidewalks are recommended

between lllinois Route 43 (Harlem Ave.) and Oak Park Ave., also between
Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Ave.) and Crawford Ave. (Pulaski Rd.) 19 ft. parkways
with closed drainage and sidewalks are recommended between Oak Park

Ave and lllinois Route 50 (Cicero Ave.), aiso between Crawford Ave. {Pulaski
Rd.) and 1-57.

(o2

. Signalized Intersections

The major intersections are at Oak Park Ave., lllinois Route 50 (Cicero Ave.),
and Crawford Ave. (Pulaski Rd.). Other signalized intersections include 71st
Ct., Ridgeland Ave., Arroyo Dr., Centrai Ave., Laramie Ave., and Forest Dr.

7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.
8. Curb Cut Access No access control is possible where a flush median is recommended.
9. Transit Install a park-and-ride facility near lilinois Route 43 (Harlem Ave.). Install bus

stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals. install directional signs to
Metra stations. Install signal pre-emption.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle
Facility

Link discontinuous sidewalks.

11. Loading

No loading.

12. Miscellaneous

Replace structure camrying NIRC Railroad. Verify location and status of LUST
sites west of 71st Ct.
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Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. A left turn storage bay
will be provided within the median at median break locations. Dual left
turn lanes and single right turn lanes are recommended at Oak Park
Avenue, Illinois Route 50 (Cicero Avenue) and Crawford Avenue
(Pulaski Road). Based on low traffic volumes, stop-sign control is
recommended for all other intersecting roads that are not currently
signalized. The expected level of service is "C" from Illinois Route 43
to Oak Park Avenue and "D" to "F" in other portions of the segment.

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment.

Structures. The structure in this segment will require modification to
accommodate the recommended roadway section as shown in
Table 4.5.5, Structure Modifications.

Table 4.5.5: Structure Modifications

IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Existing Proposed
Structure Width Recommendation
Number (Feet)
016-0382 (NIRC RR/159th St./ - US 6 N/A | Replace to accommodate
recommended section.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile
intervals, preferably as far-side stops, especially east of Crawford
Avenue (Pulaski Road). Install connection bus stops, shelters, and
tumouts for Pace Bus Route 383. Install a park-and-ride facility at
Harlem Avenue intersection in coordination with the Harlem Avenue
corridor improvements for the exact location of the proposed facility.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. Sidewalks extend along the route in
several locations along this segment. SRA improvements include
linking these sidewalks to provide a continuous pedestrian walkway.

A pedestrian and bicycle trail passes through the Cook County Forest
Preserve: this trail should be maintained. A pedestrian crossing should
be provided near the residential area south of the SRA route.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.
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Roadway. The intersections at Oak Park Avenue, Illinois Route 50
(Cicero Avenue) and Crawford Avenue (Pulaski Road) should be
improved. These are improvements requiring little right-of-way, and
will improve traffic flow.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no short termn improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals,
preferably as far-side stops, especially east of Crawford Avenue (Pulaski
Road). Install connection bus stops, shelters, and turnouts for Pace Bus
Route 383. Reserve space for future park-and-ride facility near Illinois
Route 43. Coordinate with Harlem Avenue corridor improvements for
exact location of proposed park-and-ride facility. Install directional signs
to the Oak Forest Station on the Rock Island District Line near Illinois
Route 50 (Cicero Avenue). Install signal pre-emption.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no pedestrian/bicycle facilities
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way is 120 ft. between Harlem Avenue and
Oak Park Avenue. Therefore, 20 ft. right of way acquisitions are needed
in that section. These takes will be arranged in the corridor so as to
minimize impacts. The existing right-of-way will be maintained in the
reminder of the segment.

Potential Environmental Concerns

With the exception of the three-block area between Harlem Avenue and
Oak Park Avenue, the recommended improvements to this segment can
be constructed within the existing right-of-way, so that no acquisition of
forest preserve land would be necessary. There would be need,
however, for acquisition of an additional 10 fi. of right-of-way along
both sides of the roadway between Oak Park Avenue and Harlem
Avenue. Itis necessary to verify the exact location and status of the
LUST sites to avoid disturbance of contaminated soils.
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Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 5 is shown in Table 4.5.6.

Table 4.5.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 5 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)

Improvements __; | Estimated Cost
Recommended }
Roadway $16,250,000
Intersection Improvement $1,000,000
Structure Modification $1,000,000
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $10,400,000
FR_i@t of Way $100,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $28,750,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
intersection improvement $1,000,000
Structure Modification $0
Interchange Improvement S0
Transit iImprovement $10,400,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Tenm/Low-Cost improvements $11,400,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. No ultimate improvements are

recommended in this segment.
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4.6 Segment 6: 159th Street, Interstate 57 to Dixie Highway

Location

Segment 6 extends from Interstate 57 to Dixie Highway and is
approximately 2.1 miles in length and is located in Markham, Harvey,
and unincorporated Cook County (See Figure 4.1.1).

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibits US6-09a and 10a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way along this segment varies
from 83 ft. to 100 ft. At the Interstate 57 and Interstate 294
interchanges, the right-of-way widens out considerably.

Roadway Characteristics. This asphalt overlaid pavement typically
consists of four 12 ft. wide through lanes, a center median varying from
zero to 18 ft. wide and curb and gutter. A third eastbound lane exists
between Kedzie Avenue and I-294, where the lane drop occurs before
entering the interchange area. Paved shoulders exist along the roadway
in the I-294 interchange area. The speed limit varies from 35 mph to
45 mph.

Traffic ControVIntersection Configuration. In this segment there are
three signalized intersections. They are at Central Park Avenue, Kedzie
Avenue and Richmond Avenue. The signal approach characteristics for
these intersections include two approach lanes and single left turn lanes.
These intersections are not considered major. The Interstate 57
interchange is located at the west end of this segment and the Interstate
294 interchange is located east of the Canterbury Shopping Center.

Structures. There are two existing structures in this segment as
indicated in Table 4.6.1.

Table 4.6.1: Existing Structures List

IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width | Length] Horizontal Vertical
Structure (feet) | (feet) | Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA] (feet) on SRA
016-1013]159th St.- U.S. 6/1-57 84.0 | 247.0 N/A N/A
016-0383 [159th St.- U.S. 6/1-284 78.0 | 229.0 N/A N/A

Transit. Pace Bus Route 364 travels along the corridor in this segment.
Pace Bus Route 359 crosses the corridor on Kedzie Avenue.
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Table 4.6.2: Transit Facilities and Operations

Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership
Spaces | % Use
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 364 Along the Weekday: 15-24 EB, 14-21 WB; 1,829 N/A N/A
Corridor Saturday: 11-12 EB. 10-12 WB,
Sunday: 8-10 EB, 9-10 WB;
Pace 359 Crosses the Weekday: 21NB, 21SB; 1,223 N/A N/A
Corridor on No Saturday, Sunday, or
Kedzie Avenue holiday service.

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation™ (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1992" (June 1992). Metra and Pace, individual

line/route timetables.

(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, IB=inbound, OB=outbound)

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment of

US Route 6 are shown in Exhibits US6-09a through 10a and include
several wetlands, floodplain areas north and south of the route, two

LUST sites and an endangered specie habitat. Refer to Table 4.6.3 for a
summary of environmentally sensitive features.

Table 4.6.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

item Exhibit Item Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site - None identified
CERCLIS Site (1) - None identified
LUST Site (2) US6-09a Shell Qil Co., 3553 W. 159th St., Markham
US6-10a Amoco Oil Co., 15859 S. Westem Ave.,
Harvey
Habitat of Threatened US6-09a A habitat was identified north of the route
or Endangered Specie between Whipple St. & Richmond St., Markam
(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
IAct Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping
2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank
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Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. Floodplain exists along the southern
half of the interchange area at I-294, and north and south of the route
from I-294 east to the IC Railroad. There are several scattered wetlands
within undeveloped lands east of Kedzie Avenue and within the 1-294
interchange.

Historical Significance. There are no sites of documented historical
significance located along this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. Two LUST sites have been reported at
the addresses shown in Table 4.6.3.

Prime Farmland. There are no areas of prime farmland in this
segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. A threatened or endangered
specie habitat has been identified between Whipple Street and
Richmond Street, north of US Route 6.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. Between the I-57 and 1-294
interchanges, the route is lined by a thin strip of commercial uses and
vacant land, interspersed with some single-family residential uses. The
predominant land use between 1-294 and Dixie Highway is single-family
residential. In addition, there are vacant parcels near Western Avenue
and an industrial use at Oakley Street, and commercial uses adjoining
Dixie Highway.

Other uses in this segment include: the Markham Lutheran School,
Roesner Park, southwest of the I-294 interchange; Radio Station Park,
and the Canterbury Shopping Center.

Development Access and Constraints. The existing right-of-way
varies between 83 ft. and 100 ft. in this segment. Expansion of the
right-of-way is constrained by structures with shallow building setbacks
adjacent to the route in some areas. Constraints of this nature occur
from Central Park Avenue to Kedzie Avenue. In several instances,
structures immediately adjacent to the SRA may be impacted by
roadway expansion due to their shallow building setbacks. Development
of the proposed cross section would best be done in conjunction with
redevelopment in the area.
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Future Development. This segment passes through mature, fully
developed portions of the City of Markham and unincorporated Cook
County where the focus of future development will be infill projects on
vacant and underutilized sites. A development proposal for the parcel on
the northwest quadrant of I-294 and US Route 6 includes a hotel, auto

dealership, and office uses.

Biestagie
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Recommended Improvements
Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended
improvements, for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6-09b
through US6-10b and summarized in Table 4.6.4.
Roadway. The recommended 100 ft. roadway section in this segment
includes four 12 ft. through lanes with 14 fi. flush median and 19 ft.
parkways, from I-57 to Kedzie Avenue, and from 1-294 to Dixie
Highway. The area in front of Canterbury Shopping Center will have
four 12 ft. through lanes, an auxiliary lane, 18 ft. raised, landscaped
median and 11 ft. parkways with curb and gutter. A raised median is
recommended within the 1-294 interchange limits.
100" Proposed R.O.W.
83-100' Existing R.O.W.
19 24 14 24 19
T
i 1 T —
£ =
£9 ] £8
g K5 2% 0§ 3
Proposed Cross Section
100’ Proposed R.O.W.
100" Existing R.O.W.
11 24' ) 18'_1A 36 _4411‘
l ) |
T
; 5
> S >
: I §§ Bs 5, ¢
g N.§ g2 8 23 a
Proposad Cross Section
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Table 4.6.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

1. Right-of-Way Width

The recommended right-of-way width is 100 ft.

2. Level of Service

LOS D to E east of I-57, and F west of {-57

3. Number and Width of
Through Lanes

Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction except between Kedzie Ave. and Interstate
294 where an auxiliary lane is provided eastbound.

4. Median Width and Type

An 18 ft. raised median between Kedzie Ave. and 1-294. A 14 fi. flush median
throughout the remainder of the segment.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/
Drainage Ditch

11 fi. parkways are recommended between Kedzie Ave. and 1-294. 18 ft.
parkways for the remainder of the segment. Sidewalks and closed drainage
are recommended throughout the segment.

6. Signalized Intersections

There are no major intersections in this segment. Other signalized
intersections are at Central Park Ave., Kedzie Ave., and Richmond St.

7. Parking:

Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access

Access will be restricted to right in/right out between Kedzie Ave. and 1-294
except at Troy St., Whipple St., and Richmond St. where median breaks will
be provided. No access control possible in rest of segment due to flush
median.

9. Transit

instail signal pre-emption. Install Park-and-Ride Lot near 1-294.
Install bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals as far side stops.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle
Facility

Link discontinuous sidewalks and where possible, route bicycles to
parallel streets.

11. Loading

No loading.

12. Miscellaneous

Evaluate the likely impacts to habitat of threatened or endangered specie and
the proximity of the LUST site.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. A flush median is
recommended in the majority of this segment to allow left turn access to
driveways and cross streets along the SRA route. Single left turn lanes
are recommended at all signalized intersections. Based on low cross-
street traffic volumes, stop-sign control is recommended for all other
intersecting roads. The expected level of service is "F" west of Interstate
57 and "D/E" east of Interstate 57.

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. Full access will be permitted except at signalized intersections
where there is a raised median. No access control will be provided
where a flush median is recommended.

Access to some land uses along the SRA route would require travelling
beyond the destination to utilize a mid-block left-turn or altering the
route taken to access the land use with a right-in maneuver. The raised
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median would also provide a refuge for pedestrians crossing the SRA
and an opportunity to install landscaping in areas which otherwise offer
little green space. Direct left-turn access would be retained for the
Canterbury Shopping Center and the neighborhood to the north through
the provision of one signalized intersection and two mid-block left-turn
access points.

Structures. The two structures in this segment will not require
modification.

Transit Facilities. Install signal pre-emption. Install a park-and-ride lot
near I-294, possibly at the Canterbury Shopping Center. Install bus
stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals as far side stops.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. Sidewalks extend along the SRA in
several locations of this segment. SRA improvements include linking
these sidewalks to provide a continuous pedestrian walkway.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic ControlIntersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. The implementation of the recommendation of
right in/right out only at selected intersections will help manage access
for better service levels.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/4 mile
intervals as far side stops. Reserve space for a park-and-ride lot near
1-294.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.
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Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended improvements require right-of-way widths of 100 ft.
The area between Western Avenue and Dixie Highway is 83 fi.
Therefore, 17 ft. of right-of-way will be needed along eastbound US
Route 6.

Potential Environmental Concerns

The area of potential concern along this segment lies between Western
Avenue and Dixie Highway. The recommended cross-section for this
sub-segment would require an additional 17 ft. on the south side of the
roadway, necessitating acquisition of some commercial property and
undeveloped woodland areas totalling less than one acre.

The likelihood of impacts to the habitat of threatened or endangered
specie and the LUST location would require further evaluation in a
Phase I study.

Cost Estimate
The cost estimate for segment 6 is shown in Table 4.6.6.

Table 4.6.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 6 of US6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)

— — S ————
Recommended
Roadway $7.000,000
Intersection improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
interchange improvement $0
Transit Improvement $5,000,000
Right of Way $10,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended improvements $12,010,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Intersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $5,000,000
Pjght of Way ' $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost improvements $5,000,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)
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Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. No ultimate improvements are
recommended in this segment.
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4.7 Segment 7: 159th Street, Dixie Highway to Illinois Route 1
(Halsted Street)

Location

Segment 7 extends from Dixie Highway to Illinois Route 1 (Halsted
Street) (See Figure 4.1.1). This segment is located in Harvey, and is
approximately 1.4 miles in length.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibits US6-10a and 11a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way along this segment varies
from 66 ft. to 83 fi.

Roadway Characteristics. This segment consists of an asphalt overlaid
roadway varying in through lane configuration. The roadway typically
consists of four 12 ft. wide through lanes except near the

IC Markham Yards underpasses. In this area the roadway narrows to
two through lanes with a 12 ft. wide median. The lane drops occur west
of Lexington Avenue and east of Fisk Avenue. Median width in the four
lane cross section varies from zero to 18 ft. where medians typically
occur at intersection channelization. An eastbound exclusive right turn
lane exists at the Park Avenue intersection. The speed limit is 35 mph.

Traffic ControlVIntersection Configuration. In this segment the five
signalized intersections are: Dixie Highway, Wood Avenue; Myrtle
Street; Park Avenue; and Carse Avenue.

In addition to these intersections, there are several intersecting roads
controlled by stop signs. Two of the intersections mentioned above are
considered major, Dixie Highway and Park Avenue. These are shown
in Figure 4.7.2.
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Figure 4.7.2: Existing Intersection Configuration
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Structures. There are two structures in this segment as indicated in
Table 4.7.1.
Table 4.7.1: Existing Structures List
IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width [Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure (feet) | (feet) Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA" | (feet) on SRA
016-0384 |IC RR/158th St.- U.S. 6 N/A | 72.0 20.0 14.0
016-0385{IC RR/158th St.- U.S. 6 N/A | 75.0 19.0 13.5

* From face of center pier to face of abutment.

Transit. The Harvey Station on the Metra Electric Line is located just
north of the corridor at Park Avenue and 154th Street. Pace Bus Route

352 travels along the corridor between Wood and Park Avenue.
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Table 4.7.2: Transit Facilities and Operations

Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership

Spaces | % Use

Metra Lines and Nearest Station

Metra Electric Park Avenue Weekday: 31 IB, 29 OB; 1,470 832 93.6%
Line and 154th Street Saturday: 31 1B, 29 OB;
Harvey Station Sunday: 11 1B, 11 OB;
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 352 Along the Corridor |Weekday: §9-60 EB, 60 WB; 6,079 N/A N/A
between Wood Saturday: 33-34 EB, 33 WB;
and Park Avenues |Sunday. 24 EB, 24 WB;

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation® (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1992 (June 1992). Metra and Pace, Individual

line/route timetables.
{NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, IB=inbound, OB=outbound)

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment of US Route
6 are shown on Exhibits US6-10a and 11a, and include a hazardous
waste site, LUST sites, floodplain, and dense urban land uses. Refer to
Table 4.7.3 for a summary of environmentally sensitive features.

Table 4.7.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

item Exhibit ltem Description/Address/Reqistry
Historic Site US6-11a Two sites located north of US Route 6, between
Center Ave. and lllinois Route 1 (Halsted St.)
CERCLIS Site (1) Us6-11a Allied Tube and Conduit, 16100 S. Lathrop St.,
Harvey
LUST Site (2) US6-10a Bank of Commerce and industry, 15906 S.
Ashland, Harvey
uUs6-11a Amoco Oil Co., 15901 S. Haisted, Harvey
Use-11a Commonwealth Edison Harvey Area HQ, 155th
St. & Fisk St., Harvey
Use-11a lllinois Bell, 236 E. 158th St., Harvey
Habitat of Threatened - None identified
Act Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or iliegal dumping
2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank
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Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. The Union Drainage Ditch is south of
the route. Much of this segment's urban development occurs on
floodplain.

Historical Significance. Two sites on the Illinois Register of Historic
Structures are within 1/4 mile of US Route 6, north of the roadway
between Center Avenue and Illinois Route 1 (Halsted Street).

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. A site containing hazardous waste has
been identified by USEPA along the Union Drainage Ditch at 161st
Street. Four sites along the route in this segment are reported to contain
leaking underground storage tanks.

Prime Farmland. There are no areas of prime farrmnland along this
segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
Illinois Department of Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. A thin strip of commercial uses
lines the route in this segment, as seen on the aerials US6-10a and 11a.
Interspersed with the commercial uses are many vacant structures and
properties, and several office and industrial uses east of Center Avenue.

Commercial uses lining the route are backed up by neighborhoods of
single-family residential uses. There are several schools and
neighborhood parks in this segment including: James W. Riley School
and Lincoln Park, Emerson School, Holmes School, New Holmes Park,
Loomis Park and Kiwanis Park.

Development Access and Constraints. The existing right-of-way
ranges between 66 ft. and 83 ft. in Segment 7. This segment is highly
constrained throughout its length by the commercial uses lining the
route.

Future Development. This segment passes through mature, fully
developed portions of the City of Harvey where the focus of future
development will be infill projects on vacant or underutilized sites.
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended
improvements, for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6 -10b

and 11b and summarized in Table 4.7 4.

Roadway. The recommended 76 ft. to 83 ft. roadway section in this
segment provides for four 11 ft. through lanes, with an 11 ft. flush
median, and 10.5 ft. - 14 ft. parkways with curb and gutter. Sidewalks

will be replaced in this segment.

76'-83' P R.OW.
66'-83" Exasting R.O.W.
10 14 227 1 22 10, 5"‘14
n— 1 I ﬁ[lm_‘.
F g |
§ e £ § g s g
= £$ ] E8 £
3 - 2§ - s
a ~3 frd ~3 a
Proposed Cross Section
76’ Proposed R.O.W. .
v 68' Existing R.O.W. S
110.5' 27 " 227 105 |
i b T T 1 i
§ 83 <5 g5 |§
£ £¢ Sg - 5
a ~3 g ~3 o
Proposed Cross Section
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Table 4.7.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

1. Right-of-Way Width The recommended right-of-way width is 76 fi. to 83 fi.

2. Level of Service LOSDtoF

3. Number and Width of Two 11 fi. lanes in each direction.
Through Lanes

4. Median Width and Type |An 11 fi. flush median is recommended in this segment.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/ 10.5 fi. to 14 fi. parkways with closed drainage and sidewalks.
Drainage Ditch

6. Signalized Intersections |The major intersections are at Dixie Highway and Park Ave. Other signalized
intersections are located at Wood Ave., Myrtie St., and Carse Ave.
7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.
8. Curb Cut Access No access control is possible due to flush median.
9. Transit Install far side bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals. Reserve
space for future bus stops, shelters and tumouts between Dixie Hwy. and Wood
Ave., aiso between Park Ave. and Halsted St. Provide directional signs to
the Harvey station on Metra Electric Line. Provide Park-and-Ride lot with
bus transfer facility near Dixie Highway.
10. Pedestrian/Bicycle Provide continuous sidewalk. Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle linkages
Facility between residential areas, schools and parks.
11. Loading No loading.
12. Miscelianeous Provide new structures camrying IC Railroad. Re-examine number of tum
lanes at the Park Ave. intersection.
Traffic ControVIntersection Configuration. It is recommended to
provide single left and right turn lanes at the Dixie Highway and Park
Avenue intersections. Based on the low traffic volumes, stop-sign
control is recommended for all other intersecting roads that are not
currently signalized. The expected level of service in this segment is
"D" to "F."
Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended for this
segment. No left turn access control is possible, due to the flush
median.
Structures. The two structures in this segment will require replacement
to accommodate the recommended roadway section as shown in
Table 4.7.5 for Structure Modifications.
US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road [_C_‘ 09/ 4 | ==
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Table 4.7.5: Structure Modifications

IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Existing Proposed
Structure Width Recommendation
Number (Feet)

016-0384 |IC RR/159th St. - US Route 6 78.0 Provide new structure.
016-0385 |IC RR/15%th St. - US Route 6 84.0 Provide new structure.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile
intervals as far side stops, where bus service exists. Reserve space for
future bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile intervals as far side
stops between Dixie Highway and Wood Avenue and between Park
Avenue and Illinois Route 1 (Halsted Street). Install directional signs to
the Harvey Station on the Metra Electric Line. Place directional signs at
Park Avenue. Provide a park-and-ride lot with bus transfer facility near
Dixie Highway.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. SRA improvements include providing a
continuous sidewalk along this segment. Safe pedestrian and bicycle
linkages between the adjacent residential areas and the schools and parks
within the segment should also be provided as part of SRA
improvements.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. There are no short termn improvements
recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in
this segment.

Transit Facilities. Reserve space for future park-and-ride lot with a bus
transfer facility near Dixie Highway.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.
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Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way width in this segment varies from 76 ft.
to 83 ft. Therefore, right-of-way acquisitions will be needed in the

segment from Paulina Avenue east to Halsted Street.

Potential Environmental Concerns

The identified hazardous waste site lies to the south of 164th Street,
along the Union Drainage Ditch, so that no involvement with the site
will occur as a result of this project. The status and location of the LUST
sites will require further evaluation in a Phase I study. No other impacts
of significance to the surrounding environment will occur as a result of

the proposed improvements.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 7 is shown in Table 4.7.6.

Table 4.7.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 7 of US6/Caton Farm Road

] (1991 Dollars)
lmgrovements | Estimated Cost |
Recommended
Roadway $5,850,000
Intersection Improvement $1,000,000
Structure Modification $2,500,000
interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $3,800,000
Right of Way $140,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $13,390,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
intersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit improvement $200,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements $200,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also inciuded in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. No ultimate improvements are

recommended in this segment.
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4.8 Segment 8: 159th/162nd Street, Illinois Route 1 (Halsted Street) to
Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway)

Location

Segment 8 extends on 159th/162nd Street from Illinois Route 1 (Halsted
Street) to Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway) (See Figure 4.1.1). This
segment is approximately 2.8 miles in length and passes through or
adjacent to the City of Harvey and the Village of South Holland.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of US Route 6 are
shown on Exhibits US6-11a and 12a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way varies throughout this
segment. The right-of-way ranges from 83 ft. to 202 ft., with 100 ft.
throughout the majority of the segment. The existing right-of-way is
several hundred feet at Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway).

Roadway Characteristics. The existing roadway in this segment
typically carries four through lanes of traffic on an asphalt overlaid, curb
and gutter cross section. The typical median width varies between 12 ft.
and 16 ft. in width. The median narrows to 4 ft. in the I-94 interchange
area and does not exist near and under the CSX/UP Railroad viaduct. A
westbound exclusive right turn lane exists at the Indiana Avenue and
Halsted Street intersections. The speed limit is 35 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment, there are
ten signalized intersections: Illinois Route 1/Halsted Street, Thornton-
Blue Island Road/Vincennes Road; Van Drunen Road; Indiana Avenue/
State Street; South Park Avenue/Chicago Road; School Street;

Cottage Grove Avenue; Ellis Avenue West; Ellis Avenue East; and
Woodlawn Avenue.

In addition to these intersections there are several intersecting roads
controlled by stop signs. There is an at-grade railroad crossing at the
BOCT RR west of Van Drunen Road. The Interstate 94 (Calumet
Expressway) interchange is located at the east end of this segment.

Of the ten signals mentioned above, two are considered major, Illinois
Route 1 (Halsted Street) and South Park Avenue (Chicago Road).
These are shown in Figure 4.8.2.
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Figure 4.8.2: Existing Intersection Configuration
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Structures. There are two structures in this segment as indicated in

Table 4.8.1.
Table 4.8.1: Existing Structures List
iDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width {Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure ' (feet) | (feet) | Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA] (feet) on SRA
016-0386 | 159th St.- U.S. 6/Calumet Union Ditch 66.0 | 31.0 N/A N/A
016-0387 {UP (CSXT) Soo RR/159th St.- U.S. 6 N/A | 61.0 54.0 13.5

Transit. Pace Bus Route 364 travels along the corridor in this segment,
Pace Bus Route 370 travels along the corridor between Illinois Route 1
(Halsted Street) and Thornton - Blue Island Road (Vincennes Avenue),
Pace Bus Route 448 travels along the corridor between Vincennes and
South Park Avenues, and Pace Bus Route 353 crosses on Cottage Grove
Avenue.
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Table 4.8.2: Transit Facilities and Operations

Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership
Spaces | % Use
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 364 Along the Comidor  [Weekday: 29 EB, 29 WB,; 1,829 N/A N/A
between Wood Saturday: 12 EB, 11-12 WB;
and Park Avenues [Sunday: 10 EB, 9-10 WB;
Pace 370 Along the Comridor  |Weekday: 17 EB, 18 WB; 713
Between Halsted Saturday: 10 EB, 10 WB;
Street and No Sunday or holiday service.
Vincennes Avenue
Pace 448 Along the Comidor |Weekday Aftemoon: 4 EB
Between Weekday Moming: 4 WB 56
Vincennes and No Saturday, Sunday, or holiday
South Park service.
Avenues

Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation” (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterly Route Review: January - March, 1982" (June 1992). Metra and Pace, Individual

linefroute timetables.
(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, IB=inbound, OB=outbound)

Existing Environmental Characteristics

The existing environmental characteristics for this segment are shown on
Exhibits US6-11a and 12a and include a drainage ditch, floodplain,
parks, a historic landmark, and LUST sites. Refer to Table 4.8.3 fora
summary of environmentally sensitive features.
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Table 4.8.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features

ftem Exhibit ltem Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site USe6-12a First Dutch Reform Church, 162nd St. & South
Park, South Holland, ILL inventory of Historic
Structures
CERCLIS Site (1) - None identified
LUST Site (2) US6-12a Shell Qil Co., 800 E. 162nd St., South Holland
Us6-12a Thomas Pontiac, 902 E. 162nd St., South
Holland
US6-12a Expressway Car Wash, 1100 E. 162nd St.,
South Holland
US6-11a South Holland Dodge, 113 W. 162nd St., South
Holland
US6-12a Perruso Cleaners, 425 E. 162nd St., South
Holland
US6-12a Fannie May Candies, 1001 W. 162nd St.,
South Holland
US6-12a George Gibson Chevrolet, 1533 E. 162nd St.,
South Holland
US6-11a GRG Leasing, 2 W. 162nd St., South Holland
Use-11a Mobil Oil Co., US Route 6 & State St., South
Holland
US6-11a Pals Cartage Co., 16200 State St., South
Holiand
US6-11a Wausau Lumber Co., 233 E. 161st Pl., South
Holland
Us6-11a Super America, 181 W. 162nd St., South
Holland
Habitat of Threatened - None identified
or Endangered Specie

(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Act Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping

(2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank

Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. The Union Drainage Ditch and its
floodplain cross US Route 6 near Indiana Avenue. There is a floodplain
north of the route between South Park Avenue and I-94 (Calumet
Expressway).

Historical Significance. The First Dutch Reformn Church, listed on the
Ilinois Inventory of Historic Landmarks, is located at the South Park
Avenue intersection.
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Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. Twelve LUST sites have been found
along this segment at the addresses listed in Table 4.8.3.

Prime Farmland. There are no areas of prime farmland along this
segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. There are no threatened or
endangered species known to exist along this segment, according to the
Nllinois Department of Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristics

Type and Intensity of Development. The commercial uses lining the
corridor are backed up by neighborhoods of single family residential
uses. Other uses in this segment include: several agricultural and vacant
parcels between Illinois Route 1 (Halsted Street) and the CSX and UP
Railways; South Suburban College is located between Suntone Drive and
Indiana Avenue; the Midwest Carvers Museum, at Thornton-Blue Island
Road; and the South Holland Village Hall and municipal complex, at
Wausau Avenue.

Development Access and Constraints. Right-of-way expansion is
severely constrained by the commercial uses lining the route.

Future Development. This segment passes through mature, fully
developed portions of the adjacent communities where the focus of
future development will be infill projects on vacant and underutilized
sites. The Village of South Holland has planned most of the land along
the route for commercial development. The vacant and agricultural land
near the BOCT Railway has been planned for light industrial uses. The
agricultural parcel east of Indiana Avenue is planned for commercial
development along the route, and single-family residential development
on the interior portion of the parcel.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road
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Recommended Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended improvements,
for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibit US6 -11b through 12b and
summarized in Table 4.8.4.

Roadway. The recommended 100 ft. roadway section in this segment
includes four 12 ft. through lanes with a 14 ft. flush median, 19 ft.
parkways, with curb and gutter. Sidewalks will be provided in this

section.
100' Proposed R.O.W.
100 Existing R.O.W.
19 24 18 24 19
=  p— —7
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™
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Proposed Cross Section

Traffic ControlIntersection Configuration. Dual left turn lanes and
single right turn lanes are recommended at Illinois Route 1 (Halsted
Street) and South Park Avenue (Chicago Road). A signal was initially
considered at Wausau Avenue but due to the close proximity of the
Chicago Road intersection, no signal is recommended. Based on low
traffic volumes stop-sign control is recommended for all other
intersecting roads that are not currently signalized. The expected level of
service is "D" to “F."

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended in this
segment. No left turn access control is possible due to the flush median.

Structures. The CSX RR structure in this segment will require
replacement to accommodate the recommended roadway cross section.
A grade separation is recommended at the BOCT Railroad crossing as a
post 2010 improvement.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
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Table 4.8.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

1. Right-of-Way Width The recommended right-of-way is 100 fi.

2. Level of Service LOSDtoF

3. Number and Width of Two 12 ft. lanes in each direction.
Through Lanes

4. Median Width and Type |A 14 fi. flush median is recommended in this segment.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/ 19 f. parkways with closed drainage and sidewalks.
Drainage Ditch

(o2

. Signalized Intersections |The major signalized intersections are at lllinois Route 1(Halsted St.) and
South Park Ave./Chicago Rd. Other signalized intersections are at Thomton-
Blue Island Rd., Van Drunen Road, Indiana Ave., School St., Cottage

Grove Ave., Ellis Ave. (east and west), and Woodlawn Ave.

7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.

8. Curb Cut Access No access control is possible due to the flush median.

9. Transit Install directional signs to future Metra station on the proposed CSX Railroad/
Union Pacific Railroad commuter service. Install bus stops, shelters, tumouts,
at 1/4 mile spacing and signal pre-emption.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle Provide continuous sidewalk. Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle linkages
between residential areas, schools, and parks.

11. Loading No loading.

12. Miscellaneous A new structure is proposed at the CSX Railroad crossing. Provide a grade

separation over the BOCT Railroad as a post 2010 improvement.

Transit Facilities. Install signal pre-emption and bus stops, shelters
and turnouts at 1/4 mile spacing. Install directional signs to the future
station on the proposed CSX Railroad/Union Pacific Railroad commuter
service. Place signs near the railroad crossing, at Indiana Avenue, and at
South Park Avenue.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. SRA improvements include providing a
continuous sidewalk along this segment. Safe pedestrian and bicycle
linkages between the adjacent residential areas and the schools and parks
within this segment should be provided as part of SRA improvements.
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Short Term/Low Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 Years)
implementation.

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. The intersection at South
Park Avenue (Chicago Road) should be improved. This is an
improvement requiring little right-of-way, and this will improve traffic
flow.

Parking and Access. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile
intervals as far side stops.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The recommended right-of-way width for this segment is 100 ft. The
existing right-of-way in this segment is 100 ft. Therefore, no right-of-
way is needed in this segment.

Potential Environmental Concerns

There are numerous LUST sites along the corridor in this segment.
Their actual location and status will need further evaluation to determine
the likelihood of disturbance by the recommended improvements. The
same consideration would be necessary for the historic property at South
Park Avenue.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 8 is shown in Table 4.8.6.
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Table 4.8.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 8 of US Route 6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)
improvements - | Estimated Cost
Recommended B
Roadway $9,100,000
Intersection improvement $0
Structure Modification $1,000,000
interchange improvement $0
Transit Improvement $6,000,000
[Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended Improvements $16,100,000
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Intersection improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange improvement $0
Transit Improvement $6,000,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost improvements $6,000,000
Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. In this segment it is proposed that
Van Drunen Road be converted to a cul-de-sac so US Route 6 can be
grade separated over the BOCT RR as a post 2010 improvement. A
signal is proposed at Suntone Drive to replace the signal removed at
Van Drunen Road. A connector road would be built to provide access to

Suntone Drive from Van Drunen Road.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road
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4.9 Segment 9: River Oaks Drive, Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway) to
Torrence Avenue

L.ocation

Segment 9 extends from Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway) to US
Route 6/Illinois Route 83 (Torrence Avenue) (See Figure 4.1.1). This
segment passes through South Holland and Calumet City, and is
approximately 1.3 miles in length.

Existing Facility Characteristics

The existing facility characteristics for this segment of US Route 6 are
shown on Exhibits US6-12a through 13a.

Right-of-Way. The existing right-of-way varies throughout the
segment. Itis 100 ft. from the Little Calumet River bridge to
US Route 6/Illinois Route 83 (Torrence Avenue). The existing
right-of-way is several hundred feet at Interstate 94 (Calumet
Expressway).

Roadway Characteristics. The asphalt overlaid roadway typically
consists of four 12 ft. wide through lanes with a 16 ff. wide median and
curb and gutter. Throat widening to a six lane cross section with median
occurs on the west approach to the Torrence Avenue intersection.
Exclusive right turn lanes occur at several intersections. The speed limit
is 35 mph.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. In this segment there are
six signalized intersections: Van Dam Road; Park Avenue;
Greenwood Road; Paxton Avenue; Ring Road; and Illinois Route 83/

Torrence Avenue.

In addition to these intersections there are several access roads to River
Oaks West Shopping Center which are controlled by stop signs. The
Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway) interchange is located at the west
end of this segment. Of the six signals mentioned above, one is
considered major, Illinois Route 83 (Torrence Avenue). This
intersection is shown in Figure 4.9.2.
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Figure 4.9.2: Existing Intersection Configuration

Structures. There are two structures in this segment as indicated in

Table 4.9.1.
Table 4.9.1: Existing Structure List
IDOT Facility Carried / Feature Crossed Width |Length| Horizontal Vertical
Structure (feet) | (feet) Clearance Clearance
Number (feet) on SRA | (feet) on SRA
016-0388 |159th St.- U.S. 6/Calumet Expressway-1-84 | 76.0 | 229.0 N/A N/A
016-0389 [159th St.- U.S. 6/Little Calumet River 65.0 | 159.0 N/A N/A

Transit. Pace Bus Route 364 travels along the corridor in this segment,
but it displaces south of the corridor to access the River Oaks Shopping
Centers, for only those few blocks where the shopping centers exist.
Pace Bus Route 358 crosses on Torrence Avenue, but also uses 159th
Street to access the River Oaks Shopping Center (Office Building), just

east of Torrence Avenue.
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Table 4.9.2: Transit Facilities and Operations

Route Location Frequency Weekday Station Parking
of Facility Boardings/
Ridership
Spaces | % Use
Pace Bus Routes
Pace 364 Along the Corridor |Weekday: 29 EB, 29 WB; 1,829 N/A N/A
Throughout Most  |Saturday: 12 EB, 11 WB;
of This Segment __ [Sunday: 10 EB, § WB,
Pace 358 Crosses on Weekday: 11-15 NB, 11-13 SB 461 N/A N/A
Torrence Avenue |Saturday: 7 NB, 7 SB;
Uses 159th Street |No Sunday or holiday service.
East of Corridor
Sources: Metra and Pace, "Future Agenda for Suburban Transportation® (April 1992). Pace,
"Quarterfy Route Review: January - March, 1992 (June 1992). Metra and Pace, Individual
line/route tirnetables.
{(NB=northbound, SB=southbound, EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, I1B=inbound, OB=outbound)
Existing Environmental Characteristics
The existing environmental characteristics for this segment of
US Route 6 are shown on Exhibits US6-12a and 13a and include
floodplain, the Little Calumet River, forest preserve, a golf course,
wetlands, the habitat of a threatened or endangered specie, and dense
suburban development. Refer to Table 4.9.3 for a summary of
environmentally sensitive features.
Table 4.9.3: Summary of Environmentally Sensitive Features
ltem Exhibit item Description/Address/Registry
Historic Site - None identified
CERCLIS Site (1) - None identified
LUST Site (2) US6-13a Shell Qil Co., 1351 River Oaks Rd., South
Holland
Habitat of Threatened US6-13a The habitat of one threatened or endangered
or Endangered Specie specie was identified within the Cook County
Forest Preserve.
(1) CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Act Information Systems; sites that reportedly have accepted hazardous substances
or possess a record of accidental or illegal dumping
(2) LUST = Leaking Underground Storage Tank
US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road g 7/69/ 4 =
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Streams/Wetlands/Floodplains. The route crosses the Little Calumet
River and its floodplain east of the Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway)
interchange. There are several small wetlands adjacent to the route
between Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway) and Greenwood Road.
There is an identified large wetland within the Cook County Forest
Preserve between Paxton Avenue and Torrence Avenue.

Historical Significance. There zre no sites of documented historical
significance located in this segment.

Hazardous Waste/LUST Sites. There is one LUST site reported along
this segment, as listed in Table 4.9.3.

Prime Farmland. There are no areas of prime farmland along this
segment.

Threatened or Endangered Species. A threatened or endangered
specie is located within the Cook County Forest Preserve between Paxton
Avenue and Illinois Route 83, according to the Illinois Department of
Conservation.

Existing Land Use/Development Characteristic

Type and Intensity of Development. A mixture of land uses occurs in
this segment. Commercial uses are most prevalent and occur in the
northeast and southeast quadrants of Interstate 94 (Calumet Expressway),
along the route west of Greenwood Road and south of the route, between
Greenwood Road and the project limits at Illinois Route 83 (Torrence
Avenue, River Oaks West Shopping Center), as seen on aerials US6-12a
and 13a. Midway between 1-94 and Greenwood Road is the Little
Calumet River and River Oaks Golf Course, which both extend north and
south from the route. A multiple-family housing complex occurs at the
northwest quadrant of the US Route 6 (River Oaks Drive) and Paxton
Avenue intersection. North of the route, between Paxton Avenue and
Nlinois Route 83 is an expanse of Cook County Forest Preserve which
includes the Sand Ridge Nature Center. A post office and high-rise
office complex are located off of Ring Road serving the River Oaks West
Shopping Center.

Development Access and Constraints. Roadway expansion to the
south is constrained by adjacent commercial establishments. Expansion
to the north is constrained by adjacent Forest Preserve holdings.
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Future Development. This segment passes through mature, fully
developed portions of the adjacent communities where the focus of
future development will be infill projects on vacant or underutilized sites.
Vacant land west of the River Oaks West Shopping Center is being
developed as a retail mall anchored by a Target Store.
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Recommended Improvements

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, have been
developed by evaluating numerous factors including the year 2010
projected travel demand, the existing roadway characteristics, and the
character of development along the route. Recommended improvements,
for the 2010 timeframe, are shown on Exhibits US6-12b through 13b
and summarized in Table 4.9 4.

Roadway. The recommended 120 ft. roadway section provides for six
12 ft. through lanes with an 18 fi. raised, landscaped median and 15 fi.
parkways with curb and gutter. A revised section provides for 110 fi.
roadway section which includes six 12 ft. through lanes with an 18 ft.
raised, landscaped median, 15 ft. parkways south of US Route 6, and no
sidewalk in the area of the Cook County Forest Preserve. Sidewalks will
be provided in this segment where appropriate. A raised median is
recommended within the I-94 interchange limits.

120' Proposed R.O.W.
100" Existing R.O.W.
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Proposed Cross Section
110’ Proposed R.O.W. .
100' Existing R.O.W. e
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Proposed Cross Section

Traffic ControlIntersection Configuration. Dual left turn lanes are
recommended on US Route 6 (River Oaks Drive) at Illinois Route 83
(Torrence Avenue). No additional median breaks or signals are
recommended in this segment. Right-of-way will be taken from the
south side of the roadway asymmetrically near Cook County Forest
Preserve property to avoid encroachment wherever possible. The
expected level of service ranges from "C" to "E."
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Table 4.9.4: Summary of Recommended Improvements

Recommendations

. Right-of-Way Width

The recommended right-of-way width is 120 ft. from interstate 94 to Paxton
Ave. and 110 ft. from Paxton Ave. to Torrence Ave. in the area of the Cook
County Forest Preserve.

2. Level of Service LOSCtoE

3. Number and Width of |Three 12 ft. lanes in each direction.
Through Lanes

4. Median Width and Type |An 18 ft. raised median is recommended.

5. Parkways/Sidewalks/ 15 ft. parkways with closed drainage and sidewalks are recommended in this
Drainage Ditch segment except along the Cook County Forest Preserve property where 5 ft.

parkways are proposed.
6. Signalized Intersections [The only major signalized intersection is at Torrence Ave. Other signalized

intersections are at Van Dam Rd., Park Ave., Greenwood Rd., Paxton Ave.,
and Ring Rd.

7. Parking Maintain no on-street parking.
8. Curb Cut Access Limit all access to right in/right out except at the signalized intersections.
9. Transit Install bus stops, shelters, and tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals and at

River Oaks East and River Oaks West Shopping Centers.
Install signal pre-emption. Reserve space for park-and-ride facility to serve
the Torrence Ave. intersection.

10. Pedestrian/Bicycle

Facility

No facilities are recommended in this segment.

11. Loading

No loading.

12. Miscellaneous

Widening the structure over the Little Calumet River may cause floodplain
encroachment.

Parking and Access. On-street parking is not recommended in this
segment. All access will be limited to a right in/right out configuration
except at signalized intersections.

Structures.

The structure over the Little Calumet River is

recommended to be widened to accommodate the proposed laneage as
shown in Table 4.9.5.

Table 4.9.5: Structure Modifications

IDOT

Facility Carried / Feature Crossed

Existing Proposed

016-0389

159th St. - US Route 6/Little Calumet River

65.0 Widen to accommodate

Trausit Facilities. Install signal pre-emption. Install bus stops, shelters,
and tumouts at 1/4 mile intervals as far side stops. Install three bus
stops, shelters, and turmouts in the River Oaks Shopping Center and one
of each in River Oaks West Shopping Center.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road
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Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no pedestrian/or bicycle
facilities recommended in this segment.

Short Term/Low-Cost Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy and are short term
(and or low-cost) are recommended for short term (1-5 Years)
implementation. .

Roadway. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Traffic Control/Intersection Configuration. There are no short term
improvements recommended in this segment.

Parking and Access. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Structures. There are no short term improvements recommended in this
segment.

Transit Facilities. Install bus stops, shelters, and turnouts at 1/4 mile
intervals as far side stops. Install three bus stops, shelters, and turnouts
in the River Oaks Shopping Center and one of each in River Oaks West
Shopping Center.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities. There are no short term improvements
recommended in this segment.

Right-of-Way Requirements

The present right-of-way width is 100 ft. throughout the segment. Right-
of-way acquisition will vary from 0 ft. to 10 ft. from each edge of the
existing right-of-way. The proposed right-of-way will require acquisition
of approximately 2 acres of commercial and residential property.

Potential Environmental Concerns

The potential for floodplain encroachment would be created with
structure modifications at the Little Calumet River.

Cost Estimate

The cost estimate for segment 9 is shown in Table 4.9.6.
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Table 4.9.6: Cost Estimate

Construction Cost Estimate for Segment 9 of US Route 6/Caton Farm Road
(1991 Dollars)

[improvements ____ | Estimated Cost |
Recommended T
Roadway $6,750,000
Intersection Improvement $1,000,000
Structure Modification $1,311,750
interchange Improvement $0
Transit Improvement $4,800,000
Right of Way $240,000
Total Estimated Cost for Recommended improvements $14,101,750
Short Term/Low-Cost
Roadway $0
Intersection Improvement $0
Structure Modification $0
Interchange Improvement $0
Transit improvement $4,800,000
Right of Way $0
Total Estimated Cost for Short Term/Low-Cost improvements $4,800,000
(Short Term/Low-Cost is also included in the Recommended Improvements Cost)

Ultimate (Post 2010) Improvements

Improvements which are consistent with SRA policy, but are considered
best implemented beyond the 2010 horizon are recommended for
ultimate (post 2010) consideration. In this segment, space for a park-
and-ride facility to serve the Torrence Avenue (Illinois Route 83/US

Route 6) intersection should be located and reserved.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road
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CHAPTER FIVE: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
The Process

The public involvement process is a key part of the SRA studies.
During the two years study period, there is ongoing two-way
communication between the study team and the public - which
includes governmental units, other involved agencies, businesses,
institutions, property owners in and near the study area, users of
the facility, and the general public. The process is used to help all
participants understand the issues and problems along with the
opportunities and potential solutions in the corridor. The process
is recognized from the study’s initiation so that various
opportunities for input and concensus are available and utilized.
The range of activities in public involvement include data
collection, Advisory Panel meetings, questionnaires, newsletters
for the route, meetings with specific communities or interest
groups, Public Hearings, and ongoing communication.

Data Collection

The data collection task occurred in the first six months of the
study. Each unit of government was contacted with a
comprehensive checklist of solicitation to gain data early in the
study. During the next twelve months, additional material was
obtained due to updating, staff changes, and other reasons. The
data collection letter is shown as Exhibit 5.1.

Advisory Panels were established to assist with the study by
supplying input and review during all phases. The Advisory
Panel for US Route 6 was composed of communities and
governmental units along the corridor in Will and Cook Counties.

e Village of Plainfield e Village of Tinley Park

¢ Plainfield Township e City of Oak Forest

¢ City of Joliet * Will County

e City of Crest Hill ¢ Cook County

* Lockport Township e City of Markham

¢ City of Lockport ¢ City of Harvey

* Homer Township e Calumet City

e Village of Orland Park e Village of South Holland

* Village of Orland Hills

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —_—
MG -
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Three pairs of Advisory Panel meetings were held. Each pair
consisted of an East Panel (Cook County) and a West Panel (Will
County). The first set, held on June 29, 1992, and July 7, 1992,
reviewed existing conditions and solicited input on issues,
problems, and the vision for the route. The second set, held on
June 10, 1993 and June 16, 1993, discussed preliminary concepts
for development of the corridor and gained review and comments
on how the concepts responded to the issues and problems. The
third, on May 11, 1994, reviewed the Draft Report which
documents the study and recommendations for the US Route 6/
ILL Route 7/Caton Farm Road corridors. At each panel meeting,
comments received were immediately documented on note cards
on a wall display. This collection of cards grew as comments
were obtained at each meeting. The comments are reflected in the
meeting minutes. At each panel meeting, oral and written
comments were received, and many written comments were
obtained several weeks after the meeting. The panel meeting
minutes are Exhibit 5.2.

Questionnaires

A questionnaire was distributed to the panelists, all attendees at
Panel 1, and all who contacted the study team after Panel 1.
This questionnaire was used successfully to obtain additional
input from those who wanted to write vs. speak, needed time to
document their ideas, or could not attend the panel meeting.
The questionnaire is shown on Exhibit 5.3.

Newsletters

Newsletters were supplied to the panel, to anyone who had
requested one, and to all who asked to be on the newsletter
mailing list. They were published at milestone points of progress
in the study, and covered general SRA planning and specific
inforrnation on the corridor study tasks and status. The
newsletters reinforced the two-way communication by listing
various study team contacts' addresses and phone numbers and
some newsletters contained an input form that could be mailed or
faxed to the study team. The newsletters are shown in

Exhibit 5.4.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road —
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Public Hearings

The public hearings for the US Route 6/Illinois Route 7/Caton
Farm Road corridors were held in Lockport for the Will County
section and in Oak Forest for the Cook County section. These
hearings were held on May 31, 1994 and June 6, 1994
respectively. A summary of documented public comments is

shown in Exhibit 5.5.

US Route 6/ ILL 7/Caton Farm Road Q =) 9/_7 —
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Data Collection Letter



(Draft: Data Request Letter)
(Date)

Mayor/President)
Municx/pl;rlity)
Address)

City, State, Zip)

Dear Mayor/President ( ):

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and several other regional

ortation and planning agencies are working together to plan for the re-
gion’s Strategic Regional Arterial Roadway System. In order to harmonize with
your community’s plans, we need information on your community’s policies and
plans with respect to land use, zoning, transportation and development expecta-
tions.

To explain further, the Illinois Department of Transportation, CATS, RTA,
NIPC and representatives of local government have joined forces to plan for the
future travel needs of the region through the year 2010. It has been recognized
that above and beyond the mobility that an improved interstate highway network
and transit system can provide, certain main roads need to be protected to serve
as supplementary and feeder routes to these existing and planned facilities. Af-
ter considerable research, analysis and public input, the Year 2010 Transporta-
tion System Development Plan was adopted, identifying over 1.3 million miles of
roadway in the six county area as Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) Routes.
IDOT has recently awarded the third of five consultant contracts to study the
existing roadway and area conditions, potential traffic and other factors to de-
termine the overall scope of improvement needed on each of these SRA routes.
These studies will determine the approximate right-of-way requirements and po-
tential environmental, social and other issues that would gc encountered in im-
proving these SRA routes.

The consulting firm CRSS of Illinois, Inc. is conducting the study of the third set
of routes, includinga in your community. I am contacting you on
CRSS’ behalf for data they need, and soon you will be contacted with an invita-
tion to three local officials meetings (SRA Panel Meetings) planned over the
next twenty-two months as well as a Public Hearing.

I am contacting you for specific information which will help CRSS address your
local concerns and conditions in their study. Please utilize the attached return
letter as a checklist and send the associated materials to John Mick, CRSS Pro-
ject Manager, at the enclosed address. The materials needed are:

1. Cuwrrent Zoning Map and Ordinance.

2. Comprehensive Plan with Transportation (or Highway and Transit), Land
Use and Environmental Resources Elements if possible.



(Date)
Page 2

3. Offical Map (if adopted).

4. Brief information on the type and itude of major developments along
the SRA route which are anticipated isee attached checklist).

5. Land use information, adopted or upcoming, that will impact the character
along the SRA route significantly.

6. Name and phone number of appropriate local contact person(s) for land use
and transportation issues.

Please attempt to supply these materials within two weeks of receiving this let-
ter. The project schedule calls for data collection to be completed during April.
If you have questions please feel free to contact John Mick at CRSS (312) 714-
7253 or Eugene Ryan at the Chicago Area Transportation Study (312) 793-3460.
This information will be very important in planning for the region’s future in a
way that is compatible with your community’s plans. Thank you for your coop-
eration.

Very truly yours,

Mayor/President
City/Village of
Chairman of Regional Council

JMS/ack




(Draft: Data Checklist/Return Letter)

Mr. JOhﬁd P. Mick, I, PE
Project Manager

CRSS of Illinois, Inc.

8700 West Bryn Mawr Avenue
Chicago, [llinois 60631

Subject: SRA-3

Municipal Data Collection

Dear Mr. Mick:

Enclosed is the material you requcs;ted for the SRA study of Route (s)

oanghP o

W

(and
Enclosed Not Avilable

Zoning Map
Zoning Ordinance

We anticipate a major revision of the
zoning ordinance in .

Comprehensive plan

or Land Use Stand alone plans on:
Highways

Transit

Environmental Resources

Official Roadway Map

Regarding major developments affecting SRA Route:
in our community, we anticipate the following new residenual
developments of over 500 units and the following commercial or industrial
developments of twenty five or more acres:

name:
location:

estimated start: estimated completion:

status: under construction / in rezoning / in discussion (circle one)
No. of units residential: units
No. of acres commercial: acres
No. of acres industrial: acres
Current zoning of property:

Future zoning expected:



Mr. John Mick
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name:

location:

estimated start: estimated completion:
status: under construction / in rezoning / in discussion (circie one)

No. of units residential: units
No. of acres commercial: acres
No. of acres industrial: acres
Current zoning of property:

Future zoning expected:

name:

location;

estimated start: estimated completion:

status: under construction / in rezoning / in discussion (circle one)

No. of units residential: units
No. of acres commercial: acres
No. of acres industrial: acres
Current zoning of property:

Future zoning expected:

name:

location:

estimated start: estimated completion:

status: under construction / in rezoning / in discussion (circle one)

No. of units residential: units
No. of acres commercial: acres
No. of acres industrial: acres
Current zoning of property:

Future zoning expected:

name:

location:

estimated start: estimated completion:

status: under construction / in rezoning / in discussion (circle one)

No. of units residential: units
No. of acres commercial: acres
No. of acres industria:] acres
Current zoning of property:

Future zoning expected:

(Atttach copies of this page with more developments as necessary.)
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5. Comments on any new public facilities/major developments/policy changes
that you anticipate will impact land use patterns around the SRA route.




Mr. John Mick
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6. Gener(a.l) comments related to the SRA program or your community’s SRA
route (s):




Mr. John Mick

Page 5

If you have questions regarding:

Land use and development in o1 - community please contact:
Name:

Title:
Address:

Phone:
Fax:

Transportation and related facilities in our community please contact:

Name:
Title:
Address:

Phone:
Fax:

Very truly yours,

§Mayor/ President)
City or Village of)




Exhibit 5.2

Panel Meeting Minutes



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
CRSS Project No. SRA3.00

DATE: JUNE 29, 1992 - 10:00 AM.
LOCATION: Oak Forest City Hall

15440 South Central Avenue

Oak Forest, Lllinois
ATTENDANCE:
Irene Donahue Alderwoman, Calumet City
Alex Little City of Harvey
David Johnson City of Harvey
Evans Miller Mayor, Markham
William Relford City of Markham
William Elston City of Markham
John Daly City of Oak Forest
David Miemeyer Village of Orland Hills
John Bourgeois Village of Orland Park
Dennis Kallsen Village of Tinley Park
Bob Hedrick Cook County Highway Department
Barb Sloan South Suburban Mayors and Managers
Rich Starr IDOT
Kathieen Rodi CATS
Joy Schaad CRSS, Corridor Manager
John Mick CRSS, Project Manager
Andrew Zalucki _CRSS, Civil Engineer
TOPIC ROUTE: US Route 6 (East Panel)

The purpose of this meeting was to introduce the SRA process/team/concept to the Panel and
other County, City and Village representatives and interested parties along the subject route.
Commidor issues were identified and basic concepts for alternatives were discussed.

SRA System

Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) discussed the 2010 Transportation System
Development Plan, and how the 1,300 mile Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) system is one of
seven points in this plan, to address transportation issues in the six county area. The process for
choosing SRA routes and the method of implementing the route studies was described.

SRA Studies

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) discussed the Design Concept Report as being
developed by the first year (subnetwork one) consultant. The Design Concept Report was
deveioped to help achieve uniformity throughout the system, and to provide a starting point for
studying specific corridors. The study was described as a Pre-phase One level and was clearly

defined as only a planning study.
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Team Overview

CRSS described the project approach for CRSS as the third SRA subnetwork consultant. The
concept of a team including CATS, IDOT, CRSS and adjacent public officiails and interested
parties was described as vital to the success of the project, and that continual local input will be
imperative to the success of the team's study effort.

Regional corridor solutions were described to help focus on the perspective of this study.

The project team includes CRSS, in charge and providing several disciplines, with three
subconsultants. EJM Engineering brings additional transit skills, Planning Resources is a land use
firm and Din & Pangrazzio will provide public relations specialties for the team.

The project planning objectives and work plan, as found in the panel briefing booklets, were
talked about, along with the method and purpose of the CRSS Problem Seeking (snow cards)

process.

Corridor Presentation
CRSS:

CRSS presented the entire US 6 SRA Route in a corridor overview from IL 59 to Torrence
Avenue. In addition, CRSS discussed a section of 167th Street, Wolf Road and US45, which
would provide a transition from the Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road alternate on the west back to
159th Street. The design concept was then presented with respect to how the concept fits into
the corridor.

The presentation area of the US 6 carridor was described as starting at the Will/Cook County line
and extending easterly to Torrence Avenue in Calumet City. The presentation area for 167th
Street was described as starting at the Will/Cook Line and extending easterly to a future terminus
at Wolf Road or US 45 and the one mile section of Wolf Road and US 45 between 167th Street
and 159th Street (US 6). Both US 6 and Caton Farm/Bruce Road are being considered as the
SRA route from the western terminus of the study, IL 59. The Caton Farm/Bruce aiternate may
transition over to 159th Street at any of three locations. Cedar Road in Will County or Wolf
Road or US 45 in Cook County.

Aerial photography was presented including legend item description, and general information with
respect to existing land use, right-of-way, geometrics and adjacent environmental concerns.
Numerous issues documented on the aerials were discussed.

Municipal information requests were discussed and responses from the remaining municipalities
were requested.

Specific examples of alternatives development were discussed along the corridor. Issues were
discussed by the panel members. They are listed from west to east below:

1. There is 2 major intersection improvement programmed for Harlem Avenue and 159th Street
(US 6) in FY94. There will be double left turn lanes and three througn lanes.
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)

6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

Orland Hills has been developing a TIF (Tax Increment Financing) District for 2-1/2 years.
The negotiations with the developer require an additional traffic signal on 159th Street near
94th Avenue. The Village desires reconciliation with the SRA signal spacing standards as
soon as possible.

It is felt that in the area of Central Ave. to Cicero Ave. in Oak Forest, which has 100 ft. of
right-of-way, even taking just 10 ft. from each side will put businesses out of business and

render the land undevelopable.

Oak Forest has two TIF Districts. Oak Forest is looking for retail/trade center type activity
and need to know future access points on 159th Street as soon as possible.

The I-294 at 159th Street interchange has been expanded to a full cloverleaf. Traffic is
already increasing on US 6.

The tollway is studying the feasibility of an interchange at 1-294 and I-57. This will also have
an impact on traffic patterns in the area.

The Illinois State Toll Highway Authority should be coordinated with.

In Markham access is a real concern. Economic development is a priority and the full
interchange at I-294 is providing new opportunities. There is a need to coordinate
development commitments with curb cuts (access points) as soon as possible. A recent access
permit application was denied.

Markham is redeveloping the Canterberry Shopping Center (Kedzie Avenue to Richmond
Street). '

Markham wants to be part of the }egional solution but there has to be balance between SRA
plans and local access needs.

There is a real bottleneck at 159th Street and Park Avenue, just west of the two long raiiroad
structures for the Markham Yards. Affecting traffic are:

o abus stop/turn around at 154th Street and Park Avenue
» the full cloverleaf at 159th Street and I-294
 the future regional transportation center at Dixie Square Mall

The viaduct tunnel on 159th Street is narrow, poorly lighted and a concern for flooding. Until
the viaduct is widened, there is no solution for the 159th Street and Park Avenue intersection.
There is no left turn lane for the westbound to southbound movement

The South Suburban Mayors and Managers are hoping the SRA recommendation in that area
will be a catalyst for intergovernmental and raiiroad cooperation to get major improvements

done in the near term.

A new traffic signal interconnection system was installed on 159th Street from California
Avenue to Torrence Avenue.
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15. There is a new strip mall going in on the southwest corner of Wood Avenue and 159th Street
in Harvey.

16. South Holland has a TIF District which will encourage development on 159th Street.

17. There is an FY 93 FAU (STP) project to replace the street lighting on 159th Street for the
entire city limits of Harvey.

18. There are development plans for a new mall west of River Oaks West Shopping Mall between
Paxton and Ring Roads, however, there are some wetlands issues to be resolved.

19. The impact of the third regional airport should be considered.

20. The SSMMA, IDOT and Cook County are setting up an advisory committee of five
municipalities to work with during a study to identify a location for a new roadway between
147th Street and 159th Street Oak Park Avenue to Harlem Avenue. The STP funds are

programmed for FY 93.

General
CRSS discussed the project milestone schedule describing the remainder of the project schedule.

CRSS indicated that information on the study would be included in newsletter(s) which will be
prepared approximately every two months. The newsletter will be mailed to everyone on the

mailing list.
CRSS closed the meeting asking for additional input via the questionnaire from the Panel Briefing
Booklet. .

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to
the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one

week.

IDOT

CRSS
CRSS
CRSS
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Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Poinmer Planning Resources
Roger Schatz Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC
Neil Ferran IDOT - DPT
Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP
Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

Meeting Minutes File



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3

IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90

CRSS Project No. SRA3.00
DATE: JULY 7, 1992 - 1:.30 PM.
LOCATION: Lockport City Hall

Council Chambers

Ninth & Hamilton Streets

Lockport, Illinois
ATTENDANCE:
James Shelby Will Co. Land Use Dept.
Gordon McCluskey Lockport, City Administrator
Dave Van Vooren Plainfield, Village Administrator
Ann Karkut Homer Township, Supervisor
Franklin Dunn Homer Township, Highway Commissioner
Philomena Nichi Homer Township, Planner
Douglas Blacker Lockport, City Planner
Forest Musselman Beling Consuitants
Carol VanderVelde Will County Council of Mayors
Rich Starr IDOT
Kathleen Rodi CATS
Joy Schaad CRSS, Corridor Manager
John Mick CRSS, Project Manager
Joe Bement CRSS, Civil Engineer
Darren Waschow CRSS, CADD Manager
TOPIC ROUTE: US Route 6 (West Panel)

The purpose of this meeting was to introduce the SRA process/team/concept to the Panel and
other County, City and Village representatives and interested parties along the subject route.
Cornidor issues were identified and basic concepts for alternatives were discussed.

SRA System

Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) discussed the 2010 Transportation System
Development Plan, and how the 1,300 mile Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) system is one of
seven points in this plan, to address transportation issues in the six county area. The process for
choosing SRA routes and the method of implementing the route studies was described.

SRA Studies

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) discussed the Design Concept Report as being
developed by the first year (subnetwork one) consultant. The Design Concept Report was
developed to help achieve uniformity throughout the system, and to provide a starting point for
studying specific corridors. The study was described as a Pre-phase One level and was clearly
defined as only a planning study.
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Team Overview

CRSS described the project approach for CRSS as the third SRA subnetwork consultant. The
concept of a team including CATS, IDOT, CRSS and adjacent public officials and interested
parties was described as vital to the success of the project, and that continual local input will be
imperative to the success of the team's study effort.

Regional corridor solutions were described to help focus on the perspective of this study.

The project team includes CRSS, in charge and providing several disciplines with three
subconsultants. EJM Engineering brings additional transit skills, Planning Resources is a iand use
firm and Din & Pangrazzio will provide public relations speciaities for the team.

The project planning objectives and work plan, as found in the panel briefing booklets, were
talked about, along with the method and purpose of the CRSS Problem Seeking (snow cards)

process.
Corridor Presentation

CRSS:

CRSS presented the entire US 6 SRA Route in a corridor overview (ILL 59 to Torrence
Avenue). The design concept was then presented with respect to how the concept fits into the
corridor.

The presentation of the study routes started from the west, IL 59, along Renwick Road (159th
Street) to IL 7 and continuing east to US 45. The Caton Farm Road alternative was described
from IL 59 to IL 7 across the Des Plaines River at approximately 175th Street and along Bruce
Road from IL 171 until it diverges northeasterly along the Chicago - Bloomington Trail, Hadley
Road and 167th Street. The potential cross-connectors of Cedar Road, Wolf Road and US 45
were also discussed.

Aerial photography was presented including legend item description, and general information with
respect to existing land use, right-of-way, geometrics and adjacent environmental concerns.
Numerous issues documented on the aerials were discussed.

Municipal information requests were discussed and responses from the remaining municipalities
were requested.

Specific examples of alternatives development were discussed along the corridor. Issues were
discussed by the panel members.

1. There were initial generalized comments and questions about the SRA process.

a. How and when were the CATS traffic projections done for the SRA routes? Rich Starr of
IDOT explained the methodology and the timing, which was about 18 months ago.

b. Will only one or the other i.e., the 159th Street (IL 7) alignment or 175th Street : Caton
Farm/Bruce) alignment be selected as an SRA route. IDOT answered yes, two SRA
routes two miles apart would be inconsistent with the spacing guidelines.
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C.

There is regional traffic west of IL 59 and west of the Will County line. Can the study be
expanded. IDOT answered no - there was analysis of end points in the CATS Long
Range Plan process and IL 59, an SRA route, was deemed the appropriate end point.

How will the FAU, FAS and FAP systems be replaced with the new Federal highway
legislation? IDOT explained the new systems: Surface Transportation Program and
National Highway System, etc., will be designated by October of 1993. There may not be
a direct correlation.

There was concemn that this SRA study should be coordinated with on-going IDOT and
others' studies such as the Fox Valley Expressway and North-South Tollway extension to
1-80. It was answered that they are. The CATS Long Range Plan recommendations were
described at this time.

2. CRSS first described the Renwick Road (IL 7) alignment starting from the west (IL 59).

Comments:

a.

There are a lot of traffic conflicts in downtown Lockport between local and regional
movements.

A new river crossing just north of downtown Lockport may be more viable now than
when the IL 7 high level bridge was being studied.

East of Lockport, from Farrell Road to the Will Cook line, Homer Township desires a
300 ft. right-of-way to.accommodate a major road serving the tollway extension and
frontage roads to minimize access conflicts.

There appears to be a high incidence of accidents on IL 7 between Cedar Road and Bell
Road.

Homer Township has a thoroughfare plan which should be considered.

There is a lot of development and a lot of traffic on 159th Street in Orland Park, and
improving 159th Street (IL 7) in Will County makes sense.

3. CRSS then described the alternate alignment at Caton Farm Road and Bruce Road. A recent
study sponsored by Lockport Township examined new Des Plaines River crossings from
135st Street in Romeoville to the north side of Joliet. The study finds that the Caton
Farm/Bruce location is the most feasible and a new prestressed precast concrete girder
sn'eufcmre 200 ft. - 300 ft. south of Caton Farm/Bruce to minimize local disruption, is
preferable.

Comments:

a.

It is not yet known which of the two, IL 7 or Bruce Road, will have an interchange on the
new tollway extension.



Minutes of Meeting
July 7, 1992
Page 4 of 4

b. There was some concern about the lack of traffic data for a new bridge at that location
and how much relief it may provide in downtown Lockport.

4. The alternate connections of Cedar Road, Wolf Road and US 45 were described. There were
no comments on them.

General
CRSS discussed the project milestone schedule describing the remainder of the project schedule.

Both the IL 7 and the Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road alignments will be studied in the next 6
months prior to Panel Meeting #2. After receiving comments on the alternatives, a
recommendation will be taken to the CATS SRA subcommittee of the Work Program Committee.
The decision on which alternative will be studied in more detail for the third panei meeting, public
hearing and final report will be made at that time.

CRSS indicated that information on the study would be included in newsletter(s).

CRSS closed the meeting asking for additional input via the questionnaire from the Panel Briefing
Booklet.

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to
the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one

week.

gected

Corfidor Manager

JMS/l

Attachments

cc: Rich Starr IDOT
John Mick CRSS
Mark Thomas CRSS
Joy Schaad CRSS
Pete Strub CRSS
Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner Planning Resources
Roger Schatz Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC
Neil Ferran IDOT - DPT
Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP
Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

Meeting Minutes File



PROJECT:

TOPIC ROUTE:
DATE:

LOCATION:

Attendance:
Edward Zabrocki
Earl R. Hermansen
Bernard Kelly
Bradley Brink
Greg Dreyer
Janice Morrissy
Vicky Maytas
Rich Starr
Kathleen Rodi
Joy Schaad

Bob Giurato
Sherl White
Michael Goldberg

MEETING MINUTES

SRA SUBNETWORK
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
CRSS Project No. SRA3.00

US Route 6 (East Panel)
June 10, 1993 - 10:00 a.m.

Tinley Park Village Park
16250 S. Oak Park Ave.
Tinley Park, Illinois

Mayor, Tinley Park

Alderman, Orland Hills

City of Oak Forest

Robinson Engineers, LTD.

Village of Orland Park

South Suburban Mayors and Managers Association
Liaison, Southwest Council of Mayors
IDOT

CATS

CRSS, Corridor Manager

CRSS, Senior Civil Engineer

CRSS, Civil Engineer

Planning Resources, Inc.

Rich Starr made introductory remarks concerning the issues from the previous Panel
Meeting. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the techniques in which CRSS
analyzed the problem areas along the SRA route US6/159th Street from the Will-Cook
County line to Torrence Avenue. The alternatives and recommendations for each segment
will be presented to the panelist for ideas, comments, or questions.

The problem areas along this route were discussed in the first panel meeting.

orridor Presentation

CRSS presented an overview of the SRA system and goals. CRSS also explained the
work program and milestone schedule for this SRA study. The route alternatives will be
discussed before they are refined into recommendations.



The alternatives were developed by examining the existing conditions, geometrics, and
land use in the corridor to see how well the original suburban cross section would fit. The
suburban cross section is 120-150 ft. right-of-way (ROW), which accommodates 3 thru
lanes in each direction, a 18 fi.- 46 fi. raised median depending on the intersection
conditions and ROW availability, and parkways and sidewalks.

The concept was reviewed by six different disciplines which included civil engineers, land
use planners, traffic engineers, transit subconsultants, municipal planning specialist, and
environmental staff.

As the suburban cross section was reviewed throughout the corridor, there were
noticeable constraints due to wetlands, land uses, and buildings on either side of the right-
of-way. In several areas the initial concept (suburban cross section) was reduced to a
cross section which provides 2 through lanes in each direction and a tighter median and
parkway.

Before Panel 3 Meeting, the alternatives will be refined and one alternative will be
developed into a preliminary recommendation for the draft final report. The main
alternative development characteristics that will be refined for the report are: intersection
geometry, intersection channelization, access control, limiting access across the median to
one-quarter mile spacing, traffic control, signalization, transit, park-n-ride locations, and
bicycle/pedestrian crossings.

CRSS recommendations for transit are to institute bus pull outs, bus stops, and shelters at
major intersections (in Will County)and the same at one-quarter mile spacing in more
dense areas. We will also provide signage to nearby train stations, and recommend park-
n-ride lots at key locations. )

CRSS discussed the Cook County portion of the US 6 study, segment by segment, using
aerial photography. We started with segment 4, as segments 1, 2 and 3 are discussed at
west panel meetings.

Specific questions and comments about the development alternatives were discussed by
the panel members.

Segment 4 (Bell Road to US 45)

Segment 4 is about 4 1/2 miles in length. The recommendation for the Cook County
portion is 120" with 6 thru lanes, 18' raised median, and 15' parkways. Portions of this
area are less dense suburban development except for the floodplains and wetlands near the
Norfolk Southern Railroad. This area will be expensive to widen.

The major intersections with cross street traffic volumes projectedover 20,000 are
recommended for double left and single right turns and maintaining all existing signals.



Question : Can 167th Street be considered an alternate corridor?

CRSS: No, the recommendation is for Caton Farm Road west of Cedar
Road. There are no advantages of going further east on the
alternate alignment (including 167th Street). There are many
environmental impacts in that area. This way the proposed SRA
route connects to Bell Road SRA route, as well.

Question : Is Caton Farm Road alternate considered because of bridge situation at
Lockport?

CRSS: Yes, first we want to avoid IL 7 because of impacts on the
historic district and town. To do that, a second bridge will have
to be built at Thornton to accommodate the SRA route. If a new
bridge is built it is better placed at Caton Farm then it will serve
the Joliet and New Lenox areas as well.

Comment: In the Orland Park Transportation Plan, we would like to hook up Will-Cook
Road to 118th south of 159th, therefore 118th Avenue will not have access

to 159th.
CRSS: Thank you, that will affect our access recommendations.

Question :  108th Avenue is recommended for double left turn lanes due to the exisitng
traffic volumes, are you confusing this with Wolf Road?

CRSS: No, the double left turn lanes are appropriate for the traffic
volumes projected from the SRA route to 108th Street. We will
double check whether Wolf Road should get the same treatment.
Both appear to be borderline cases.

Segment 5 (US 45 to Cicero Avenue)

Segment 5 is approximately 6 miles in length. The alternative for this segment is 120 ft.
ROW with 6 thru lanes, 18’ raised median, and 15' parkway. The intersections will be
widened to 140' to accommodate the double left tun lanes. The major intersections are
US 45, Harlem Avenue, and Cicero Avenue. There are additional median breaks in this
segment. The right of way issue is particularly sensitive concerning forest preserve

property.

Comment: Orland Park has considerable concerns about barrier medians. A lot of
businesses are accustomed to access across the medians. It will be difficult
for a lot of the businesses, I'd like to know what the other communities think
about raised medians.



Question :

CRSS:

Question :

IDOT:

Question :

CRSS:

Question :

CRSS:

Question :

CRSS:

Should we request wider ROW's from potential developers than the cross
section recommendation of 120 feet?

Yes, we can give a rough intersection geometry to see how much
right-of-way will be required for the dual left turn storage bays
and taper.

Who at IDOT will be the one to deal with on this particular issue?

Rich Starr indicated that the communities should contact him.
The purpose of the SRA studies is to reserve the ROW so that it
is available to widen the roadway.

Between Central and Cicero the businesses have stated that they want no
right-of-way takes. Has that been considered?

Yes, there is a four lane alternative developed for this area. It all
needs to be coordinated with the recommendations for segment 6,
however. The existing ROW can accommodate a 4-lane section
without major ROW takes. Intersections still may be impacted.

Concern was expressed about a new signal east of 94th at Wal-Mart being
installed in July.

We feel it is-unfortunate, but we have no control over that, at this
point in time.

Can all signals along the 159th Street corridor be computerized?

We are recommending that all SRA signals be computerized
(interconnected).

Segment 6 (Cicero Ave. to Western Ave.)

Segment 6 is about 3.2 miles in length. The existing conditions includes forest preserve
and hospital to the west. The recommendation is to maintain the 80 to 100' ROW and 4
thru lanes. The highest traffic volume is near the I-57 interchange at 45,000 vehicles per
day. The major intersections at Cicero Avenue and Pulaski Road are recommended for
two lefts and a single right turn.

Left turn access will continue to be provided at Homan Ave, Canterbury Shopping Center
and Whipple Street, other access would be limited to right in/right out.



Segment 7 (Western to ILL I)

This segment is two miles in length and a tightly developed residential area.

There is constricted flow of traffic at Illinois Central Railroad tracks. 159th will be 100 ft.
ROW, 4 thru lanes, 18' raised median, and 17" parkways and sidewalks. The
recommendation will include widening the structures in the Markham Yard which will
improve the Park Avenue intersection. Park Avenue does not have traffic volumes over
20,000 therefore it hasn't been given specific intersection recommendations. The Park
Avenue intersection would be reviewed in a Phase I study but is not in the SRA study.
IDOT indicated that CRSS may look at critical intersections in this segment where
volumes are not provided by CATS initially.

Segment 8 (ILL 1 to Cottage Grove Road)

Segment 8 is about two miles in length and is in a densely developed area. This area has
more commercial development than residential. The recommendation is to continue to
100 ft. ROW, 4 thru lanes, 18’ raised median, and 17' parkways with sidewalks. Signals
will be maintained at approximate 1/4 mile spacing. The major intersections are ILL 1 and
South Park Avenue with double left turn lanes.

Comment: South Holland has concerns with access. Particularly the median cuts, they
affect emergency access and commercial viability. The businesses don't want
raised medians.

Comment: South Holland would like to see locations where median cuts are proposed.
Median cuts will be hard to sell to the merchants because of the
redevelopment that is going on.

IDOT: We will take another look at median cuts.

Segment 9 (Cottage Grove to Torrence Ave.)

Segment 9 is approximately ten miles in length. Existing conditions are dense urban-type
residential development on the west and suburban-type on the east.

The recommendation is to continue 4 thru lanes east to Interstate I-94 and supply 6 lanes
between 1-94 and Torrence. The right-of-way will vary from 100' to 120'. Maintain all 10

existing signals.
Question :  What is the difference between curb cuts and median cuts in your materials?

CRSS: We have used the terms as one in the same.
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Question : Will U-turns be allowed in the median cuts?
CRSS: Anywhere that we allow U-turns there will be a sign permitting
such and we have to make sure trucks can be accommodated
(WB 60 turning radii). We will look at that on a case by case
basis.
Comment: Trucks are mistakenly exiting westbound off I-94 and making U-turns
through residential areas.
CRSS: There may be a problem with signage at I-94.

There were no further comments or questions and the panel meeting was closed.
The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes

exception to the information contained in this document should forward comments to the
writer within one week.

&WJJWQ

idor Manager
Attendees
Rich Starr IDOT
John Mick CRSS
Joy Schaad CRSS
Bob Giurato CRSS
Kathleen Rodi CATS
Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner Planning Resources
Norman Din Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC
Neil Ferrari IDOT - DPT
Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP
Pete Franz IDOT -BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS
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MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK
IDOT PROJECT NO. P-91-137-90
CRSS PROJECT NO. SRA3.00

TOPIC ROUTE: CATON FARM ROAD/US 6 (WEST PANEL)

DATE: JUNE 16, 1993 - 2:00 P.M.
LOCATION: LOCKPORT CITY HALL

NINTH AND HAMILTON STREETS
LOCKPORT, ILLINOIS

ATTENDANCE:

John Peterson President, Village of Plainfield
Peter Waldock Village of Plainfield

Gordon McCluskey City of Lockport Administrator
Doug Blocker Lockport, City Planner

Franklin Dunn Homer Township, Highway Commisioner
Alan Anderson Will County Governmental League
Amy Bokal Will County Governmental League
Rich Starr IDOT

Kathleen Rodi CATS

Joy Schaad CRSS, Corridor Manager

Eric Widstrand CRSS, Traffic Engineer

Sherl White CRSS, Civil Engineer

General

Rich Starr made introductory remarks about proposed Caton Farm/US 6 alignment. The
purpose of this meeting was to present the options of Caton Farm/Bruce Road and ILL
7/US 6 to the panel for a final decision between Caton Farm Road or Renwick Road and
to review the cross section concept for the route

Corridor Presentation

CRSS explained the general SRA process, the work plan, general suburban cross section,
and gave a route overview.



There will be a 4 lane cross section on the designated SRA route. (Caton Farm or
Renwick Road) A 6 lane cross-section is being considered from Bell to I-57.

A comparison was performed to determine the preferred route. A matrix on twenty
different issues gave the pros and cons now of the Renwick/Thomton/ILL7 and Caton
Farm/Bruce alternatives. The Caton Farm/Bruce Road alternative provides a better level
of service, better spacing between river crossings, and better access for several major
population centers. While both river crossings face some major environmental constraints,
the Caton Farm/Bruce Road alternative appears to have fewer conflicts in this area.
Finally, the Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road alternative has strong support from local
governments, and is compatible with municipal and regional plans and several major
studies. Because of the positive network and travel factors and lower environment
consequences, the Caton Farm/Bruce Road alignment is recommended.

Question: Can Caton Farm and Renwick both be SRA routes?

CRSS: No, there are specific spacing requirements for SRA routes: 5
miles in suburban areas, 8 miles in rural areas.

IDOT: The development potential in this area does not support the need
for two arterial routes, 2 miles apart.

Question: Why doesn't CATS, IDOT, or CRSS recognize the HNTB study and the
FAP340 study which impact with this study? If all consultants have the same
area it would be a better report, if both were combined.

CRSS: The Fox Valley Freeway is not in 2010 plan. It can be
acknowledged in the SRA report, though.

Comment: Our report will show an interchange at Bruce and FAP340.

Question : Will Lockport inherit Caton Farm as a local street rather than a state marked
route?

CRSS: The jurisdiction and cost issues are things the State will deal with
directly. They will not be addressed in the consultant study.

IDOT: Ifarouteis SRA or not it doesn't change the jurisdiction of that
route. Funding is still available to state marked routes. SRA's
will also be eligible for NHS funding.

Question : What are alternates for FAP340?

IDOT: There are no alternates for FAP340, but in final report CRSS will
show latest alignment for FAP340.



aton F. Road
(Segment 1C)

CRSS described the cross section along Caton Farm Road, Bruce Road and Cedar Road
as four through lanes with an 18 foot raised median and 17 foot parkways. New signal
would be provided at ILL 53/ILL 7 and ILL 171/Collins Street. A new structure crossing
the DesPlaines River and the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal is recommended with a new
Bruce Road alignment to west of Briggs Strcet. Median breaks at unsignalized
intersections are planned to be 1/4 mile apart from ILL 59 to ILL 171 and 1/2 mile apart
as needed from ILL 171 to Cedar Road. A new signal at Cedar Road and Bruce Road is
recommended along with median breaks at Reiter Drive, Division Street and 163rd Street.
All other unsignalized access would be right in/right out.

Future access into Caton Farm Road will be at 1/4 mile spacing, this means some existing
streets will be dead-ended. Is a signal proposed at Caton Farm Road and Weber Road?

Most likely, we will update existing signal locations for final report.
Possibilities for I-55 access include: all movement accommodated, and ramps
located south of Caton Farm Road or all movements accommodated in the
southeast quadrant and the northeast quadrant or improve the west side
frontage road to the existing interchange at US 30.

Question :  Are the wetlands created because of borrowed pits?

CRSS: From the National Wetland Inventory Map it appears that the
area was once wet and has dried up where the roads were built.

(Segment 2C)

There is a new alignment to avoid the residents and church in this area. Briggs, Farrel and
Gougar would be signalized as warranted while Green Garden and Brassel Street would
allow left tumns, but not be signalized

(Segment 3C)

Right-of-way in this area is tight, there would be 10' or 17" takes on each side.

Question: 'What about the school if ROW is taken?

CRSS: The school appears to be set back on the property, we don't
anticipate a problem.

IDOT: We want to look to providing an adequate pedestrian crossing at
the school.
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Renwick Road (All Segments)

CRSS described the cross section along Renwick Road as four through lanes with an 18
foot raised median and 17 foot parkways. New signals are proposed at ILL 59, ILL
S3/ILL 7 and ILL 171. Median breaks are recommended at Fredrick Avenue, McClellen
Avenue, Old Renwick Road, Gaylord Road, Rankin Drive, Fly Ash Plant entrance,
Hopkins Road, Howard Avenue and the I-55 Frontage Road. Additional 1/2 mile median
breaks are recommended in segment 1. In segment 2 all access wouid be right in/right out
except at cross streets.

The entire length of the Renwick area is underdevelopment pressure.

Question : Is there a requirement to buy additional ROW at the access of the Fly Ash
Plant because of frequent use by semitrucks.

CRSS: All the corridors will be able to handle truck turning radii.

Question : Were you informed that Hopkins Road will be closed after the land
acquisition by the Joliet Port Authority (for Lockport Airport).

CRSS: We will check on the status of Hopkins Road. We will get a copy
of the report.

Question : There is a bridge being developed at Bruce and Meader, east of Cedar Road.
The concern is whether the bridge should be upgraded to accommodate
additional traffic?

CRSS: No. SRA will not extend in that area. It will be brought north to
159th at Cedar Road.



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
Meridian Project No. SRA3

DATE: September 24, 1993-10:00 A M.
LOCATION: Tinley Park Village Hall

Tinley Park, Illinois
ATTENDANCE:
Dennis Kallsen Village of Tinley Park, Village Manager
Robert Van Treek Village of Tinley Park, Director of Community Development
Rich Starr linots Department of Transportation
John Mick Meridian, Project Manager
Eric Widstrand Meridian, Traffic Engineer
Victoria Jennings Meridian, Engineering Aide
TOPIC ROUTE: US 6/159th Street

The purpose of the meeting was to gain additional input to the concepts under development for
this corridor.

Meridian and IDOT explained the importance of public and agency input in the SRA process. An
18 ft. barrier median (6 inches in height) has been preliminarily recommended on 159th Street
throughout the Village. The locations of proposed median breaks are being coordinated with
access to existing and proposed development along the route. It is necessary to discuss potential
locations and conflicts in the placing of median breaks.

Moving east to west, starting at Ridgeland Avenue, it was noted that the land north of 159th
Street and east of Oak Park Avenue has been annexed by Oak Forest. The land south of 159th
Street from Ridgeland Avenue to midway between Ridgeland and Oak Park Avenue is Forest
Preserve property. West of this is Tinley Park. A barrier median exists from the Village limits
west to 76th Avenue. From 76th Avenue west, there is a mountable median. The Ingalls Care
Facility east of Oak Park Avenue should have a median break.

The Village asked if the proposed median break between Oak Park Avenue and Illinois Route 43
(Harlem Avenue) would line up with both the Brementown Shopping Center entrance and the
Trnity Lutheran Church entrance. This access could be provided, during design, with a slight
realignment of the mall entrance. Otherwise, the existing median conditions would be maintained
between Oak Park Avenue and 71st Court.

A median break at 71st Court was thought to be too close to Harlem Avenue. If the K-Mart
access was relocated, a barrier median would be acceptable through this area. The median break
at the side street between Harlem Avenue and 76th Avenue was considered reasonable.

Between 76th Avenue and 78th Avenue, businesses may object to the change from a mountable
median to a barrier. The only proposed ‘median break in this area is at 78th Avenue. If additional
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access could be provided off of 76th Avenue or 78th Avenue, by the Village, the right in/right out
recommendation may be more acceptable.

The large number of car dealerships between 80th Avenue and 84th Avenue present access
managment problems. Although the purchase of a car is not a spur of the moment decision, the
owners may object to reduced access.

The Village representatives also answered some questions regarding Illinois Route 43. The Tinley
Park Road realignment near Interstate 80 was discussed and concern was shown for the new
signal to be located at 191st Street, currently under design by IDOT. At the southwest quadrant
of the I-80 interchange, there is potential for a corporate office development. There are no
immediate pians for development at the 167th Street and Harlem Avenue intersection and there
aren’t any plans to realign Harlem Avenue south of I-80.

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to
the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one
week.

Meridian Engineers & Planners, Inc.

Jc% S“&i P.E. Corridor Manager

cc: Attendees

Joy Schaad : Meridian

Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner “Planning Resources
Norman Din Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC

Neil Ferrari IDOT - DPT

Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP

Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

US 6 Meeting Minutes File

IL 43 Meeting Minutes File



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
Meridian Project No. SRA3

DATE: September 24, 1993-11:30 AM.
LOCATION: Oak Forest Village Hall

Oak Forest, Hlinois
ATTENDANCE:
Bernard Kelly City of Oak Forest, City Administrator
Rich Starr Mlinois Department of Transportation
John Mick Meridian, Project Manager
Eric Widstrand Meridian, Traffic Engineer
Victoria Jennings Meridian, Engineering Aide
TOPIC ROUTE: US 6/159th Street

The purpose of the meeting was to gain additional input to the concepts under developmeat for
this corridor.

Meridian and IDOT explained the importance of public and agency input in the SRA process. An
18 ft. barrier median has been preliminarily recommended on 159th Street throughout the village.
The locations of proposed median breaks are being coordinated with access to existing and
proposed development along the route. It is necessary to discuss potential locations and conflicts
in the placing of median breaks. .

Mr. Kelly explained that most of Oak Forest's commercial property is located along Cicero
Avenue and 159th Street. The city's two biggest businesses are the Jewel food store at the corner
of 159th Street and Central Avenue and Community Motors, a car dealership located between
Peggy Ann Lane and Terrace Drive. A barrier median would be acceptable for the Jewel. Since it
is located on the corner, access can be obtained off of Central Avenue. Community Motors,
however, only has 159th Street frontage with two driveways. This business should be provided a
median break. Its distance from the Central Avenue intersection would not cause a spacing
problem, however, breaks are proposed at both Peggy Ann Lane and Terrace Drive. This will
require further review.

From Ridgeland Avenue to Terrace Drive, there are small businesses and strip malls. Small
consumer businesses provide most of Oak Forest's commercial activity and these types of
establishments will be most impacted by a barrier median. Mr. Kelly stated that there is really no
more potential for large businesses to move to Oak Forest so the city would like to keep the
businesses they have, access must be provided. The concept of combined access was raised and
discussed briefly. It is feasible to make commercial properties more attractive through focused

access at a key point, potentially with signalization.

In the northwest quadrant of the Central Avenue intersection, there is a closed strip mail. The city
would like to revive this space but access is a necessity. Rich Starr pointed out that perhaps one
key access point off of 155th Street would focus shoppers to the mall. Otherwise, from Central
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Avenue to the NIRC Railroad, a barrier median with the proposed median breaks would be
considered reasonable.

It was also mentioned that Will County has plans to widen Central Avenue over the next two to
three years.

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to
the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one

week.

Meridian Engineers & Planners, Inc.

/’Ic/)hn Mick

cc: Attendees

Joy Schaad Meridian

Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner Planning Resources
Norman Din Din & Pangrazio
John Paige ~  NIPC

Neil Ferrari IDOT - DPT

Mike Williamsen ~ IDOT - OPP

Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

Meeting Minutes File



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
Meridian Project No. SRA3

DATE: September 24, 1993-1:30 P.M.
LOCATION: Orland Park Village Hall

Orland Park, lllinois
ATTENDANCE.:
Greg Dryer Village of Orland Park
Rich Starr Nlinois Department of Transportation
John Mick Meridian, Project Manager
Eric Widstrand Meridian, Traffic Engineer
Victoria Jennings Meridian, Engineering Aide
TOPIC ROUTE: US 6/159th Street

The purpose of the meeting was to gain additional input to the concepts under development for
. this corndor.

Meridian and IDOT explained the importance of public and agency input in the SRA process. An
18 fi. barrier median has been preliminarily recommended on 159th Street throughout the village.
The locations of proposed median breaks are being coordinated with access to existing and
proposed development along the route. It is necessary to discuss potential locations and conflicts
in the placing of median breaks. .

Mr. Dryer indicated that west of US Route 45, a barrier median could be compatible with
development. On the south side of 159th Street, west of Ravinia Avenue, the vacant land is
planned as a Catholic cemetery. This area has been identified as wetlands. North of the route and
west of Ravinia Avenue is open water (identified as wetlands also) and park land. One section is
not owned by the village and may be developed in the future as single family homes. The
proposed median break may not be necessary in this area.

Ravinia Avenue will be extended south of 159th Street but about 1600 ft. east of the existing
Ravinia, to line up with the Lake View Plaza shopping center. The one proposed median break
here would be sufficient if the mall agrees to consolidate access off of 159th Street. This would
be coordinated by the village. There is also mall access off of US Route 45. The land from US
Route 45 to 94th Avenue is not Orland Park; it is unincorporated Cook County.

94th Avenue is approaching major intersection status. Mr. Dryer estimated an ADT of about
20,000 vehicles. Orland Park has plans for a 300 ft. long right turn bay from westbound 159th
Street to northbound 94th Avenue. East of 94th Avenue, access exists in addition to that off of
159th Street. Thus, a barrier median may not have serious impacts. Orland Brook Drive has
much more traffic than 86th Avenue just east of it (3,000 vpd vs. 1,000 vpd). Oriand Brook
extends to 151st Street and acts as a collector for the nearby residences. Access shouid be
focused at Orland Brook Drive rather than 86th Avenue. A signal may be possible at the Orland
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Brook Drive intersection. Potential exists to allow only right in/right out movements at 86th
Avenue.

The concept of U-turns at median breaks was discussed. The idea is feasible; motorists will get
used to making the U-turn at the nearest median break.

East of 80th Avenue, smaller businesses may have objections to a barrier median. A mountable
median exists west of 76th Avenue. Businesses may feel that loss of access will decrease their
commercial viability. However, due to the SRA implementation timing, access consolidation and
managment could occur and be used to focus access to a group of small businesses.

The proposed park and ride locations were discussed. It was agreed that park and rides are a
good idea where space is available and demand exists. The village and IDOT would coordinate

implementation with the shopping center.

A future school is planned for the vacant land south of 159th Street and west of US Route 45.
Also, a shopping center has been proposed and approved in the same area.

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to
the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one

week.

Meridian Engineers & Pl
/ ’ \
g%( / /
“/John Mick
cc: Attendees )
Joy Schaad Meridian
Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner Planning Resources
Norman Din Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC
Neil Ferrani IDOT - DPT
Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP
Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

Meeting Minutes File



MEETING MINUTES

PROJECT: SRA SUBNETWORK 3
IDOT Project No. P-91-137-90
Meridian Project No. SRA3

DATE: January 13, 1994 -10:30 AM.
LOCATION: South Holland, Village Hall
South Holland, Illinois

. ATTENDANCE:
Janice Morrissy South Suburban Mayors and Managers
Rich Zimmerman South Holland, Village Administrator
Brad Brink South Holland, Village Engineer
Rich Starr Illinois Department of Transportation
Joy Schaad Meridian, Corridor Manager -
Several Members South Holland Community Development Committee
Several Members South Holland Business Association
TOPIC ROUTE: US 6/15%th Street

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the future of a grade separation for the GTW Railroad
and recommendation for barrier a.nd flush medians for thi§ corridor.

Rich Starr gave an overview of the SRA program and its goals and all of the steps between an
SRA recommendation and ultimate construction. He also explained IDOT’s funding picture,
generally and how priorities are developed. He gave some comments about the US 6 SRA route
and how it operates, currently. Mr. Starr explained that although the standard template for SRA’s
in suburban areas is 6 lanes on 120 ft. right-of-way, concern for adjacent properties and the
projected 2010 traffic on much of this route allowed for a four lane cross-section on a 100 ft.
right-of-way. He explained the nature of typical SRA access recommendations and the distinction
of post 2010 recommendations.

The discussion then narrowed in on issues relative to US 6 in South Holland. We discussed the
problems with travel delays when trains cross 159th Street at the GTW Railroad. However, there
are difficulties with providing an overpass or underpass at that location as well. The grade
separation would impact approximately 650 ft. to 800 f&. each side of the dual crossing. This
makes for difficult access to neighboring properties and raises some concern for the character of
the area due to aesthetic changes. It is particularly problematic for the Village to make
appropriate land use,development and access decisions around that improvement when the
construction of the facility and new access may be many years off. A major structure would be a
significant additional expense, as well.

It was agreed that while a grade separation would be desirable ultimately, the costs and impacts
make it an impracticality in the near future. It will show up as a post 2010 recommendation in the
SRA report.
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The issue of flush vs barrier medians was also discussed. The SRA recommendation will provide
for a 14 fi. flush median east of Ridgeland Avenue in Oak Forest to 1-94, the Calumet
Expressway.

We discussed the local community desire for a traffic signal at Wausau. Mr. Starr committed that
the consultant will take a look at it and provide an answer via the draft report. There also were
some questions on the costs associated with relocating street lighting and landscaping that the
Village had put in from the west corporate limits to east corporate limits. Mr. Starr will verify
with Roger Valente how those issues are handled during construction.

The above is an accurate history to the best of our knowledge. Anyone who takes exception to

the information contained in this document should forward comments to the writer within one
week.

Meridian Engineers & Planners, Inc.

/j&fﬂp e den

Manager

cc: Attendees

Eric Widstrand Meridian

Elizabeth McLean EJM Engineering
Pete Pointner Planning Resources
Norman Din Din & Pangrazio
John Paige NIPC

Neil Ferrari IDOT - DPT

Mike Williamsen IDOT - OPP

Pete Franz IDOT - BLE
Eugene Ryan CATS

Meeting Minutes File
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STRATEGIC REGIONAL ARTERIAL STUDY
Questionnaire/Comment Form

Please take a few minutes to fill out this questionnaire. Your suggestions and
comments will help us provide you with the best service possible. (Use the back if you
need more space.)

1. Do you feel congestion is a problem on this route? Which portions?

2. Do you agree there is a need for a long term plan for arterial roadways?

3. What city, county or community area are you most familiar and concerned with?

4. For the first panel meeting we present information about the existing conditions,
collected to date. Do you know of any misinformation recorded or have additional
information that can help the team develop the best recommendations.

a. General:

b. Right-of-Way:

c. Existing Roads:

d. Transit:

e. Public Facilities:

Page 1 of 2
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5. Are there environmentally sensitive areas we should be made aware of?

6. Are there historic/cultural resources we should be made aware of?

7. Are there any major proposed developments anticipated?

. Additional Comments:

(03]

Thank you for taking the time to give us your input and comments. We look forward to
continuing our discussions. Please retum this questionnaire to:

John P. Mick li, PE
SRA 3 Project Manager
CRSS of lllinois, Inc.
8700 West Bryn Mawr
Chicago, lllinois 60631
Phone: 312-693-1030
Fax: 312-693-3863
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Project update for
panel members and
interested citizens

US Roule 6

Issue 1
July/August 1992

SRA System Overview

When the 21st Ceatury is 10 years old, road
travel in Northeastern Illinois will be 20
percent heavier than 1980 leveis. That esti-
mate, from the Chicago Area Transportation
Study (CATS), is significant for the Illinois
Department of Transportation (IDOT) plan-
ning now underway to meet transportation
requirements in the year 2010.

The planning is encompassed in Operation
GreenLight, an IDOT program to deal with
urban congestion and ensure excellent re-
gional mobility. Operation GreenLight was
developed by IDOT in cooperation with
CATS, the Illinois State Toll Highway Au-
thority (ISTHA), the Northeastern Iilinois
Planning Commission (NIPC), and the Re-
gional Transportation Authority (RTA).

US Route 6 Overview

The US Route 6 SRA route is 34 miles in
length. An alternate alignment of Caton
Farm Road/Bruce Road will be studied for
the western most 18 miles. Both alternates
run east from Illinois Route 59 with US
Route 6 ending at Torrence Avenue and the
Caton Farm Road alternate ending at one of
the three potential connections: Cedar Road,
Wolf Road and US Route 45.

Along the length of the SRA, US Route 6 is
also designated as County Highway 36,
Renwick Road, Illinois Route 7, 159th Street,
162nd Street and River Oaks Drive. The
Caton Farm Road alternate has sections on
Bruce Road, 175th Street, the Chicago-
Bloomington Trail, Hadley Road and 167th
Sireet.

The US Route 6/Caton Farm Road corridot

runs through two counties and twelve com-
munities. It directly intersects or crosses
over/funderkey roadways suchas Il 1/Halsted
St., 11 7, 11 43/Harlem Ave., Ill 50/Cicero
Ave,, 111 53, 111 59, Il 83/Torrence Ave., Ill
171, 111 394, US 6/Wolf Rd., US 45, I-55, I-
57, 1-94 and 1-294.

CRSS has provided briefing booklets to
the US Route 6/Caton Farm Road east
and west advisory panels. These publica-
tions explain the corridor with aerial photo-
graphs, maps, work plans, milestone sched-
ules, details of suburban cross-section de-
sign concepts, factors for the alternatives
development and questionnaires. Issuesand
ideas voiced by those on the advisory panels
are categorized into a special information
card system and integrated into the planning
process.

Strategic Regional Arterials (SRA) play a
vital role in Operation GreenLight. SRAs
are defined as the second tier of roads to the
existing and proposed expressway network.
The 146 routes totalling 1,340 miles in the
SRA system were identified because they
now sustain or will carry great numbers of
cars, trucks and public transportation ve-
hicles, often over long distances. SRAs
serve traffic which overflows the express-
way system or can’t use the expressways at
all.

The SRA subnetwork study headed by CRSS
of [llinois, Inc., covers 290 miles of roadway
over ten routes, running through six counties
and 87 communities. SRAs are categorized
as urban, suburban and rural. SRAs in the
CRSS study are:

* Illinois Route 43/Harlem Aveaue/
Waukegan Road from Lake Cook Rd to
US 30 (44 miles)

s Cumberland Avenue/First Avenue from
1-90 to I-55 (13 miles)
continued on page 3
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US Route 6 Panel Meeting Summary

The purpose of the meetings was to acquaint
:he Panels and other municipal officials with
the SRA team. The SRA team is made up of
CRSS, IDOT, and CATS staff augmented
oy local municipal officials and interested
Jarties.

The Chicago Area Transportation Study
{CATS)alsodiscussed the 2010 Transporta-
tion Plan and how the SRA system is one of
eight points in Operation GreenLight.

The Illinois Department of Transportation
discussed the Design Concept Report and
how it was developed to achieve uniformity
throughout the SRA system.

The US Route 6 study starts at Illinois Route
59 on the west and ends at Illinois Route 83/
Torrence Avenue for US Route 6 and at US
Route 43 for the Caton Farm Road altemate.
The corridor is divided into two presenta-
tions areas, west and east.

Wes! presentation area: US Route 6 and
Caton Farm Road from Illinois Route 59 to
the Will County Line. Includes potential
cross connectors of Cedar Road, Wolf Road
and US Route 45,

East presentation area: US Route 6 from the
Will County Line to Illinois Route 83/

Terms to know...

Actuation:

The sensing or detection of a vehicle as it
passes over a detector in the roadway
cating mformauon about traffic flow to a .
master traffic sngnal controller. .

Class II Truck Route :

Any highway, other than an mtclstatc
highway or controlled access Iughway
with four or more lanes, which is dcsxg-
nated as suchand capable of handling size
and weight limits for trucks. -

Delineators:

A light-reflecting device mounted at the
side of a roadway, in series with others, to
indicate the alignment of the roadway.

Demand Management: =
Techniquessuch as carpooling, staggered
work hours and controlled development
which are employedto reduce the number
of vehicles utilizing a roadway.

Torrence Avenue and 167th Street
from the Will County Line to US
Route 45.

West Presentation Area
July 7, 1992
Lockport City Hall

A question was raised regarding
whether or not only one of the two
routes would be selectedasan SRA
route. It was notedthat these routes
are only two miles apart which is
less than the spacing guideline for
SRA routes Over the next six
months, both alternate routes will
be studied. After receiving com-
ments on the alternatives, a recom-
mendation will be taken to the
CATS SRA subcommittee of the
Work Program Commiittee. Thus,
one alignment will be selected as
the SRA route.

A desire was expressed to move
the western boundary further to
the west because of the regional
traffic in the area. The CATS
Long Range Plan process included
an analysis of end points and I1li-
nois Route 59, an SRA route, was
deemed the appropriate end point.

There was concemn that this SRA
study be coordinated with ongoing
studies by IDOT and others such
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US Route 6 SRA Corridor

as the Fox Valley Expressway and
North-South Tollway extension to I-80. An
explanation of CATS Long Range Plan rec-
ommendations included affirmation that this
coordination would take place.

In downtown Lockport, there are many traf-
fic conflicts between local and regional
movements. In addition, there appears tobe
a high incidence of accidents on Illinois
Route 7 between Cedar Road and Bell Road.
These issues, as well as one expressed con-
cerning an increase in development and traf-
fic on 159th Street in Orland Park, will be
considered.

East Presentation Area
June 29, 1992
Oak Forest City Hall

A concern was expressed about the effect of
widening the existing 100’ right-of-way be-
tween Central Avenue and Cicero Avenue.
It is felt that even a minimal right-of-way

" widening would have severe impacts on
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local businesses and would render the land
undevelopable.

Heavy traffic problems are an issue at 159th
Street and Park Avenue, just west of the two
long railroad structures for the Markham
yards. The bus stop/turn around at 154th
Streetand Park Avenue, the full cloverleafat
159th Street and 1-294 and the narrow and
poorly lighted viaduct tunnel on 159th Street
add to this problem.

The South Suburban Mayors and Managers
Association, IDOT and Cook County are
setting up an advisory committee of five
municipalities for a study to identify a loca-
tion fora new roadway between 147th Street
and 159th Street from Oak Park Avenue to
Harlem Avenue. The STP funds are pro-
grammed for FY 93.

The early idenritication of curb cuts and
raffic signal Ications is important to the
future of severa: pending developments.



Q&A

QDO CATS traffic
profections take Into account
the Clean Alr Act Amendments
of 1990 (CAAA) and the
Employee Trip Reduction
Program (ETRP)?

A The traffic projections used
as one aspect of this study were
performed in 1990 as part of the
2010 Transportation Plan. They
do not reflect the CAAA or the
ETRP. IDOT and CATS are
considering how to incorporate
these programs into the traffic
considerations in this study.

Q Does the SRA study
qualify for an Environmental
Impact Statement? How much
environmental review is
Involved In this study?

A The SRA study itself does
not qualify as an EIS
(Environmental Impact
Statement) because it does not
define specific improvements or
define a specific profect. The
emphasis and direction of an
SRA study is as a planning tool.
Once a specific project has been
well defined in the study (Phase
1) portion of a project's
implementation, an EIS may be
required to meet Federal funding
requirements.

The environmental effort on an
SRA is twofold. The team is
identifying potential environmen-
tal concerns and opportunities -
ranging from specific buildings/
land uses that could be sensitive
noise receptors to forest pre-
serve properly that could accomn-
modate a bikeway to supplement
the arterial street systemn. The
team, as improvement concepts
are developed, will be consider-
ing potential impacts due to the
SRA and generalized mitigation
to allow the environment and the
SRA to coexist.

]
SRA Overview (continued)

+ USRoute 41/Lake Shore Drive from Hol-
lywood Avenue to Cornell Drive and 57th
Street; Cornell Drive, Stony Island Av-
enue from Lake Shore Drive to [-94; and
Coast Guard Drive from 57th Stto 67th St
(25 miles).

* Illinois Route 83 from Lake Cook Rd to
US 45 (39 miles)

Bell Road from Illinois Route 83 to Illi-
nois Route 7 (6 miles)

US Route14/Hollywood Avenue from II-
linois Route 43/Waukegan Road to Lake
Shore Drive (9 miles)

* Illinois Route 47 from McHeary County/
Wisconsin State Line to Kane/Kendall
County Line (50 miles)

* Illinois Route 173 from Sheridan Rd. to
McHenry-Boone County Line (48 miles)

* Renwick Road/Iilinois Route 7/US 6/159th
Street from 111 59 to Torrence Ave (34
- miles)

¢ Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road/Cedar Road
from I11 59 1o US 45 (22 miles)

The CRSS of Illinois study and four other
similar studies are required to fulfill the
planning objectives established by CATS in
its 2010 Transportation Plan, a key element
of Operation GreenLight. Those objectives
are:

* Determine the types of roadway improve-
ments needed for each route including
additional lanes, signals and interchanges.

* Examine ways to enhance public trans-
portation.

* Identify and protect needed right-of-way.

* Manage access to SRA routes to improve
through traffic movement and reduce con-
flicts.

* Coordinate land use and development
projects with transportation improve-
ments.

* Identify ways to accommodate the growth
in commercial traffic.

* Accommodate necessary bicycle and pe-
destrian travel onthe SRA route corridors

* Identify potential environmental concerus.

The guidelines to achieve the objectives
have been created in a Design Concept Re-
port produced by a consultant and endorsed
by CATS. The guidelines are for direction
only and are not policy.

The unique characteristics of urban, subur-
ban and rural SRAs determine the design
guidelines for road access, median require-
ments, right-of-way, intersections, bus ser-
vice, parking and other imperatives.

- _|
Note from the Editor...

Hello and welcome to the SRA Spotlight!
My name is Kerry and I’m the newsletter
editor for CRSS. It is my intent that this
newsletter serve two key purposes. First, it
will inform readers about the SRA project
and maintain your interest by keeping you
abreast of current project issues. Second, it
will serve as a line of communication.

Newsletters will be published every two
months throughout the life of the SRA
project. In each issue there will be a ‘Terms
To Know’ section and a ‘Q&A’ column.
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Beginning with the second issue, a guest
column and an article discussing a particular
discipline under consideration by the project
team will provide views of different aspects
of the project.

If you are not on our mailing list, please
contact the panel coordinator listed on
page 4. Likewise, if you bave a termv
question you would like to see discussed, or
if you have any comments about the news-
letter, please send them to the contact person
and note Attn: Kerry Wigginton.



We're here to help...

Please contact us with your comments, concerns, or questions

Panel Coordinator Panel Coordinator

West Presentation Area East Presentation Area

Carol Vandevelde Janice Morrissy

Will County Council of Mayors South Suburban Mayors FI"\ S Eﬁgg"ﬁf "t:iynms’ Ine.

921 East Washington Street & Managers Association for the

Joliet, Illinois 60433 14200 Chicago Road @ Ninois Department of Transportation
Phone: (815) 740-2389; (312) 793-3470  Suite 201

Fax: (815) 740-0925 Dolton, Illinois 60419

Phone: (708) 201-7700
Fax:  (708)201-7768

US Route 6 SRA Study Schedule

Summer | Autumn | Winter Spring | Summer | Autumn
Task 1992 1992 1992/93 1993 1993 1993

First Panel Meeting A

Second Panel Meeting
Draft Final Report
Third Panel Meeting

Public Hearing

Final Report

Chicago Area Transportation Study
Mr. Eugene Ryan

Deputy Director

300 West Adarns Street

Chicago, IL 60606

Addressee
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US Route 6/Caton Farm Road Initial Concept Thoughts

US Route 6 (159th Street)) extends
from Illinois 59 to Torrence Avenue,
atotal length of 33 miles. The Caton
Farm Road alternate, which also be-
gins at Illinois 59 and links back to
159th Street at Cedar Road, Wolf
Road, or US 45. The study length of
the alternate is 22 miles.

At this time, the US Route 6/Caton
Farm Road SRA route has not been
concepted. However, some of the
issues that will be important to this
process have been identified. As

SRA Concept Development Pro-
cess’ article &ee page 2) explains,
the initial look at the route will exam-
ine how to best fit the desirable cross
section on each of these alignments.
At the same time, we will be evaluat-
inﬁg which alternate is the most ben-
eficial. The US 6/Caton Farm Road
SRA is classified as a suburban route
with desired design characteristics
that include a 45 mph design speed,
“C/D” level of service, (see "Terms
to know" page 2), a minimum 120 ft.
right of way, and three through lanes
in each direction. Several of the key
issues which will be addressed in the
concepting process are discussed
below.

The eastern portion of the corridor is
densely developed with commercial
and residential developmentadjacent
to the route. The western portion is
generally rural with mature develop-
ment in the established portion of
Lockport and newer less dense resi-
dential development both east of
Lockport and west of the Des Plaines
River. Theimpactsto adjacent homes
and businesses will be minimized
based on the required right of way,

access needs, and the necessity of
sidewalks and parkways for safety
and aesthetics.

The appropriateness of new transit
amenities will be considered. Rec-
ommendations may include com-
muter park-&-ride lots and bus pull-
out areas/passenger shelters and bus
turnaround areas. In addition, future
transit bus speed and schedule reli-
ability may be improved by a traffic
signal pre-emption system.

Bridge widenings, which may be
necessary to accommodate the rec-
ommended cross section, will be stud-
ied. These modifications may be
particularly complicated near the
159th Street and Park Avenue inter-
section at the Markham Yards. In
addition, a new river crossing north
of Lockfgzt may be discussed as well
as the kport Township recom-
mended crossing near 175th Street.

Access is an important factor to the
south suburbs as economic develop-
ment and the future of several ‘tax
increment finance’, or “TTF’, districts
depend on the future viability of busi-
nesses in the area. Providing a hiFh
level of safety and operations for
through traffic, which has increased
with the expansion of the I-294 inter-
change, will also help business in the
area. Conflicts between through traf-
fic and traffic making turning move-
ments cause both safety problems
and impedance of traffic flow. There-
fore, access will be studied and traf-
fic management techniques, such as
‘right-in, right-out’ entrances and lim-
iting left turns to key intersections
may be recommended.

In less developed areas of the corri-

dor, the consolidation of access can

be accomplished in the Flanning and

development process of the adjacent

Propertie§ rather than a reactive or
retro-fitting’ process.

Coordination with the reﬁiona{,plan-
ning decisions of the Fox Valley
Expressway and the Lake-Will Ex-
presswah-BSS) studies will be key
to the SRA recommendations con-
cerning the Caton Farm Road alter-
nate.

The southern extension of the Lake-
Will Expressway (I-355) is desig-
nated as a major new facility in the
CATS Year 2010 Transportation
Development Plan and is currently in
the Phase I and Environmental Im-
Eact Statement study phase. Public

earings on this extension are tar-
geted for the summer of 1993. At this
time, the plansinclude aninterchange
at Illinois 7, east of Cedar Road, but
they could be expanded to include an
additional interchange at Bruce Road/
175th Street.

continued
In this issue...
US Route 6/Caton Farm Road
Initial Concept Thoughts.....1, 2
SRA Concept Development
Process .. 2
Terms to Know 2
Land Use Conceras ..........c.ce... 3
Q&A.eeeererraeneennenene 3
We're Here to Help.................. 4
SRA Study Schedule............... 4



.’ |
SRA Concept Development Process

r'he SRA team is developing initial
concepts for the SRA routes in the
“RSS subset. The process, by which
n initial concept is developed, bal-
ances both the project’s objectives
~nd physical constraints and the is-
ues specific to the route. A balance
.aust be maintained between the most
desirable solution from a traffic mo-
" ility viewpoint and the feasible so-
stion that encompasses all issues.

The Strategic Regional Arterial
SRA) System is a key part of the
:gional transportation network that

was identified in the Year 2010 Trans-

~ortation Development Plan for
sorthern [llinois.

In order to be thoroughly familjar
-ith the route, the conceptor studies
ignificant data describing the route,

constraints, and important issues.

This information is assembled from
.eld visits, involved agencies, and
omments at the first panel meeting.

Terms to know.....

Design Speed - A speed determined
for design and correlation of the physi--
zal features of a highway that influ-
ence vehicle operation. Itis the maxi-
mum safe speed that can be main-
-ained over aspecified section of high-
way when conditions are favorable.

Grade Separation - A bridge for 2
crossing of a highway, railroad, pe- .
destrian or bike path over another

highway. :

Level of Service - A qualitative mea-
sure used to describe the operating .
sonditions of aroadway. Ranges from
4 (best) to F(worst). T

Median Control - The use of a raised
nedian curb to direct left turning .
Tnovements to desired locations and
lo reduce conflicts between oncom-
‘ng vehicles.

Signal Network (System) - a group
of trafficsignals along an arterial road-
way orin a grid pattern which are able
0 communicate to a master traffic
controller and operate in coordina-
tion.

All route types have specific desir-
able design guidelines and roadway
cross sections. A cross section re-
quires a certain right of way width
and describes the roadway configu-
ration.

In most cases, the cross section and
its associated right of way require-
ments, become the key issues in the
concept development process. Of
the 290 miles in the CRSS portion of
the SRA system, approximately 35%
is of the rural type (168 ft. minimum
right of way width, 210 ft. desirable
width), 50% is suburban (120 ft. mini-
mum, 150 ft. desirable), and 15% is
urban (96 ft. minimum, 110 ft. desir-
able). It should be noted that the
right-of-way dimensions listed above
may not be achievable in many in-
stances.

An initial aspect of the concepting
process is the identification of seg-
ments. These segments are created
based on similar characteristics and
needs and the preliminary feasibility
of a given cross section for the spe-
cific length of the corridor. e
conceptor first tries to fit, along the
route’s ali ent, the cross section
that provides the best long term SRA
solutiorin terms of the route’s mo-
bility needs. However, if this cross
section imposes excessive impacts
on adjacent properties, the segment’s
concept is modified. Once the
conceptor has determined a concept
or alternative concepts for each seg-
ment, he has completed the first por-
tion of the concepting process.

The second portion of the conceptin;
process involves professional staft,
specializing in several disciplines,
who take a closer look at specific
issues within their discipline. The
disciplines that are involved in the
process are: civil/geometrics, envi-
ronmental, land use, traffic, transit,
and municipal/regional planning.
They will either agree with the
conceptor, or supply input th' the
segment’s concept requires adjust-
ment.

The third step is a ‘charette’, where
the conceptor, the professionals from

.each discipline, and the CRSS corri-

dor manager discuss the pros and
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cons of the concept alternatives. A
charette is a forum at which differing
views are heard and a preliminary
concept, that best meets the overlap-
ping objectives of all involved disci-
plines and responds to issues and
constraints along the route, is first
developed.

These initial solution(s) are then dis-
cussed with the Illinois Department
of Transportation and Chicago Area
Transportation Study professionals.
These key agencies will help the
CRSS team concur on concepts and
alternatives to be presented and dis-
cussed at the second Panel Meeting.
Discussion atthe second Panel Meet-
ing will bring about significant revi-
sions to the concept. After this input
is addressed, the recommendations
will be fine tuned for the third Panel
Meeting and public hearing.

It is important to realize that team-
work, including your g:anicipation,
is what will make the SRA program
a success. It is important that all
views are heard so that a balance
among many needs and issues is at-
tained. The panel meetings and pub-
lic hearing provide several opportu-
nities for you to become involved in
these decisions. Another way tohave
an input into this concepting process
is by contacting the panel coordina-
tor (as listed on page 4) with your
comments or questions.

|
Initial Concept (cont.)

Regarding the Fox Valley Express-
way, according to the 2010 Plan docu-
ment, “The right of way for this facil-
ity should be protected and the devel-
opment of the corridor monitored for
possible future consideration as a
proposed expressway in the regional
plan.” IDOT has a feasibility study
underway for the Fox Valley facility
and discussions with the study team
indicate that, at this early stage, inter-
change locations are flexible enough
to be coordinated with eitheran 159th
Street or a 175th Street SRA align-
ment. No commitments have been
marje regarding the highway's con-
struction, however.



Land Use Concerns

The Chicago metropolitan area has
grown to be one of the nation’s larg-
est. Employment opportunities have
expanded throughout the entire re-
gion, but are not always balanced
with an adequate supply and mixture
of housing in reasonable proximity
to them. Due to the trend of in-
creased distance between housing and
jobs, a high percentage of peak hour
trips are by private automobile with
only one person per vehicle. Indi-
viduals spend an increasing amount
of time traveling to and from work.
The areas through which they pass
may experience congestion, air pol-
lution and noise associated with rush
hour conditions.

There are three major areas of con-
cern which are the focus of the land
use portion of the SRA studies.

1. Buildings Close to Edge of Pave-
ment - This occurs frequently in older

commercial areas. Adding lanes of
pavement in these areas can adversely
affect parking and loading activities
that are essential to local businesses.
Where residential buildings are close
to the pavement, the noise, pollution
and congestion can detract from both
the residential and the pedestrian
environment.

2. Concentration of Pedestrian and
Bicycle Activity - These may in-
clude schools, community centers and
recreational areas. Special precau-
tions will be taken to ensure the safet
of pedestrians and bicyclists who wi
be crossing the SRA.

3. Frequent Driveways and Access
Points A on§ SRA - High volumeso

through traffic on SRA routes make
it difficult for people to enter and
leave the adjacent private properties.
Turning movements frequently con-
flict with free movement along the
SRA. Free access combined with
high through volumes can present
both safety and operational problems.

Some solutions to the region’s con-
gestion problems include: the con-
struction of park-and-ride lots serv-
ing public transit facilities; programs
to improve public transportation sys-

Q& A

Q What is the timing for
SRA route decisions?

A The SRA routes were
selected by the lllinois
Department of Transportation
(IDOT) and the Chicago Area
Transportation Study (CATS)
in 1989. The CRSS subset
(Subset 3), which includes
over 290 miles of Strategic
Regional Arterials, will involve
extensive study, deliberation,
and consensus building over
the next 18 months. The
specific recommendations for
Subset 3, including alignment
changes/bypasses, cross-
section and a series of public
involvement activities will be

| completed by December 1993.

Q How is the CRSS work
on Subset 3 of SRA routes
coordinated with the other
SRA subsets and other
consultants?

A IDOT has the
responsibility of overall
coordination of the different
professional consultants
efforts and the coordination of
studies and recommendations
where SAAs intersect. IDOT’s
District One office in
Schaumburg has specific staff
assigned to manage the
overall effort and perform
these coordination activities.
The first three consultants are
also communicating with each
other on a continual basis to
coordinate study efforts and
recommendations. A fourth
consultant will be selected this
winter.

tems; reduction in the need for travel
through better land use planning; stag-
gering work hours to spread traffic
over a longer period of time. The
overall plan for Sttatedgic Regional
Arterials is to respond directly to the
need for an overall system of road-
ways which provide a consistent and
reliable quality of movement that
connects all parts of the region.

A major benefit of implementing the
SRA system would be to improve the
ability of people to travel with less
time, effort, energy consumption,
generation of pollution and conflicts
with local land uses and access. It
would create a network of roadways
that have consistent traffic handlin
capabilities, withimprovements sucﬁ
as the addition of turning lanes, traf-
fic signal modernization, and addi-
tional lanes where necessary to cre-
ate consistent standard roadway.

The study team has requested infor-
mation from the 126 governmental

units represented along the SRA 3
system. The study team is reviewing

evelopment proposals, comprehen-
sive plans, zoning ordinances and
conducting field reviews along each
of the corridors. Land uses have
been identified for a distance of up to
approximately one quarter mile on
either side of each SRA. Anongoin
interdiscipli review is conducte
with land use planners, environmen-
tal specialists, transit specialists and
trafgg and civil engineers to evaluate
alternatives to minimize impacts to
adjacent properties, communities and
systems. These aiternative concepts
are being taken to representatives of
local units of government throu
the panel meeting process. The study
team is seeking the active involve-
ment of all 1 government units to
help to assure that the recommended
SRA transportation improvements
help to serve land uses and reinforce
local development plans as well as
provide for the necessary regional
travel demand.
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US Route 6 SRA Study Schedule
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Task 92 92 92 93 93 93
Initial Concept A
Charette VAN
IDOT Review 2\
Revise Altematives YA
Panel No. 2 . YA

A Completed /\ Target dates .

Chicago Area Transportation Study
Mr. Eugene Ryan

Deputy Director

300 West Adams Street

Chicago, IL 60606

Addressee
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PUBLIC INPUT OPENS THE DOOR FOR SRA SUCCESS

SRA Panel meetings are a vehicle for

onsensus building. CRSS, CATS and IDOT
cre providing public participation that
rddresses local and regional needs by

incerely obtaining and incorporating input.

‘'onsensus building promotes trust between
¢ il involved agencies.

RSS is using several techniques that will
« nable the study team (including the public)
1. document input and gain agreement from
~terested parties. One of these techniques
-as initiated in the first panel meeting and
il continue to be developed in the 1993
ninel meetings and public hearings. This
.chnique, developed by CRSS, is known as
Programming”, and assists the public to
understand how their comments fit into a
hgical planning process, effectively
zmonstrating a listening, hearing, and
esponsiveness to public concerns and
encourages public input through the use of
1formal graphic displays. This technique
1s been used on a number of controversial
rojects to successfully achieve overall
ansensus or informed consent.

he key elements of Programming are:
Istablishing goals for a facility
+ollecting and organizing relevant facts
Jncovering and testing concepts
*Determining facility needs
entifying and tracking issues

Programming occurs in an open meeting
tting and often transforms an open public
zeting into an energetic, interactive work

session, where participants are encouraged

~ pecome more involved because their input
actively sought and added to a wall dis-
nay. The process includes graphic analysis

.f issues, documentation and presentation

allow the most accurate feedback. The

process works particularly well during
public meetings, because it provides
tangible evidence that the public has been
heard. All majorstudy issues are addressed
in these sessions. The analysis card tech-
nique is amethod of recording information
graphically. The information is intended
to be displayed, discussed, and often ed-
ited during the informal meetings. The
cards contain abstract diagrams and
symbols along with written comments.
The cards are sorted and assembled into a
wall display for an ever-growing record of
the project as it proceeds. The participants
are encouraged to either correct the cards
if they don’t accurately represent their
input or to draw their own card and add it
to the display.

(Sample Analysis Cards)

The analysis card wall display is used as a
vehicle to demonstrate responsiveness to
issues that are of concern to the public.
Issues are tracked through the project ,and
analysis cards are prepared with the results
of research that has been done to respond
toaparticular issue. The “issues response”
cards are then displayed at subsequent
meetings or work sessions so that
participants can see how their issues have
been incorporated into the project. The
wall card display becomes an ever growing
record of the project as it evolves. The
wall card display can also be transcribed
and reproduced and distributed as handout
material to provide a supplemental record
of the issues discussed.

1

The CRSS Programming process offers
three primary advantages when compared
to typical public involvement programs:

1. The organization of the analysis cards
demonstrates a logical thought process
fromlefttoright toshow how information
builds from goals to development and
analysis of concepts.

2. The use of the analysis cards to show
responsiveness to issues at subsequent
meetings assures the public that their
comments have been heard.

3. The informal nature of the analysis
cards encourages input; the message that
is given the public is that there is still
room for input or compromise-the plan s
not “set in concrete”.

At the next panel meeting, there will be an
opportunity to review the analysis card
display which already includes established
goals for the facility, collection and
organization of goals and facts (discussed
in the first panel meeting) and uncovering
and testing concepts (to be presented in the
second panel meeting.

Additional information on the Programming
procedure can be obtained using the request
form on page three of this newsletter.

In this issue...
Public Input Opens the Door for

SRA Success ......cccoeervuervrennnae 1
Preparing for the National
Highway System .........c.ucuu.e. 2

Civil Engineering Discipline

Review ...ccovcovirevreeereveecnee. 2,3
Q& A ... 3
We're Here to Help.................. 4
SRA Study Sciazdule ... 4



e ]
Preparing ior tne Nztional Highway System

By Eugene Ryan. CATS

In December 1991, the President signed
into law the Intermodal Surface Trans-
portation Efficiency Act providing au-
thorizations for highways, highway
safety and mass transportation for the
nexi six years. The purpose of the Act is
“1o develop a national intermodal trans-
portation system that is economically
efficient, environmentally sound, pro-
vides the foundation for the nation 1o
compete in the global economy and will
move people and goods in an energy
efficient manner.”

One of the provisions of the Act was to
establish the concept of a National High-
way System (NHS). This NHS will
consist of all existing interstate routes
and a portion of the principal arterial
system. The purpose of the system is to
focus federal resources on roads that are
most important to the nation. The NHS
will consist of approximately 155,000
miles of roads across the country. The
exact roads will be chosen and desig-
nated into law by Congress by Septem-
ber 30, 1995. For northeastern 1llinois,
the Illinois Department of Transporta-
tion in cooperation with the Chicago
Area Transportation Study will choose
the routes to be submitted to the U.S.
Department of Transportation for inclu-
sion in the system.

The concept of designating an arterial
system (o supplement the expressway
svstem was first discussed in northeast-

Terms to know...

Fasement - A right acquired by public
authority to use or control property for a
designated highway purpose.

Frontage Street or Frontage Road - A
local street or road auxiliary to and lo-
cated on the side of an arterial highway
for service to abutting property and adja-
cent areas.

Highest and Best Use - The most produc-
live use, reasonable but not speculative or
conjectural, to which property may be put
in the near future.

Interchange - A grade separated inter-
scction with one or more turning road-
ways for travel between intersection legs.

ern Hlinots in the Iate 1970s. As 1t
becomes obvious in the 1980s that few
new expressways would be built,but
highway congestion was continuing to
increase, the concept gained acceptance.
Starting in 1987, before the concept re-
ceived much national attention, plan-
ning for designating such a system for
northeastern Illinois began. The result
was the Strategic Regional Arterial
(SRA) System which was part of the
2010 Transportation System Develop-
ment Plan adopted in 1989. The inten-
tion is to make the SRA system the basis
for selecting the NHS in northeastern
Illinois.

The 2010 Plan also proposes an ambi-
tious plan to improve public transporta-
tion. Over the period of the plan (1989-
2010) over $12.3 billion is planned for
capital investment in public transporta-
tion. At this level of investment public
transit is expected to maintain an ap-
proximately ten percent share of all trips
regionwide. The public transportation
system is vital to the area but public
transit improvements alone will not
eliminate excessive congestion. The
plan proposes a $13.1billioninvestment
in their highway system. The Strategic
Regional Arterial System is the heart of
the highway plan. N

Not all intercommunity highway travel
can be handled by the existing express-
way system and expansion possibilities

are hmited. The SRA system will
supplement the expressway system in
handling this type of traffic. Improve-
ments to the system will be needed for it
to perform this role. The SRA studies,
including the one on this route constitule
the first step in planning for these im-
provements. The intention is to develop
a long range plan for each route in the
SRA system.

Included as a product of each SRA study
is a cost estimate for the planned im-
provements. Finding financial resources
to implement the improvements is a
major issue. Much funding is needed
just to maintain the existing highway
system as the 2010 Plan estimates $10.1
billion will be needed over the plan
period for this purpose. The federal
NHS funding will be animportant source
of funding maintenance and improve-
ment of the SRA system but alone will
not be sufficient uniess substantially in-
creased.

It is not possible to always predict fed-
eral or other funding levels for the fu-
ture. However, the SRA route studies
provide overall plans on how to improve
the routes. As funding becomes avail-
able through the NHS or otherwise, we
will be prepared to use the money to
efficiently make coordinated improve-
ments. The SRA system puts us ahead of
much of the country in being able to take
full advantage of the new NHS concept.

e
Civil Engineering Discipline Review

By Bob Giurato, CRSS

Why have a civil engineering review of
any corridor? After all, with enough
money, anything can be built. So it may
seem like the review is a waste of time.
Perhaps we should start by explaining
why civil engineers are working on a
planning study.

The main thrust of each route is having
a conceptor come through and recom-
mend a road template and right-of-way
width throughout the corridor. The civil
engineer is called in to look at the tech-
nical reality of building the project the
way it is concepted. The civil engineer
takes the concept and determines its
effect on four issues: Utilities, Drain-
age, Geometrics, and Right-of-Way.
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Utilities. The proposed concept may
entail wider pavements and larger right-
of-ways. This will require wholesale
relocation of utilities in the corridor.
However, these costs are not considered
big enough to revise a concept. The
major concern is where power plants or
whatever treatment facilities are ad-
versely impacted.

Drainage. The proposed concept may
also add pavement which adds runoff
during rainstorms which contributes to
flooding. There are also numerousdrain-
age structures crossing the corridors.
The reality of improving or maintaining
the system may affect the concept.

continued



Q. How will an SRA study move forward

A,

to become a real improvement?

The Illinois Department of Transpor-
tation is Responsible for maintaining
and in some cases expanding the
State's roadway system, including
State facilities in the Chicagoland six-
county area.

State and Federal statutory require-
ments mandate the Department to
analyze and quantify the benefits and
costs associated with each project.
Generally, only two options are ana-
lyzed, the option to invest funds in
rehabilitation or new construction and
the no investment position. The De-
partment must prove that the benefits
exceed costs before a project is
deerned eligible.

& A

Illinois' FY 1993-1997 Proposed High-
way Improvement Program totals
$5.375 billion. Funding for this pro-
gram includes almost $3.4 billion of
federal funds, $1.8 billion of state funds,
and $200 million of local funds. The
priority for development of the FY
1993-1997 highway program revenue
package is the delivery of projects as-
sociated with the FY 1990-1994 high-
way program revenue package. This
proposed program builds upon the
Department's pledge toaccomplish the
revenue package goals and adds
projects associated with the new fed-
eral transportation legislation.

Significant new federal funding is
made available by the 1991 Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act

This landmark legislation provides
substantial increases in federal aid,
restructuring of the traditional fed-
eral highway program, and flexibil-
ity in standards and project applica-
tions.

As SRA route studies are completed
in 1993 and 1994, theDepartment
will use therecommendations for the
routes as part of their capital pro-
gram planning. The improvements
will have to undergo the same evalu-
ation as other projects competing for
theavailable funding. As the projects
are considered feasible, they could
move into the program.

The next phase will be a detailed
location study (Phase I) and then
design and eventually, construction.

(ISTEA)

|
Civil (continued)

Geometrics. Some of the corridors con-
tain very low speed curves and a new
alignment may be needed to bring the
road up to SRA design standards. The
reality of achieving that corridor can
affect the concept.

Right-of-Way. This is the most impor-
tant issue that we study. Most of the
concepts need more right-of-way and
the reality of getting it affects the con-
cept. Right-of-way takes where the build-
ing must be removed will have a nega-
tive impact on the concept. Most of the
corridors will have areas where the con-
cepl will be less than SRA design stan-
dard due to right-of-way requirements.

After reviewing the corridor for these
issues, the civil engineer presents his
findings in a team charette attended by
the other disciplines. While his recom-
mendations are not necessarily the driv-
ing force on a corridor, his viewpoint is
likely to be shared by local officials.
Therefore, many of his recommenda-
tions may find their way into the final
report.

So why have a civil engineer review the
corridor? Because eventually his rec-
ommendations will help control the ulti-
mate cost of the project so that it is cost
effective. So instead of wasting time,

the civil engineer saves money for you, -

the taxpayer, on these routes.

r——————————————————————————'——
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r Do you have questions about the Strategic Regional Arterials Plan? Is-l
I there something you would like to contribute? Use this form, or another sheet |
| of paper (as many as you like), and send them to us. We'll see that you get an |
] answer or response.

Please send to: Name
Kerry Wigginton, Newsletter Editor
CRSS of illinois, Inc.

8700 West Bryn Mawr
Chicago, Illinois 60631
Phone (312) 693-1030
Fax (312)693-3863

e e e e e e e e e e e e
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We're here t> nelp...

Please contact us wiin your “omiueats, concerns, or questions

Panel Coordinator

West Presentation Aiea
Carol Yandevelce

Will County Council of Mayors
921 East Washington Street
Joliet, lllinois 60433

Phone: (815) 740-2389;

(312) 793-3470

Fax:  (815) 740-0925

Panel Coordinator
East Presentation Area
Janice Morrissy

South Suburban Mayors
& Managers Association
14200 Chicago Road
Suite 201

Dolton, Illinois 60419
Phone: (708) 201-7700
Fax: (708)201-7768

US Route 6 SRA Study Schedule

Task

Oct. Nov. Dec.
92 92 T 92

Produced b

for the

@ lllinois Department of Transportation

Jan.
93

—
mihigy CRSS of llIYnols, lnc.

Feb.

Mar.
93

Initial Concept
Charette

IDOT Review
ReviseConcept

Panel No. 2

A

VAN

VAN

A Completed

Chicago Area Transportation Study

Mr. Eugene Ryan
Deputy Director

300 West Adams Street
Chicago, IL 60606

Addressee

/\ Target dates




Project update for
panel members and
interested citizens

issue 4

US Route 6/ lllinois Route 7 "™

Panel Meeting No. 2 to Discuss Route Alternatives

The SRA study team is interested in
public input and believes the character-
istics of successful public participation
are early involvement, inclusiveness,
and clear, accurate information. Early
participation by representatives of all
areas along the corridor allows panel
members to have a hand in planning for
‘he future of the corridor while the deci-
sions are being evaluated. The
appropriateness of panel participation is
;0 be measured by how inclusive the
process is; whether it involves the rel-
evant participants and reflects the
communities and corridor for which the
plans in question are developed. Panel-
ists are 10 bring their constituents’ ideas
and concemns to the panel meeting.

The Federal Highway Administration
guidance on participation in transporta-
tion planning, written in 1978, remains
apt today:

“If too much time elapses
between the beginning of the
[planning] process and the begin-
ning of public involvement,
several problems may develop: it
may be difficult to still be flex-
ible, rumors may have spread
misinformation, local leaders may
feel ignored and become distrust-
ing. Early involvementsavestime
and agony for the planner.”

Even when the final outcome is contro-
versial, corridor wide participation helps
prevent dissatisfaction, legal challenge,
and stalemate.

The SRA public involvement proce-
dures are intended to afford opportunity
for effective participation. The three
Janel meetings and public hearing held
along the corridor, help to insure partici-
pation and input from public agencies
and private organizations, as well as
individuals.

Panel Meeting No. 2 is an informational
meeting which will discuss alternatives
developed since the first meeting. It will
include an informal discussion, a for-
malized presentation, a group question
and answer period, and, if questions still
remain, additional informal discussion.
The Department of Transportation en-
courages panelists to put their comments
in writing, if possible. However, study
team representatives present at the Panel
Meeting will properly note all non-writ-

Panel Meeting No. 2-- West
Time: 2:00 P.M.
Date: Wednesday, June 16, 1993
Location: Lockport City Hall
(2nd floor board room)
Ninth and Hamilton Sts.
. Lockport, lllinois
Panel Meeting No. 2-- East
Time: 10:00 A.M.
Date: Thursday, June 10, 1993
Location: Tinley Park Village Hall
16250 S. Oak Park Ave.
Tinley Park, Illinois

ten comments and document them on a
“wall of cards”. These are then recorded
in the Meeting Minutes and entered in
the project file.

Panel Meetings provide an opportunity
to assemble a group of key individuals,
familiar with a particular SRA route.
The meeting will allow panel members

and the study team to:
* confirm the existing issues or prob-
lems along the arterial corridor,

* understand some of the factors in-
volved in planning arterial
improvements,

* reviewworkto date and understand
future tasks to complete,

* listen to additional ideas for the
future vision of the arterial corridor,

*  discussthe conceptual improvement
alternatives under consideration,

* reach consensus on conceptual im-
provement ideas.

This process attempts to assure that pos-
sible economic, social, and
environmental effects of recommended
improvements will be fully considered
in the development of corridor propos-
als. Decisions which are in the best
overall public interest providing for safe,
economic, and efficient transportation
with minimal adverse effects will result
from a process that is open and receives
input from involved panelists.

The first Panel Meetings were held at the
beginning of the US Route 6 corridor
study. At that time, general issues af-
fecting the corridor and desirable designs
for the suburban SRA system were pre-
sented and discussed. Since that meeting,
CRSS has collected additional informa-
tion, conducted field reviews, developed
and evaluated several alternatives to pre-
pare a preliminary concept for the
corridor. The second Panel Meetings
represent important opportunities to dis-
cuss these findings and the preliminary
concept for the US Route 6 corridor.

lh this issue...

Panel Meeting No. 2 to‘Discuss -
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Q&A AR |
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US Route 6/1llinois Route 7 Preliminary Concept Summary

The US 6 SRA Route (including Illinois
7/Renwick Road and Caton Farm Road/
Bruce Road options) is an east-west ar-
terial connecting Will and Cook Coun-
ties as well as connecting the I-57,1-294,
and 1-94/ 1-394 roadways. Renwick
Road/Illinois 7/US 6 (159th Street) ex-
tends from Illinois 59 to Illinois 83
(Torrence Avenue). The Caion Farm
Road/Bruce Road alternative runs from
Illinois 59 to Cedar Road, then connects
to Illinois 7 via Cedar Road.

The Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA)
Design Concept Report has identified
objectives for the SRA system and desir-
able design features for three classes of
SRA facilities. This corridor is classi-
fied as a suburban SRA that recognizes
its setting and function as a facility serv-
ing mostly suburban type development.
The objective of the SRA plan is to
propose consistent design features that
enhance through traffic movement and
improve its utilization as a high quality
arterial that provides important links to
other elements of the regional transpor-
tation system.

A key issue in this corridor is the selec-
tion of the preferred SRA route. Com-
parisons were made of the Illinois 7/
Renwick Road and Caton Farm Road/
Bruce Road alternatives. The impacts
caused by the Illinois 7/Renwick Road
alternative through Lockport, as well as
the benefits of a new river crossing lo-
cated along Caton Farm Road/Bruce
Road between Joliet and Lockport, were
considered key issues in the analysis.
The Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road al-
ternative was chosen as the preliminary
SRA route recommendation. However,
both alternatives will be discussed at the
next Pane{ Meeting where a final recom-
mendation will be developed.

Three connector routes were studied to
link Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road with
Illinois 7/Renwick Road. These were
Cedar Road, Wolf Road, and US 45.
Selecting Cedar Road, the farthest west
connection, minimizes ROW takes and
impacts to both forest preserve land and
nistoric structures along Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road. In addition, thisroute
places the SRA route back on Illinois 7/
Renwick Road west of the Bell Road

SRA and allows these two SRA routesto
be linked. Therefore, Cedar Road will
be the SRA connector if the Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road alternative is selected
as the recommended SRA route.

If Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road is se-
lected, a 4 lane spur between Cedar
Road and the future interchange of FAP
340 at Illinois 7 is recommended. This
would connect the SRA route and the
FAP 340 roadway and provide an im-
portant link in the SRA network.

The characteristics of the existing road-
way and the type of facility required to
accommodate future needs varies along
the route. The Summary of Preliminary
Concept exhibits in this newsletter illus-
trate the preliminary concepts for lane,
median and parking characteristics of
the twelve segments in this corridor. To
meet the projected future needs, the pre-
liminary SRA recommendations have
been tailored to balance the SRA design
standards with existing conditions, con-
straints and local concemns.

Based on similar existing conditions and
preliminary recommendations, the cor-
ridor has been grouped into six segment
groups. These will be discussed start-
ing on-the west at Illinois 59 and pro-
gressing east to Illinois 83 (Torrence
Avenue).

The type and intensity of current and
projected development on the Caton
Farm Road/Bruce Road and the Illi-
nois 7/Renwick Road alternatives from
Illinois 59 to Bell Road do not require
the full suburban cross section. There-
fore, 4 lanes in a 100' ROW is recom-
mended. A new river crossing and a
minor relocation of Bruce Road will be
provided in the Caton Farm Road/Bruce
Road alternative. The lllinois 7/Renwick
Road alternative would require an alter-
nate alignment along Thomton Street in
Lockport and a new structure at the Des
Plaines River basin.

Bell Road, another SRA, is an appropri-
ate location for the roadway section to
change from 4 to 6 lanes. Denser devel-
opment and wider setbacks exist from
Bell Road to Illinois 50 hence the sub-
urban SRA standard, 120' ROW with 6
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lanes, is recommended. Some ROW
will be required to provide the recom-
mended section, but widening will be
asymmetrical to reduce impacts to adja-
cent development.

Two alternatives are proposed for the
area between Illinois 50 and 1-57. Al-
ternative A calls for 6 lanes in a 120’
ROW while alternative B recommends
a 100' ROW with 4 lanes. A 100' ROW
exists throughout most of the segment
except around Crawford Avenue, where
it is 80'. Issues related to obtaining
ROW along the Forest Preserve will
determine exactly where the number of
lanes changes.

The development between I-57 and
Western Avenue has narrow setbacks
and would be severely impacted by ROW
acquisition. Therefore, the recommen-
dation is to maintain the existing 80' to
100' ROW and provide 4 lanes. To
provide a parkway with sidewalks, the
median is reduced from the standard 18'
raised median to a 14' flush median.

In the area between Western Avenue
and I-94, a 100' ROW with 4 lanes is
recommended. Some additional ROW
is required, but less residential and com-
mercial impact will occur because set-
backs are wider than those in the previ-
ous area.

A6lane sectionina 120'ROW would be
provided from I-94 to Illinols 83
(Torrence Avenue) due to greatertravel
demand and less anticipated difficulty
in obtaining the needed ROW along the
south side of the roadway, opposite the
Sand Ridge Nature Center.

Taken together, the recommended con-
cepts in each segment would upgrade
the level of service offered throughout
the SRA corridor. These improvements
would integrate the route into the SRA
network and provide design consistency
throughout the SRA system.

The preliminary concept for the corridor
will be discussed at the Panel 2 meetings
where local input wiil aid in the further
development of the concept. Please
note the time and location of the Panel 2
mectinzs iisted on tne front page of the
Dews:¢:er.



SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY CONCEPT

Caton Farm Road Alternative
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SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY CONCEPT

Renwick Road Alternative
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Q. What are the planning re-
quirements in “ISTEA”?

A. The Intermodal Surface Transpor-
tation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA)
' places a great deal of imporntance on
planning and public participation atboth
the metropolitan and state levels. Sev-
eral sections of the new law direct fed-
eral and state Departments of Transpor-
tation (DOTs) and metropolitan plan-
ning organizations (MPOs), in this case,
CATS. to ‘provide citizens, affected
public agencies, representatives of
transportation agency employees, pri-
vate providers of transportation, and
other interested parties with a reason-
able opportunity to comment” at several
junctures in the transportation planning
krocess. In addition, Governors are

Q& A

directed to ensure that citizens are in-
volved in developing the state TIP. At
both the metropolitan and state levels,
planning must be coordinated with the
development of plans for attainment of
national air quality standards.

Q. What is a TIP?

A. The Transportation improvement
Program (TIP) is a workplan which must
be developed at both the metropolitan
and state levels. The metropolitan plan-
ning organization designated for a met-
ropolitan area, in cooperation with the
State and affected local governments,
highway implementors, transit opera-

tors, and others, shall develop a trans-
portation improvement program for the
area for which such organization is
designated. The metropolitan areas
will be asked to update the program at
least once every two years and js ap-
proved by the MPO and the Governor.
At the state levsl, the TIP is to be
reviewed and approved biennially. The
TIP must cover a minimum of three
years for a metropolitan area and two
years for a state. Projects listed in the
TIP must reflect the factors considered
in the long-range process. Citizens
must be given ample opportunity to
comment on the program. Addition-
ally, legislation states that the program
shall be updated once every two years.
C.A.T.S. is responsible for this area’s
TIP.

Environmental Impacts Assessed

by Joseph Bement, CRSS

Within this Pre-phase I study it is impor-
tant to research- and identify
environmental features along each of
the SRA corridors which may poten-
tially be affected by improvements to
the routes. Identification of environ-
mentally sensitive characteristics was
imperative in order to determine poten-
tial negative impacts. This list of
environmental features will be used in a
Phase I study where they will be verified
and examined with respect to a given
roadway design. It is in this phase that
Environmental Assessments and Envi-
ronmental Impact Statements will be
performed, if they are required.

While each route varies in terms of over-
all environmental characteristics, each
corridor was examined using several
resources, including:

. Floodplain information was ob-
tained from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) in the
form of Flood Boundary and Floodway
Maps and Flood Insurance Rate Maps.

. Local land use plans, United
States Geological Survey Maps, Na-
tional Wetland Inventory Maps, and the
Lake County Advanced Identification
of Wetland Study were used in the iden-
tification of wetlands and bodies of water.

. The Illinois Department of Con-

servation (IDOC), the Division of Natural -

Heritage, and the Illinois Department of

Transportation (IDOT) provided lists of
Ilinois threatened or endangered spe-
cies and natural areas along each SRA
.corridor.

. Prime farmland maps were ob-
tained from the Department of
Conservation of each county.

* ° Historic structures, landmarks,
districts, and bridges were located from
the National Register of Historic Places,
Illinois Register of Historic Places, I1li-
nois Inventory of Historic Structures,
Illinois Inventory of Historic Landmarks,
Historic Bridges of Illinois List, IDOT,
county historical societies, field inspec-
tions, and local agency input.

. The Illinois Comprehensive
Environmental Response Compensation
and Liability Act Information System
(CERCLIS) list provided information
about sites along the corridors that have
reportedly accepted hazardous waste or
possess a record of accidental or illegal
spillsordisposal. Leaking Underground
Storage Tank (LUST) Sites were identi-
fied with LUST Inventory Reports.

. Theanalysis of environmentally
sensitive land uses included residential
housing, schools, churches, cemeteries,
parks, forest preserves, industrial devel-
opments, commercial buildings,
hospitals, and recreational facilities. The
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impacts of SRA improvements on these
land uses with regard to air and noise
quality may require further examination
in the Phase I study.

After the initial concept was developed
for each route by the SRA corridor man-
ager, the environmental staff of planners
and engineers reviewed the proposed
improvements with regard to its poten-
tial impact upon the surrounding
environmental features. While it is dif-
ficult to eliminate all potential effects of
increased pavement widths, grade cross-
ings, and intersection modifications, the
information gathered was used to deter-
mine ways to modify the concept to
minimize its impacts. For example, in
an area with adjacent wetlands along the
route, required land acquisition may be
proposcd for the other side of the road-
way. In other environmentally sensitive
areas, reduced median widths or land-
scaped medians with native prairie plants
and seeding can be proposed. Mitiga-
tion of wetlands or other features may be
required in roadway segments with con-
straints on both sides of the route.

Overall, the list of adjacent environmen-
tal features enabled the SRA corridor
manager and environmental staff to de-
velop a tﬂroposcd concept that will
improve the SRA network, identify im-
portant resources, and maintain the
surrounaing environmental characteris-
tics.
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Project update for
anel members and
interested citizens

Issue 5§

US Route 6/ lllinois Route 7 ™™

Panel Meeting No. 2 Provides Direction for
Further Study and Concept Development

The Panel 2 discussions forthe US Route
6/1llinois Route 7 corridor and Caton
Farm Road/Bruce Road aiternate were
conducted at two meetings in mid-June.
The consulting team, led by Meridian
Engineers and Planners, presented the
preliminary recommendations for the
Strategic Regional Arterial (see May/
June Spotlight) to the panel members
andto county, city, and village represen-
tatives as well as interested parties along
the routes. Corridor issues and opportu-
nities were discussed amongst the panel
withthe intent of gathering input prior to
developing route recommendations and
developing a draft report. During and
after a segment by segment explanation
of the route and preliminary recommen-
dations, several major issues and ques-
tions were discussed.

Throughout the corridor there are no-
ticeable constraints because of wetlands,

land use, and buildings on both sides of
the right-of-way. In several areas, the
original suburban concept cross section,
with a 120 right-of-way, was reduced to
an 80 to 100 ft. cross section which
provides two through lanes in each di-
rection and a narrower median and park-
way.

The question was asked if both Renwick
Road (US 6) and Caton Farm Road could
be SRA routes. There are specific spac-
ing requirements for SRA routes; five
miles between routes in suburban areas
and eight miles in rural areas. There-
fore, both cannot be Strategic Regional
Arterials. In addition, the development
of the area does not have the need for two
strategic arterials only two miles apart.

On the west end of the route, a decision
was needed on whether to follow the
Illinois Route 7/Renwick Road align-
ment or an alignment two
miles southalong Bruce
and Caton Farm

Roads. The
West

Panel generally agreed with the recom-
mendation to use the southern align-
ment. However, a desire to maintain the
SRA designation on Renwick Road from
Weber Road to lllinois Route 59 was
expressed. The final location of the
western terminus and routing will be
studied further based on Panel input.

Three alternatives to connect Illinois
Route 7 with Bruce Road were studied;
Cedar Road was favored over US Route
45 and Wolf Road. Gouger Road was
also discussed as a north-south altemna-
tive connection and will be evaluated
prior to Panel 3.

Panel 2, cont,, pg. 2

* %* * *
Attendees inciuded representatives of
Will County, Homer Township,
Plainfield, Lockport, Tinley Park,
Orland Hills, Orland Park, and Oak
Forest. If you or your agency have
comments or wish to supply more in-
formation to the study team, please
contact the appropriate panel coordi-
nator listed on the back of this news-

letter.
¥ ¥* »* *
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Panel Meeiing No. 2..., cont. from pg. 1

Concern was shown for the Homer Com-
munity School (Luther Schilling School)
on Cedar Road if 10 to 17 ft. of right-of-
way is taken for the recommended cross
section. However, the school is suffi-
ciently set back on the property so no
major problems are anticipated. An ad-
equate pedestrian crossing at the school
would be provided.

It was stated that a bridge is being devel-
oped at Bruce Road and Meader, east of
Cedar Road. Since the SRA designation
will not extend that far east, the bridge
will not need to be upgraded to accom-
modate additional traffic.

A question was raised asking why Caton
Farm/Bruce Road was chosen as an al-

ternate. Impactson his-
toric Lockport made
avoiding Illinois Route
7 a goal. Also, with
either route, a new
bridge would need to

be built over the Des
Plaines River. A new
bridge will be better
placed on Caton Farm
Road to serve Joliet,
and the area network
as well.

Atthe east panel meet-
ing it was asked if
167th Street could be
considered as an alter-
nate corridor. Merid-
ian pointed out that
there are noadvantages
to going furthereaston

the alternate and that
there are many envi-

ronmental constraints
in that area. Also, by
choosing Cedar Road

as the link between
Caton Farm Road and
Renwick Road, this

SRA route intersects
the Bell Road SRA,

one of several reasons
CedarRoad is favored.

It was suggested that
perhaps Wolf Road re-
quires double left turn
lanes rather than 108th
Avenue, as recom-
mended. Projected

traffic volumes indi-
catedouble lefts are ap-

US 6/ilinois 7 and Caton Farm Road Corridors

propriate at 108th Av-
enue. However, after
re-evaluation, Wolf
Road may require the

same treatment. These issues will be
reviewed as part of the draft report.

Orland Park has considerable concerns
about the recommended barrier median.
Many businesses are accustomed to di-
rect access across the medians and the
loss of that access will affect their activ-
ity.

Between Central Avenue and Cicero
Avenue, the businesses would have se-
vere impacts if right-of-way is taken.
For this reason, a four lane alternative
was developed for this area in the exist-
ing right-of-way. However, intersec-
tions may still need expanded right-of-
way.

South Holland showed concern regard-
ing barrier medians and reduced access.
The resulting limitations will affect emer-
gency access and commercial vitality.
As in Orland Park, the businesses do not
want raised medians, especially because
of the redevelopmentthat is taking place.
(Evaluation which followed Panel 2 has
resulted in a flush median now being
recommended throughout South Hol-
land.)

Also regarding medians, it was asked if
U-turns will be allowed through the
median cuts. Where considered neces-
sary, U-turns will be permitted and signs
would be posted. Provisions will be
made to accommodate trucks on any U-
turns.

It was asked if all the signals along the
159th Street corridor will be computer-
ized. It has been recommended that
SRA signals be interconnected, which s
controlled by computer to promote bet-
ter timing, safety, and vehicle utiliza-
tion.

Meridian staff, IDOT, and CATS
thanked all those who attended. The
input was considered very valuable in
further developing concepts for the cor-
ridor. Knowing the thoughts, sugges-
tions, and especially concemns of those
most affected along this route will help
shape locally based recommendations
forthe US Route 6/11linois Route 7SRA.



SRA Public Transit Considerations

by Paul Byrne, EJM Engineering, P.C. and Joanne
Schroeder, Vlecides-Schroeder Associates, Inc.

The success of today’s transportation
network and the viability of its future
depend on a “balanced system”, one that
provides a mixture of modes and opti-
mizes mobility in terms of convenience,
comfort, safety, and economy. In addi-
tion, public transit adds to the passenger
carrying capacity of the arterial system.
The balance of providing a well planned
and integrated public transit system will
help ensure mobility in future years.
Public transit improvements can be ac-
complished through several transit con-
siderations including signing, passenger
facilities, bus-related improvements,
pedestrian grade separations, actuated
traffic signals, HOV lanes, and parking
facilities. Following is a detailed de-
scription of each consideration:

Signing—— Transit facilities should be
easy to find for the potential transit user.
Allrail stations should be clearly marked
with signs to aid potential transit users
and directional signs to the station should
be installed on the SRA.

Passenger Facilities— These are wait-
ing areas equipped with shelters, heat,
light, and seating where a multitude of
transit operations intersect. Passengers
use these waiting areas for transfers be-
tween buses or other modes of travel.
Walkways should be constructed tocon-
nect these facilities to local businesses,
shoppingareas, residences, and bus stops.

Bus-Related Improvements— Differ-
enttypes of facilities may be appropriate
for bus stops between urban, suburban,
and rural bus service. Turnouts are rec-
ommended only in suburban and rural
areas. Frequency of bus stops should be
approximately one stop per block in
urban areas, one stop per half mile (pref-
erably at intersecting bus routes and at
significant development) in suburban
areas, and one stop per two to five miles
(as public-private cooperative ventures
at activity centers) in rural areas. The
shoulder can be used as a turnout in rural
areas. Near-side and far-side bus stops
should be coordinated to minimize dis-
tance between intersecting services. Bus
stops should be removed when conflict-
ing with designated turning lanes. Park-
ing restrictions provide additional space
for buses and help facilitate bus move-
ment. In addition, signal preemption
should be installed for buses to provide
higher volumes of bus service, quickly
and conveniently.

Pedestrian Grade Separations—
These crosswalk bridges and tunnels
should be considered where transit sta-
tions are located across major streets
from parking facilities, commercial ar-
eas, or public buildings. These facilities
should be designed with a clear, unob-
structed passage as well as light. This
would improve safety and convenience
for the pedestrians.

Actuated Traffic Signals— Incorpo-
rating traffic signals with phasing and
timings that are responsive to the vary-
ing levels of traffic during the day will
make transit stations more accessible
and reduce delays. Left turn signals and
lanes will help increase access to transit
stations.

HOYV Lanes— On certain SRA routes,
HOV lanes are designated lanes for high
occupancy vehicles which include
vanpools, carpools, buses, and other
vehicles with multiple passengers. In
urban and suburban areas, if the road-
way occupies at least three lane in each
direction, then one lane can be desig-
nated as an HOV lane, or parking elimi-
nations can be established to designate a
curbside HOV lane.

Parking Facilities— Parking facilities
at rail stations are under investigation
for expansion where parking demand is
at capacity. Preferential treatment for
HOV users at transit stations and corpo-
rate campuses can be implemented. Pro-
visions should be made to establish se-
cure bicycle parking facilities, prefer-
ably with covered shelters, at rail sta-
tions and park-and-ride facilities. Also,
locations for park-and-ride facilities are
being identified at major express bus
stops and at intersecting SRA’s.

I

|

Terms to Know

Bikeway - A facility intended to
accommodate bicycle travel for rec-
reation or commuter purposes.
Bikeways are not necessarily sepa-
ratedfacilities; they may be designed
andoperated to be shared withother
travel modes.

Paratransit - Alternatively known
as special transportation when ap-
plied to social service systems.
Applies to a variety of smaller, often
flexibly-scheduled and routed non-
profit oriented transportation ser-
vices using low capacity vehicles,

such as vans, to operate within nor-
mal urban transit corridors or rural
areas. These services usually serve
the needs of persons whom stan-
dard mass lransit services would
serve with difficulty, or not at all.
Common patrons are the elderly and
persons with disabilities.

Fixed-Route - Term applied to
lransit service which is regularly
scheduled, operating over a set
route. Usually refers to bus service.

Diai-a-Ride - Term for demand-
responsive systems usually deliver-
ing door-to-door service to clients
who make requests by telephone on

an as-needed reservation, or sub-
scription basis.

Shuttle -Usually a service provided
with a 20-or-less passenger vehicle
connecting major trip destinations
and origins on a fixed- or route-
deviation basis. Shuttles can pro-
vide feeder service to main transit
routes, or operate in a point-to-point
or circular fashion.

Transit Dependent - Persons
who must rely on public transit or
paratransit services for most of their
transponation. Typically refers to
individuals without access to per-
sonal vehicles.

[ —
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Issue 6

May 1994

Panel Meeting No. 3 to Discuss
Development of Draft Plan
During the past two years this
Strategic  Regional  Arterial
(SRA) Route has been examined
as part of a network of arterials
designed to supplement the ex-
pressway system. As we ap-
proach the final stages of our
pre-phase 1 study, the draft
report has been prepared and
includes specific recommenda-
tions. These recommendations
will be discussed at the US Route
6/1llinois Route 7/Caton Farm
Road corridor third advisory
panel meeting. The US Route
6/lllinois Route 7/Caton Farm
Road commidor has been evaluated
by five disciplines examining the
need for improvements to road-
way, transit, and traffic control/
intersection configuration. Fur-
ther into this newsletter is a
summary of some of the recom-
mendations included in the draft
report.

Panelists are encouraged to pro-
vide input to the corridor rec-
ommendations at Panel Meeting
No. 3. This is the last of the
‘hree panel meetings to be held
during the corridor study. At this
Teeting, panelists can provide
nput to specific recommenda-
tions prior to the public hearing.

Public Hearing Information

West Public Hearing

Date: Tuesday, May 31, 1994
Time: 3:00 PM to 8:00 PM
Location:

Lockport Township High School
East Campus-Cafeteria

1333 East Seventh Street
Lockport, Illinois

East Public Hearing

Date: Monday, June 6, 1994
Time: 3:00 PM to 8:00 PM
Location:

Arbor Park Middie School
Cafeteria

15900 Oak Avenue

Oak Forest, Illinois

Public Hearing to Display and
Discuss Draft Plan

The US Route 6/Illinois Route 7/
Caton Farm Road Public Hear-
ings will be held a few weeks
after the panel meetings. The
hearings will be held in an open
house format, with IDOT, CATS
and Meridian staff available to
discuss the recommendations,
answer questions and receive
comments. Aerial photography
showing recommended improve-
ments will be on display. A slide

presentation consisting of the
SRA overview plan and corridor-
related objectives will be pre-
sented. A court reporter will be
available to document the pub-
lic’s comments. Written state-
ments can also be made at the
public hearings and will be ac-
cepted up to 30 days after the
public hearing.

Access Management
Obtaining and maintaining a
smooth flow of traffic is a key to
the Strategic Regional Arterial
Study. Managing access is an
important technique that helps
improve through traffic move-
ment and reduces conflicts. This
is accomplished by constructing
medians in the center of the
roadway, reducing access points
at side street and driveway
intersections, or using sign
restrictions to limit movements.




The SRA Routes serve regional
and local traffic movements
which sometimes conflict with
one another. High numbers of
access points and multiple
movements necessary for local
trips restrict the flow of through
wraffic and increase accident po-
tential.

The Median as a Tool for
Access Management

The three SRA route types;
urban, suburban and rural;, each
has different needs when dealing
with access management, but one
tool that can be utilized with all
three route types is the median.
The median is the area of the
roadway that separates traffic
traveling in opposite directions.
The goal of specific median
treatments utilized on differing
SRA route types will be dis-
cussed later. Medians serve three
basic purposes:

Provide separation between
oncoming traffic

Prevent left turning vehicles
from conflicting with through
traffic

Channel left turning vehicles
to preferred locations

There are many advantages to
providing a separate left turn lane
in the median. Capacity is in-
creased because the through
lanes are not blocked by left-
turning traffic and the likelihood
of rear-end accidents is reduced
because through traffic no longer
has to brake for vehicles turning
left from a through lane.

Median Treatment vs. SRA
Route Type

As mentioned earlier, the median
is a successful tool for access
management on all types of SRA
routes. However, the median
treatment varies depending on
the type of route.

The typical urban SRA corridor
is located within a constrained
right-of-way  where existing
building setbacks may prohibit
the use of a median. Where set-
backs permit, a flush median is
typically recommended. A flush
median is a painted center lane
(usually 14 ft. wide) intended to
provide storage for vehicles
turning left in either direction.
Flush medians are generally im-
plemented where there is a large
concentration of commercial or
residential access points. Where
left turn access is not needed a
flush median is useful in prevent-
ing accidents which result from
oncoming traffic drifting into the
opposing through lanes.

The typical suburban SRA
corridor may or may not have an
existing median. Where neigh-
boring commercial parcels are
able to share an access point onto
an SRA, a raised median is both
feasible and desirable. In areas
where a raised median may ad-
versely affect access to the exist-
ing land uses, a flush median can
be utilized. A raised median is
usually 4 ft. to 18 ft. wide, has a
6 in. high curb and can be land-
scaped. Raised medians are in-

tended to  direct traffic
(channelize) to specific turning
points and should be imple-
mented where conflicts occur
between turning vehicles in op-
posite directions or where cross
traffic interferes with the SRA
operations. Breaks in the me-
dian, which allow for left tumns,
are generally limited to 1/4 mile
intervals. Raised medians are a
more effective safety device than
flush medians because they pro-
vide a physical barrier between
traffic traveling in opposite di-
rections.

The function of the median in a
rural SRA corridor is similar to
that in a suburban SRA corridor.
The median is generally wider
(up to 46 ft.) and is typically
grass with no curb. Breaks in the
median would be provided at no
less than 1/4 mile spacing. These
median breaks could be utilized
for left turns or U-turns where
appropriate.

Reducing and Improving
Access Points

Access management, when ap-
plied to entering/exiting traffic,
can greatly enhance traffic flow
and safety along the corridor,
especially in the right lane of
through traffic, where most tur-
bulence with the entering/exiting
traffic occurs. In congested
areas, where driveways and side
streets are common, several
techniques can be implemented to
reduce access points. Each alter-
native is dependent on local cir-



cumstances. The following is a
list of techniques:

1. Realignment of side streets

2. Consolidation of driveways

3. Frontage roads

4. Right-in/right-out
restrictions

5. Cul-de-sacs

1) Where intersection complica-
tions are the result of offset or
multi-leg  intersections, then
realignment may be necessary.
Sometimes, good access man-
agement can be achieved if
access is relocated rather than
eliminated. This technique has
the least negative impact on
cross-street mobility.

2). A consolidated driveway is
an effective access management
technique where shopping cen-
ters and large parking lots are
adjacent to the SRA. Traffic
should be channeled through the
parking lot to designated drive-
ways. A consolidated driveway
reduces the number of access
points to the SRA.

3). Where right-of-way is avail-
able, frontage roads may be
developed parallel to the SRA.
Frontage roads present an access
management alternative useful
for side streets and driveways in
residential areas and for drive-
ways in commercial areas.
Frontage roads are also useful in
undeveloped areas where suffi-
cient of right-of-way is still avail-
able. Easy access from the front-
age road to the SRA can be ac-

complished through the use of
signalized intersections.

4). In areas where a raised me-
dian is recommended, minimum
spacing for median breaks
(typically 1/4 mile) is specified.
The application of a raised me-
dian creates a right-in/right-out
only restriction at locations
where median breaks are not
provided.

5). Where intersection complica-
tions necessitate the total restric-
tion of access, then a cul-de-sac
should be installed. Where a cul-
de-sac eliminates access at a lo-
cation, access to the SRA will be
maintained through another facil-
ity or location. A cul-de-sac may
be favorable in a residential area
where residents would prefer
privacy and less traffic.

SRA Right-of-Way Needs
Because the US Route 6/Illinois
Route 7/Caton Farm Road corri-
dor has been chosen as a Strate-
gic Regional Arterial, various
roadway modifications may be
warranted as traffic volumes
increase and adequate budget
funding is identified. Therefore,
adequate right-of-way should be
reserved as soon as possible, so
future development will not
conflict with the SRA needs.

Right-of-way will not be obtain-
able from all adjacent land users.
Understandably, sensitive areas
will be dealt with carefully. Fed-
eral laws exist which protect
forest preserve and other public

recreation lands. Also, any wet-
land acquisition requires minimi-
zation and mitigation. Right-of-
way acquisition in commercial
and industrial areas can cause
economic impacts to local busi-
nesses. Residential acquisition
can have recognizable impacts as
well. Care and consideration will
be planned to minimize negative
repercussions and to avoid seri-
ous impacts. The detailed evalu-
ation for minimizing right-of-way
acquisition and mitigation of
impacts will take place during
Phase 1 Studies.

However, at the SRA Study
level, in order to minimize im-
pacts to neighboring land uses,
proposed cross-section widths
originally recommended in the
Design Concept Report have
been reduced in many areas.
This will still enable the recom-
mendation of an appropriate
cross-section but will have less of
an impact on neighboring parcels
due to a narrower proposed
right-of-way width.

Our Appreciation

We would like to thank you for
your participation and involve-
ment at the previous panel meet-
ings and we encourage you to at-
tend the public hearing.
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Summary of Documented
Public Comments



Summary of Public Hearing Stenographic Report
and Written Comments
US Route 6/Illinois Route 7 and Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road
Lockport Township High School, East Campus
May 31, 1994 between 3 PM and 8 PM

New East-West Arterial/New High Level Bridge Issues
Need a high level bridge.

New bridge will improve traffic conditions on Illinois Route 7 and will significantly
improve emergency vehicle response times.

Caton Farm Road/Bruce Road provides a much needed additional East-West corridor.

East-West access would be improved over the Des Plaines River by a Caton Farm
Road/Bruce Road bridge especially since the loss of the Division Street bridge.

The railroad track which goes to the gravel pit, the one at a higher elevation, could be
placed at the same grade as the lower tracks. This would lower the track elevation by
five feet so a proposed bridge would not have to be raised to clear the higher set of
tracks.

Plans for a bridge between Caton Farm Road and Bruce Road should be sped up to
alleviate excessive heavy traffic on 9th Street bridge in Lockport. This bridge is
overloaded for traffic at the present time. If something should happen to the 9th
Street bridge people would not have fire protection and possibly lose access to
hospitals.

If the 9th Street bridge comes down, people will have to travel to Joliet to cross the
canal to get east of Joliet and Lockport.

The entire community, not only Lockport, needs a high level bridge for East-West
travel.

A lot of problems in the next 10 to 20 years could be minimized if a high level bridge is
installed between Caton Farm Road and Bruce Road.

Lockport Congestion Issues

Lockport and the High Level bridge are very congested.



The key to Lockport’s success and relieving the horrendous traffic on the current High
Level bridge is construction of a new bridge.

It is more difficult to get in and out of Lockport than it is to travel on I-55 and 1-80
and other routes that are currently under construction. Construction is temporary but
getting in and out of Lockport is an everyday problem.

I-355 Interchange Issues

Coordinate I-355 interchange with ISTHA. A toll plaza proposed near Bruce Road
may affect an interchange.

It seems like backwards planning to not plan an interchange at Bruce Road because
most traffic should go across Bruce Road or Caton Farm Road to I-355. This would
be better than the US Route 6 interchange currently being planned.

People would like to see an interchange at I-355.

Right-of Way/Access Issues

Would like recommendations for right-of-way and access points west of Illinois Route
59.

80 feet of right-of-way may not be adequate for inclusion of future bike path which
would connect Lamb Woods to Messenger Woods and Lockport Township Park
District.

Access is requested from both directions on Bruce Road onto private lane located
between Briggs Street and Farrell Road on north side of street.

Barrier median on 159th Street will cut off access to a proposed restaurant. Property
will not be purchased if a barrier median is installed because customers will not be able
to cross the barrier median to get to the restaurant which would hurt business.

US Route 30 Issues

Would like to see continued inclusion of US Route 30 linkage from Caton Farm Road
to I-55.

Pedestrian Access Issues

Realigning Bruce Road will place it closer to Fairmont Grade School and Junior High.
Students will have to cross a four lane highway to get to school.



Summary of Public Hearing Stenographic Report
and Written Comments
US Route 6/Illinois Route 7
Arbor Park Middle School
June 6, 1994 between 3 PM and 8 PM

Access Issues

Limiting access through the use of a barrier median will increase accidents and
congestion.

This project will kill businesses, customers go to businesses because its convenient.

A barrier median is not wanted by the Village of Orland Hills or its businesses. It
would hurt tax revenue which could mean increased taxes for residents of Orland Hills.
Orland Hills would like a letter from the State saying no barrier median will be
installed.

A commitment has been made to communities east of Orland Hills to not have barrier
median, so Orland Hills expects the same considerations.

The City of Markham is satisfied that no additional barrier median will be placed
within its city limits.

Markham is concerned about the number of cut ins (curb cuts) allowed for new
development.

The Village of Tinley Park wants to assure access to business to the greatest extent
possible. Additional barrier median should only be installed where critical to safety.

The Village of Orland Park does not support a barrier median east of LaGrange Road,
but supports a barrier median west of LaGrange Road.

Installing a barrier median on 159th Street between Illinois Route 43 and US Route 45
is after the fact due to developed commercial properties already in-not good from
standpoint of engineering, planning or businesses that own property along 159th
Street.

A frontage road and barrier median could be implemented between US Route 45 and
Wolf Road because property is farmland, not commercial.



Noise Issues

Increased road condition would increase noise along 159th Street west of the NIRC
RR. Noise retainer walls should be studied further.

Windows cannot be left open in the summer due to noise from traffic on 159th Street;
favor a noise barrier.

Congestion Issues

A traffic bottleneck exists at the viaduct east of Park Avenue. Westbound traffic
backs up to Halsted Street and eastbound traffic backs up to Wood Street. Glad this
viaduct is being given priority.

Safety Issues

Concern about children walking along 155th Street going to and from Arbor Park
Middle School.

Misc. Issues
Happy no barrier median proposed in the vicinity of Laramie Avenue. Want to avoid

long term construction which would affect business. Signal at Laramie Avenue helps
traffic flow to business at corner of this intersection.
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