1-57 Access Study
Public Meeting #1 Summary
Wednesday, November 13, 2024
Will County Fairgrounds, Peotone, IL

The following is a summary of the first public meeting for the I-57 Access Study for the area South of
Wilmington-Peotone Rd. to North of Manhattan-Monee Rd.

Meeting Information

Public Meeting #1 was held from 3:00 pm - 6:00 pm in the Will County Fairgrounds Atrium located at
710 S. West St, Peotone IL 60468. The public meeting was held in an open house format. The public
meeting was advertised as follows:
o Newspaper Advertisement on November 7, 2024 and November 14, 2024, both online and
print
o Daily Southtown
o The Vedette
e Flyer was provided to the Villages of Peotone and Monee to post on their media sites
e Flyer and suggested social media posts to other stakeholders to share with their network
e Postcards were mailed to the residents adjacent to the I-57 corridor in the unincorporated
areas

The purpose of the public engagement effort was to introduce the study and gather public input on
existing conditions and areas of concern within the study area.

Meeting Details

Officially 101 people signed-in, 76 of which were local residents. Additionally, another 16 residents
were in attendance that chose not to sign in. The meeting was an open house format with a
continuous PowerPoint presentation, exhibit boards for review, and a large-scale aerial map of the
study area on which meeting attendees provided comments, suggestions, and concerns. The study
team encouraged all attendees to move through the room stopping at all stations to view the exhibit
boards, the looping presentation, fill out the comment form and the survey, and for interested
residents to fillin an application to join the Community Advisory Group (CAG).

The following municipalities/elected officials were in attendance:

o Jeff Ronaldson — Will County DOT
o Eric Wesel - Will County DOT

o Judy Ogalla - Will County Board

o Jada Porter — Will County Board

J Ed Johnson —Village of Monee

J Ruben Bautista — Village of Monee
. Therese Bogs - Village of Monee

. Christi Holston - Village of Monee
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o Peter Maroh - Village of Peotone

J Nick Palmer - Village of Peotone

J John Fetherington — Kankakee County Board

o Mike Einhorn — Crete Mayor

. John Rzymski — Crete Mayor

o Mike Jordan — Richton Park

o Rick Bryant — U.S. Representative Kelly’s office — Illinois 2" District

The following agencies/organizations represented included:

. IWinois, Indiana, lowa Federation for Fair Contracting
. Governor State University

. Ilinois Environmental Protection Agency

. IWlinois Department of Transportation

The following Media were represented:

J The Vedette: George Reichardt
o Farmer Weekly Review Newspaper: Karen Have

The public meeting saw a high level of engagement with a variety of local officials and involved community
members attending. Many in attendance provided their thoughts on all details of the project and how it
connected to adjacent or related projects.

Summary of Comments

Some attendees elected to complete a written comment form and drop it in the comment box, while
others elected to speak directly to the study team members to voice their comments/concerns. This
was an introduction to the project study and study process. Many of the comments were focused on
where a proposed interchange would be located, the role of a potential South Suburban Airport in
the need for the project, and concerns about impacts to the property owners. It was noted that the
study is still in development and alternatives have not yet been developed.

This breakdown includes comments received via the comment form on the day of the public meeting,
comments on the exhibits, and comments received via email or mail. The comment period was open
until December 4, 2024. There were a total of 26 comment forms filled out at the public meeting, five
(5) emails were received within the comment period, and two (2) mailed comment forms were
received and included in the record.

Comments were reviewed and separated based on their content and categorized into themes. Some
of the commenters submitted single comments with multiple topics and those comments have been
broken up into their respective themes. Comments related to:
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Safety and Operations

Comments under Safety and Operations related to traffic safety, existing design deficiencies and
drainage concerns, and improvements to the existing interchanges of Wilmington-Peotone Rd and
Manhattan-Monee Rd.

e 30 comments were coded to Safety and included:
o 9 comments expressing concern about traffic safety,
o 8 comments recommending specific improvements to improve safety, and
o 8 comments expressing concern about the amount of truck traffic through the study
area.

e 13 comments were coded to Existing Design Deficiencies and included:
o 5 comments recommending specific improvements,
o 3 comments about specific problems within the study area, and
o 3 comments concerned about drainage within the study area.

e 27 comments were coded to Interchange Improvements and included:
o 13 comments recommending specific interchanges for improvements, and
o 9 comments recommending a specific improvement.
Future Development of Bult Field and the South Suburban Airport
Comments in this category related to the future development of Bult Field and the South Suburban

Airport.

e 2 comments were coded to Bult Field and included:
o 1 comment expressing interest in the development, and
o the other suggesting a road improvement for the future development.

e 5 comments were coded to South Suburban Airport and included:
o 3 comments opposing the development of the airport.
Environment and Impact

Comments under Environment and Impact related to the effects of any potential improvement on
the natural and human environment and how to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any impacts.

e 20 comments were coded to Environment and Impact and included:
o 4 comments about how farmland and farmers would be affected,
o 4 comments about how wildlife would be affected,
o 3 comments about current environmental conditions within the study area, and
o 3 comments about how air quality and health outcomes would suffer.
Engagement

Comments under Engagement related to the engagement approach and efforts.
e 3 comments were coded to Engagement and included:
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o 1 comment stating that local governing bodies were not consulted,
o 1 comment asking about future engagement efforts, and
o 1 comment concerned the people of Will County being harmed in the process.

Study Area

Comments under Study Area related to the study area boundaries.

e 2 comments were coded to Study Area and included
o 1 comment asking about the boundaries of the study area, and
o the other suggesting a different study area boundary.

Project Process and Next Steps

Comments under Project Process and Next Steps related to the project schedule or timeline of
events regarding planning, environmental review, public involvement, and implementation.

e 3 comments were coded to Project Process and Next Steps and included:
o 1 comment critiquing the information provided during the meeting,
o 1 comment suggesting that the study be paused until land use plans are confirmed,
and
o 1 comment asking questions about the upcoming process.
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MetroQuest Survey

In addition to the comment forms, emails, and comments left on exhibits, an interactive online
MetroQuest survey was available until December 4, 2024. A total of 59 responses were recorded for
the online survey.

The survey included four tabs with multiple questions asking the respondents to provide information
on their experience in the study area, their priorities for this study, an interactive map that allowed
those surveyed to identify areas of concern or importance, and information about those that
responded to the survey.

The following summarizes the results of that survey.

5 Your Relationship with I-57

Let us know the details of your current use of I-57

Tell us about your current use of the corridor area:

M~
Te]
=
O ' )
= Traveling the Study What are the main reasons for your use of I-57 through the study area? (Choose
: Corridor > up to 3)
L Commuting Traveling for leisure
2 Connection to services (groceries, Freight and/or logistics work
o other forms of transit, etc.)
| Emergency services Other work use
Don't use I-57 through the study Other

area

If other, pl ify...
Opinions of Study other, please specify

Corridor

Type...

01250
How frequently do you travel along I-57 through the study area?

Select... -

What forms of transportation do you use while traveling near or within the study
area? (Select all that apply)

Car Semitruck
Your Stake in the Bicycle Public Transportation
Area Walking Other

If "other", please specify...

o
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What are the main reasons for your use of I-5 7 through the study area?
Main Reasons to Use I-57
1%

2%
m Freight and/or logistics work

m Don’t use |I-57 through the study area

= Other

i

m Other work use

m Emergency services

= Connection to services (groceries,
other forms of transit, etc.)

s Commuting

28% m Traveling for leisure

How frequently do you travel along I-57 through the study area?

Frequency of Travel Using I-57
m Rarely or never

m Less than once a week
| m 1-3 days a week

= 4-6 days a week

m Everyday
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What forms of transportation do you use while traveling near or within the study area? (Select all
that apply)

Form of Transportation Traveling Near or Within Study Area

2%
19% 2% [

m Car
= Bicycle
m Semitruc

k
= Walking

What are the most important areas to address or protect in the study area? (Select up to 3)

Main Concerns in the Study Area

m Congestion
= Agriculture
m Access

m Environmental Resources
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How would you rate your comfort level while traveling on I-57 and on I-57 interchanges through the
study area?

Comfort Level While Traveling on I-57

o

Very Low

Low

JEEN
SN

High

~N

Very High

11

How would you rate the general condition of roadways in the study area?

Rating of the General Condition of Roadways

Very Bad Condition - 2

Bad Condition

12

Average Condition 26

Good Condition

~N

Very Good Condition

[6)]
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What best describes your stake in the I-57 Access Study?
What is your stake in the study?

2%

2%
g \‘

m Resident

= Local Worker

m Member of trucking/logistics industry
m Community leader/Elected official

= Business Owner

= Emergency worker/First Responder

m Other
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3 Your Top Priorities

Please drag your top 5 priorities above the line in your prefered order.

1 Order your top 5 items above this line T

riculture
Ag Please identify up to 5 priorities within the
Environmental Resources study area by dragging those items above
the line in your preferred order.

Traffic Congestion

PRIORITY RANKING

Truck/Freight Traffic

Safety

Emergency Services

Development/Business Access

Environmental Concerns (ex. Air ...

Future Travel Needs

Access and Mobility

Wetlands/Waterways

Public Transportation

Please identify up to 5 priorities within the study area by dragging those above the line in your
preferred order.

Top Priorities for the Study
Traffic Congestion | ENEREEEEE

Safety ]
Truck / Freight Traffic |
Environmental Concerns (ex. Air... _
Agriculture I
Emergency Services _
Future Travel Needs _
Environmental Resources _
Access and Mobility _
Wetlands / Waterways _
Development / Business Access _

Public Transportation -
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4 Point out areas of concern o »

Please drop at least 3 map markers.

4 = 5 ¥ & €

Crashes Road Conditions  Congestion Environmental Community Truck Traffic

- /
Map  Satellite lg'l‘
[

Uiniversity.
a

[ Park

INTERACTIVE MAP |

Manhattan

Wilton

Wilton'Center=

E [/ sollitt
i | Keyboard shorteurs  Map deta €2025 Google  Terms  Report @ map srmor

\

Please drop at least 3 map markers to identify areas of concern or importance.

Map Markers Dropped

1%

m Crashes
= Road Conditions
m Congestion

m Environmental

= Community
8% = Truck Traffic
m Other
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