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10.3-Mile Corridor
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Southern Terminus: US 24 in
Chenoa, McClean County, IL
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Northern Terminus: IL 116 in
Pontiac, Livingston County, IL
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The Study Area includes four
lanes of OR 66 separated by a
30-foot vegetated center
median, two northbound and
two southbound.
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What is a
Community Advisory Group (CAG)?

» Agroup of voluntary stakeholders chosen A CAG works with IDOT to:
to represent the community and functions

as a liaison between the Illinois » Identify stakeholder interests &

- l
Department of Transportation (IDOT) and values
the general public. » Develop improvement options
» Evaluate the potential effects of
those options on community
: resources \
www.idot.llino projects/old pl d Link udy.html




What is a PEL?

A PEL (Planning and Environmental Linkage) is a collaborative
approach involving local and State DOTs, Federal agencies, and
resource agencies that links transportation planning to the
environmental review process while considering environmental,
community, and economic goals early in the process.

Why use a PEL?

L]

Accelerated Early public
project delivery and stakeholder
involvement

Better
communication
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CAG Meeting #1 Recap

» Reviewed the study corridor’s existing conditions.

Q ADT Volumes: By 2026 and every 10 years after to 2046, from McLean County line to Ladd
Street, the ADT volumes are expected to increase.

o

The IDOT 2020 Potential for Safety Improvement (PSI) analysis identified critical and other
priority level intersections and segments.

o

2016-2020 included 142 reported crashes, of which 30% were turning-related crashes.

o

Several segments of the pavement throughout the corridor had a fair or poor pavement
condition rating.

Q OR 66 corridor listed on the National Register of Historic Places.
» Workshop to discuss corridor’s issues and needs.

(o]

CAG Meeting #1 Recap

Draft Project Need

Transportation improvements within the OR 66 Study Area
are needed to:

1. Improve the functionality of north-south travel, while
balancing local mobility needs.

2. Increase safety.

3. Accommodate tourism demands to maintain the historic
context and the economic vitality of the region.

www.idot. illino projects/old- pl d ! udy.html
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CAG Meeting #1 Recap

Draft Project Purpose

The purpose of the transportation improvements is to
preserve a portion of OR 66 as a north-south regional
transportation corridor. Improvements will help
maintain the historic context of the roadway and
enhance the functionality by moving people and goods
reliably and safely, while adapting to future travel
demands and funding opportunities.

www.idot. llinois.gov/projects/old pl d link dy.html
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Initial Alternatives

» Concepts of Potential Alternatives

Alternative 1 - End of Service Life Alternative 2 - Extend Service Life 10-15 Years.

Existing Conditions ‘Pavement Rehabilfation Hot-tix Asphalt Overlay

Alternative 5 - New Service Life 30-40 Years ive 6 - New Service Life 30-40
New Asphalt Pavemant over Rubblized Concrete Unonded Concrets Overlay
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Initial Alternatives

» Alternative 1 - No Build (Existing Conditions)
ALTERNATIVE 1

Existing Conditions - No Build
End of Service Life

n Service Lanes. in Service
2Lane-2Way - bandoned Lares
waw) P

Exsting Original
Concrete Pavement

0" Thickness.
(See Note 1)

Exsting Asphalt Overlay
Existng 3 Thicknes:

Existing Original
Concrete Pavement
10" Thickness:

Existing Original

NOTES:
)

pavement

2
northbound lanes.
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Initial Alternatives

> Alternative 2 - Extend Service Life 10-15 Years
ALTERNATIVE 2

Pavement Renabilitation Hot-Mix Asphalt Overlay .
Extends Service Life 1010 15 Years

OLD ROUTE 65 NORTHEOUND OLD ROUTE 66 SOUTHEOUND

Not In Service
New Asphalt Overtay
3 Thickness. Abandoned Lanes
(see Note 1)

Existing Original Exising Asphalt Overlay
Gonerete Pavement 10" Thickness "5 Thickness:

-
o g |
R
PO O
oo (See Note New!

v Wider
‘Agaregate or Asphalt Paved Shoulders
(See Note 3)

NOTES:

2 Aprereatment’

3
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Initial Alternatives

> Alternative 3 - Extend Service Life 12-15 Years
ALTERNATIVE 3

iitation Concrete Overlay
Extends Service Life 1210 15 Years

New Concrete Overlay n Service Lanes
6" Thickness- 2Lane-2Way Abandoned Lanes

Existing or New Asphalt Interayer 2 aw)
 Thickness (See Note 1)

Exsting Original Existing Asphalt Overlay
Concrete Pavement 10" Thickness  Thickness: (
(see N

Existing Original
10" Thicknes

Existing Original Sections Patched Goncrete Paven:
‘Aggregate Base 6" Thickness- Vi
‘Aggregate or Asphalt Paved Shoulders
(see Note 3)

NOTES:

2 Apre-treatment

3. Possible bicycle accommodation i the shoulder s paved with asphal.
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Initial Alternatives

> Alternative 4 - New Service Life 30-40 Years
ALTERNATIVE 4

Pavement Re o
New Service Life 30 to 40 Years Y

oLt oL THBOUND 9

Tn Senice Lanes
Lane-2WWay Avandaned Lanes
caw)
12w ( 2

[

New Concrete Pavement
775 Thickness (See Note 1)

Existing Asphalt Overlay.
¥ Thick

Existing Orginal
‘Concrete Pavement 10" Thickness:

New Wider
‘Aggregate or Asphalt Paved Shoulders
(See Note 2)

NOTES:

2. Possible bicycle accommodation fthe shoulder is paved with asphalt
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Initial Alternatives

> Alternative 5 - New Service Life 30-40 Years
ALTERNATIVE 5§

New Asphalt Pavement over Rubblized Concrete

Service Life 30 to 40 Years
o

Not In Service

Abandoned Lanes

ot
Tn Service Lanes
2Way

Asphalt Pavement 2aw)

525 Thiknes (S0 e

Exising Asphat Overlay.
3 Thickness.

dsting Original

ickness:

Exi
Goncrete Pavement 10" Th

Exiing OrginalConcrete Pavement
Rubblzed and Left n Place
hickness.

(see Note 1)
Existing Original
regate Base jdor
ness~]  Aggregate or Asphalt Paved Shoulders (See Note 2)

6" Thick
 rubbiized,

pavement
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Initial Alternatives

> Alternative 6 - New Service Life 30-40 Years
ALTERNATIVE 6

Unbonded Concrete Oy
New Senies L 30t 48 Yeore (ooe Note 2
oLt oL JTHBOUND.
NotIn Service
Abandoned Lanes

2Lane -2 Way

775 Thickness.
12w

New Asphalt nteriayer
4 Thickness (See Note 1)

Existing Asphalt Over
T Thickness
Exisng orgnal

Existing Original
Concrete Pavement 10" Thickness-
Concrete Pavement 10" Thicknest
regate Bat e
ol PaseShaders
(ee Note3)

Alternatives Screening Workshop

»Screening/Evaluation Process
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Alternatives Screening Workshop

» Brainstorming Session

19

Alternatives Screening Workshop

» Potential Initial (Level 1) Screening Evaluation Criteria

O Does the alternative support local access and mobility for bicyclists, motorcyclists, and/or
local traffic?

QO Does the alternative improve safety within the OR 66 PEL Study Area?”

Q Improves pavement and bridge condition ratings within the Study Area to a 7 (good) or
greater?

Q Does the alternative maintain the historic context of the Study Area to support economic
vitality in the region?”

> Responses
Q Yes - Concept meets or has the potential to meet the criteria in question.
QO Neutral - Concept likely would not affect the criteria’s question.

Q No - Concept likely would negatively affect the criteria in question.
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Meeting Summary & Next Steps

» Summary

» Upcoming Tasks -
o Screen Initial Alternatives
o Public Meeting
o Draft PEL Study Report

»Next CAG Meeting - Early Fall 2023

www.idot.llino projects/old- pl d ! udy.html
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