Willow Road Study & A

Summary of CAG Meetinga#® Public Comment Period GO

ADFUTUR

Date: April 15, 2010
Time: 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Place: New Trier High School, NortGatgpus, RoorR2G4

Attendance: See Sigin Sheeat the end of Meeting Summary

IDOTis conducting planning studies\litlogy Roddom IL 43 te®#. Theintent of the Community Advisory Group
(CAQG) is to provide a forum for community membereto proriput i nt o | DOTOsadygseoj ect
and provide feedbabkuather transportation needs@mdmunity issues throughostudg IDOT will take this

input, along with all of its other work and analysis, to make theid plesigimgecisions.

At each meeting, topics are discussed with the CAG to solicit ideas and feeetdagdpicBhdiscussed at CAG
Meetingf3includedreviewof CAG Meeting #2 summary, project Btdilis Meetiwg ,drafting d?roblem
Statement, and technical evaluation metieadolog

I. Introductions (Pete Harmet and Chuck Stenzel)
Project Team Introductions:

Mr. Harmet introduced IDOT staff. Mr. Stenzel introduced TranSystems tédiendentdeerssters are
provided aheend othe meetingummary.

Prior CAG Meeting and Public Commen§wmoalry Discussions
TranSystems asked CAG for comments and feedback on G&&imEBtihdic Comment Period
summaries. Below &immary diefeedback received from seve@in@nbers.

e SeveraCAG membensted that that they did not believedb@ngismmarietor prioCAG
meetingadequatly coveedall ¢ theidiscussions or member commigietmbers did not
provide specific corrections to the nseetimgriput requested thBOTiunda court reporter
to transcribe alkureCAG meetings.

e There wenmumerous CAG membére requestedverbatim record of the meeting as well as others
whosaid it did not seem necessamgCAG member commented ttatird reporteauldpotentially
benefit both ID@md CAG membsisce itould reduce time required to prepare and review meeting
summaries.

e ACAG member noted #taillagdoard meetings it is customary for the first agenda item to be
discussioand approval of the minutiEsvever, oth€AG membeifeit thatuture issues/CAG member
comments related to prior meeting sunshmauldse resolved in advance of the meeting so that meeting
time could be focused on evening s membereubthat a court reporter is not customary at
Village Board Meetings and that a verbatim record of the CAG meetings does not seem necessary.

¢ A CAG member requested that the summary notes be provided to the CAG members more quickly after
meetings sotitath e conver sati ons wo ullDOT sid thdt the nbtes wbutde s h i
be delivered sooner.

e IDOTrestated that they would ugdaiteeeting summdorgsed on commeotsfectionsom CAG and
publi@nddoesot itend to briregcourt reporterfutureCAGmeetings

¢ POST MEETING CLARIFICATH@2&ponse to CAG Memieensest for a verbatim record of the CAG
proceedingaudio recordings of future CAG Meetings and Public Comment peeadisdraihthe
postedotheprggct website as a podcast .-Vstalf Wilkrecbréthe Tr i e |
meetings using their audio equipment designed for this meeting room. While this is not required of any
advisory group process IDOT has undéB@kersvilling taccommodate this request to settle this

issue. In addition toahdigpodcasts, meeting summaiilesontinue be preparetiatwilldocument
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the main points of the discusi@iTwill continue poepare the Draft Meeting Minutes using staff in
attendance asdek CAG input amdttercomments on the meeting sumraaddmalize them on that
basis, rather than discussing this topic at CAG. meetings

CAG Commentslod OT 6 s F i 20 &GPropsyddHamway2rBptotement Program

On

the day of t he -CoNiGhwdydngptovemant Protyadr@l€aSemhickhas 2 01 1

funding programmed for the WiladvdRojectSeveral members of@A@wanted to discuss the new
funding with IDGt&ff Below is summary of discussion:

Oth

CAG membegsiestioned IDOT Vimyding for Willow Rozatlway improvemesiscreasettom

$25.0 million to $31.4 mitlitime new MMear ProgranCAG membewngeresurprisednd

disappointddo see detailed | ine items f2016Highwayl ow Ro a
Improvement Program. Theyoareerned that by showing this project in the Highway Improvement
ProgrampPOTalready had decideddbepe of the improvements.

Mr. Harmet stated that the outcome of this CSS study will determine what gets built, not the capital plan
CAG member wer e concer ned t h éa coasistentiystatgdihatithbyhdavé s pr o
Aino pr ecomabaltthewamentbbtD OmMultigear plan is inconsistenthigstatement.

IDOTex pl ai ned that it is custdmddyersed RPlant éef Mu |
ThePhase | study and CSS prdoeskse WilloRoad mject wijuide the determination of the roadway
improvements need@dthis section of Willow Road.

ACAG membapted that establishing Makr Programs with placeholders for projects is a common
procesdy all agencies

POST MEETING CLARIFICATHGIMWIng the meeting, IDOT reviewed changes ty¢ae multi

programs. The $25M previously identified for roadway improvements did not increase as part of the ne\
MultiYear Program. The changes to the program wetethelbteiheeringpstdor the next phases

of project development (Phase I)and |

er Comments
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One CAG memistaitedhatthisCSS study was a waste of taxpayer dollars and that ID@GT should
move forward with tHar®fi s h-o & apthy previously developed. Another CAG member noted that
t heydd | i ¥anealtematiValongdidallather atdrmativiesbe developedIBOT and
TranSystems.afed on the current datat h ey 6 d bkee kow thel&@ne poogal stdtdsep t o
against the other alternatives.

CAG membeir®m Northfieldquested clarification fd@iTabout request from IDONwmrthbrook

to forward a resolution supportinglaneuoadwayDOT stated thaiqp to thelose of theublic

Meeting comment perlbdaemmunitiegere contacted to remind themiofgbeding end to the
commetperiocand welcomed written comments. was f ur t her note-d that i
making process will be basedagmamunity inpand analysthat is on the record, and available to the
CAG for their review.

CAG membefr®m Northfietdthtedhat th@revious study by IDOT on Willowrkkhetkd

discrepancies in trash datapecifically, the appaoxetreportingfthe numdr of crashesDOT

was not aware this happanedasked that ti#lage of Northfield forwarihéomynatioregarding this

issue IDOBtated that threvious studyay have omitted crashigéls property damage less than $500
sinceat the time dfd study IDQIId not include these types as part of their reportintP€y$taoted

that theicrash reporting systeas since been revised to retlarthsheegardless of damage
assessmenCrash information for this project will be shaheEl@AGCrash data comes from police
reports.
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¢ CAGrembers noted that an IB@Vey crew wasuclky a caat the corner of Central Avenue/Happ
Roadearlier in the week. They emptésaeedestrian saietg must along this corridor especially
related to the two schools and multiple parks adjacentdedWillow R

Il. Project StatuandSummary of Public Information Meeting #1

Project Statasd Schedule

e TranSystems presented the current status of the project and the schedule showing future topics of
discussionA copy of the PowerPoint presentation given to the CAG is archived on the Project Website a
willowroadfuture.org

e CAG members commented thpidjeet schedideems to be compressed requiring CAG meetings to
be held too frequently. They noted that at the onset of the process, they were told that meetings would
heldevery other month. Tieepiested that the schedule be revised atldatdiede are often
scheduling conflicts during the summer months.

e Several CAG members stated that they could not commit the time to meet every month. Every other mc
as initially described, would be appredibtdrequested that IDOT revisietiagrschedule

e Northfield CAG members and public noted that the date of the next CAG meeting, May 20th, conflicts w
major school activity. The following week is a holatay tiveekhere will be badtool graduations
IDOT will work with @#G to reschedule the next meeting.

¢ IDOT noted that previous comments from the CAG indicated the project was moving too slowly and that
there appeared to be a lack of project priig@Esvill review the CAG Meeting schedule and provide
theCAG an upded schedule for meetihgsddition, the next CAG meeting date will be revised to avoid
the conflidn May 20thith the Northfield community event.

CAG Members Comments about CAG Méedimgi®

The first two CAG meetings and Public InfMmatiani ng #1 gat hered i nformat.
and transportation needs. This inform@tisidered Step 1, in the project developmeniviprbeassed

to helglefire the Problem StatemeSrveral CAG members asked for clariicatian was actually

accomplished at the first two CAG maertinganted clarification about how their input is being applied to the
project development process.

e TranSystenmtedhat the CAG provided informatiD®Bbout the atext of the araadidentified
their concerns, issues, and transportation He@eds to
e TranSystems clarified that the inforeaéimed from CAG membreesaclof the indecard were
typed verbatim into a summary which was previously given to each CA@drantheryatssite,
and given to the CAG members again in tonight®©

Next Stem theProje@® Development Process

TranSystenmiscussed how they will be proceediStewithfthe project development proadssh is a

technical evaluat@frthe existing conditions. The two primary components to be analyzed are traffic data and
crash history. The results of this technical evaluation, combined with the problem statement will be the basi
the projectds Purpose and Need statement.

Analgis ofExisting Conditions

Existig crash and traffic data anakyiiEbe presented at the next couple of CAG rieatiBgstems
presented schedulevhicrshowed the next Step, Alternatives, beginning imswiyl.be revisited by IDOT
based on CAG comments regarding schedule.

Version 1.1



Willow Road Study
Summary of CAG Meeting #3
April 15, 2010
Paged of 16

Public Meeting #1
Theifst Public Meeting was held on March 4, 2(RablitMeetingi®@mary has been postetthen

websiteand was sent to all CAG members and altémeatiesr copyasprovided in the meeting packet
distributed at the meetingsummanhdre were 199 attendaed aotal of 3Bcomments were received.
All individual comments are posthdveebsite.

Within the Public Meeting Summary aed thles that summarize public commraniSystems

explained that the summary was based on comment categories designed to reflect the transportation needs
After presenting this information, TranSystems asked for feedback from the CABthEGC A@ahgsle,

comments on the categories or how comments were assigned to a category, they would like to hear them.

Followingre CAG member comments and suggestions for revisions to themunmeoaiyed from CAG
members, will be usefintalizéhe Public Meeting Summary. The final version will be posted on the Project
Website.

Version 1.1

CAG members requested clarification regartioitih Public Meeting SumrSameral CAG

members expressed concern that the decisions would bihésaddmovided in the tabDrge

CAG member noted that they maightanswered differently if they knew it would. i®@7Vote

clarified that the tally is not a statistical analysis of the commeni$ecediyesionly a summary of

the number of comments received in various categotie®fbéwdmnderstand the comments

received from the public.

A CAG member objectetddarrangementthietableon page 3 of the Summary of Public M#&eting

Reporthat listthe commeniy category, num@é&of comments received, and comsulmitytting

the commenHesuggested that the comsiegtlaced in order from highest to lowestexasrute,

hefeltstrongly thttec 0 mme n t MbWastsptdcebe shbwn higher in the table since it received

more comments than all categories other than safety.

A CAG member asked where the categories camd femB ystdnexplained how the categories

were developed.

CAG member requestedickgtion on the tefinr 0 a dt wdsiexplaided théitoad diégt | s a

reduction of roadway lanes along a corridor. As anmephacmgen roadweymé lans to3 lanes.

CAG member s n ohaeedeeh isedtfor maas antbcadommunisidéave

implemented these CAG member pointed out that road diets are an emerging trend across the country
and asked IDOT to educate the CAG on road distgeghd§the study as weltreremerging
transportatidrends.

SeveraCAG members guestioned the validity of the information and the implication of how it is being
reported. For example, the category of Traffic and Congestiomshemts from Northfield about

Traffic and Congestidhey requested clarificationTiranBystems on howcidegoriesere
determinedlranSystems clarified that comments in the Traffic and Congestion category were stating tha
traffic and/or congestion is a problem or issue. Several CAG members did not believe this to be true.
POSTMEETING CLARIFICATION: Subsequent to the meeting, TranSystems confirmed that the comme
were about congestion, such as people passing on shoulders and waiting for minutes to find gaps in traf
These 7 comments are listed below for reference.

1. Exisig traffic conditions are unsafe. Traffic illegally passes on shoulders when left turning
vehicles are stopped along Willow Road.

2. If you add more lanes along Willow Road, traffic will increase making it worse.

3. Bottlenecks andfiajams are everywhéfeo u j ust candét build your
Instead, people should change their travel behavior to leave edtlwpalddtera
responsible approach that would be safe and effective.
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4.  Family supports ftarmesolution that is long overdide.can protect children who cross, and
still eliminate the long agonizing delays through Northfield.
5. Left turns between stoplights cause everybody3tonivaite® for an opportunity to cross.
Adding middle lanes will remove 75% of the congestion iss
6. The length of the left turn lanes at Wagmhardrtoo shofuring busy hours, these lanes
overflow and prevent the cars going straigbohfranmg throudhcreasing the left turn light
duration during busy times would als® telfjprdane proposal would have a significant
negative impact to Northfield i.e., children going to school, speeding, increased safety risks.
7. General concerns about speeding and congb&imesident also commented that five lanes
would also be dangerous.

e CAG member suggested that the category fAPedest
school children. During CAG Mettingg2, the afety of school children has been identified as the
number one issue. Why is the first catdgend e s t r i This datBgory should bedet o ?
emphasize that the predominant type of pedestrians/bicyclists are children.

POST MEETING CLARIFICATINSystems reviewed the comment categevisadhe title to
Children/Pedestrian/Bicycle Safety. All comments in this category relate to these three topics.

¢ CAG membezquested clarification from IDOTy@revtnere no school zahasg/Villow Ro&d
NorthfieldlDOT will investigate and répeok to the CABhenext meetingcAG member suggested
that this be addressed outside the CAG meeting since it is specific to Northfield.

e A CAG member expressed dissatisfaction with the fact that the community input received from the publi
meeting, while availabltherproject websieas not otherwise discussed or produced for the CAG
members, thereby requiring CAG members tojeithermrel | DOT & s s u toprniatand or t ak
read the 363 comments themselves.

e POST MEETING CLARIFICADI®@ND the amount of paper that would have been generated (over four
hundred additional pages per reportaid®foject Team determirzdt tvould baore efficietd
reproducthesgoublicomments electroniformat angost on the project welbdgitieh CAG members
can view and print as they s@edfitSystenistends tproducéuture reporesdappendices in PDF
formafor electronic delivery to CAG members.

e CAG membermanted to know if safety woulelvimved as part of the stlidDT confirmed tredety
will be addressas part of the study and that we will begin discussions regarding existingtcrash history
the next meeting.

e CAG membegsiestioned if the consultant contract scope @dgridbiesl.2 miles or does it also
study the regioMember wanted clarificatiohif i noi s i n p @&tinmely manteeandt o n s u |
if this would affdetinSystems ability to maintain project schedule and effectively g&@fm work.
responded that thwrent scope is for 1.2 milesrandleplCAG Membetayward with a copy of the
contract IDOT noted thhé mosmportant element ofdbietractcopethe proposed cross segtion
will be determined as part of the Phase | fdfdiesso noted thitwey would respond to the payment
guestion at the next meeting.

POST MEETING CLARIFICATIDINT confirmed that payments ®y$rams are ocaag within 45
to 60 days, which is the average for consultant dtetiamsultant scope of work includes the entire
project study limits from IL 434tevhich isbout 2 miles and not 1.2 miles.

lll. CAG Discussion RegardiAgpject ProblerBtatement

Mr. Stenzel introduced the usBrobkenBtatement to capture the context and transportation needs identified
by the CAG and public. He explained Brabtben Statemehbuld not describe specific solutions. The
Problem Statemeniibe used along with the technical evaluations to develop the project Purpose and Need.
To facilitate the discussion, IDOT and the consultant prepared a DRAFT Problem Statement.
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Prior to conducting the exerciserre€mBers provided the follogdmgments/concerns:

e SeveraCAG members were surprised that IDOT had pERAEPrablem statemémtinitiate the
CAGdiscussianTheywere concerned that this Problem Statement was developed before the CAG had
even discussed whether a problematorsg Willow Rd. Tie#ythat thepproacivas unacceptable
and should be completely discarded because initiatedint the CAGCAGVember Hayward tore
his problem statement in half and dropped it on the floor.

e SeveraCAG members objectediscussg thgroblem statemenior tseceivingnd reviewing
technical data. IDOT responded that technical data will pe@ravitiednext CAG Meetidthat
theproblem statemeould be initiated tongyite it is intended to beramsary of all stakeholders
opinions expressed thus far, and contdiifed latas necessary

e Other CAG members thought that this was a good starting point for member discussions and requested
the facilitated exercise begin.

Problem Statemenitiél Discussion
Following are CAG member andniD&iomments and discussions related to the Problem:Statement

e Several CAG members wanted the problem statement to be broader to addreasspentagmmal
issues and tlmpact on this segment of Witedv Rhey wanted more information about whether
regionaimprovements coptitentiallgeduce the overall traffic demand along Willow Road. This
prompted additional questionsHes2AG omvhether a regional tratficly would lsenducted.

e A CAG membstatedhat the draft problem statement is so broad and general, that if you eliminate the

words AWill ow Road, 0o it could describe just ab
¢ SeveraCAG members asked why the problem statertakedatigut Willow Road.
e A Winnetka CAG member pointed out that Will ow

as such, was deserving of that recognition in the.statement
e CAGmembers suggested to IDOT that the fotiavoigingenprovements be investigated as part of
the regionalternatives analysis

Additional ramps atHuens Spur
Additional ramps at Dundee Roa®4nd |
Additional rampd.ake Streeindl-94
Additional rampsTawer Roaahdl-94
New interchangelaindee Raindl-294
New interchangd_ake Streeindl-294

ourwWNE

¢ Some membdrdithat the Problem Statement should be deferred until after the regional improvements
options were vetted. ID@fiedt hat any regi onal die.Jpwposedns woul d
solutiongind would need to be tested against the Problem Sa@milicated that it will not
determine solutions pridefming the needs, which incliededoping theoBlem Statement.

¢ Members wanted more information from IDOT or CMAP regarding where regional improvements were
plannedi Wi I I t here be a regional traffic study th
are pl anned ? dhisinfoh@idn will bearaviewed durihg thehalietnatives evaluation step of
the process.

e IDOT clarified that the Problem Statement summarizes stakeholder opinions regarding the existing
conditions and problems along Willow Road (from WaukegarBgead tExpiressway). Looking at
interchanges or other improvements elsewhere in the region are alternative solutions that can be

Version 1.1
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investigated in Step 3, Alternatives Analysis. It was noted that the regional model used by CMAP does
into account the i@mwal improvements which are currently programmed through 2030.

e ACAG membapted that Willow Road is a Strategic Regional ArtenatéZRA)Xhat thieelieve
thestreet should lwaelued for what its purpose is within the existing streelmepveltithat the
Problem Statement should include this roadway designation since it signifiegtipentaade &y
the overall transportation netWbrkdarmeixplainethatthe ultimatsonfiguration of SRA routes can
vary.

e POST MEETINELARIFICATION: BhRA desi gnati on i s ¢tldBdidaios hi ghe
below the expressway system, but that this designation will not be a sole criteria that would dictate the t
of roadway improvement for this section of Willow Road.

¢ CAGmember requested clarificatitmebne r milityd Tman8ystems responded tbhilitys defined
as the abilitp move from point A to point B by car, bike, or walking.

e CAG member requested clarification theRdmplem Statement is focused on WillowIRoad.
clarified that theconstruction of Willow Road is the starting point. We may ultimately end up with other
solutionsutthe reconstruction of Willossl Rom Waukegaoa to the Edens Expresswiéngis t
project being studied by IDOT. Thdtesaethstarting point.

¢ CAG member commented that the Problem Statement text seems to be set up backwards. Consider
rephr asi naoga sappgrts multiinddadl uses within the community of Nabtidield a
surrounding region. Willow Road must safely accommodate the community pedestrians, especially sch
childrer.

e CAG memlmnoted that although they persamallg have developed the Widlasv3Rudy process
differently, it is ioeir job amembers of the committeee b a t eproteBsDHEMAied that
regardless of whether individual CAG nmegnbessittheprocessio their job to effectivadyticipate
in thaneetingsThey do not wanspend every meetivasting tingebatig about the process.

¢ CAG member commented ttagtaanalysghould bdevelopdbased on the region as a who@T
clarified that this is an evaluation measip®a&naill work with the CAG on developing criteria for the
evaluation of alternatives

e CAG memlmoffered the following text chémgie Problem Statement:

i ADD ADuring rush hour in suburban Chicago, t
I Describecontext@isWi | | ow Road bet ween Waukegan Road at
of the community within and through Northfie
e A discussidregaron whether to discuss the problem statement in smaller breakout groups or whether the
problem statement shbeldiscussed by the CAG as a whole. IDOT and TranSystenogaséahlly
to break the CAG up into slisallissiogroups Howevehased on CAG feedbh#uk group worked
collectively
e The discussions concluded with the agreement that all CA&méddchpmvide their commoetts
Problem StatemémtMarie Glyrtmarie.glynn@illinois)dowadvance of the next medtyniglay 14,
2010
POST MEETING CLARIFICATION: Please provide cotnefotdemn Statement by May 21, 2010.

IV. Technical Evaluation Methodology

Mr. Stenzel provided copies ekisiingraffiand crasbtudymethodologiesed on IDOT projects. He
gave drief explanatioheach

Traffic Studies and Methodologies:
The éllowing are comments and questions regarding the meetatiatdges for Willow Road:
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CAG member requested clarificagiarling whemistingrafficcountsvereconductedhas there

ongoing construction irvitieityAf so,hey recommendbat theraffidoe recounted. Was

construction underway on Willow Road west of Waukegan Road? If so, the counts would be misleading
Also wertherecounts being done this week orTasfId Willow Road and Winnetka Road bridges are

being replaced.

Project team noted thatekisting traffic counts were conducted in Mawl 20688they would follow up

with IDOT to find out if there was construction occurring alargd iVdtahelR were unawatbatf

could have affected the counts

POST MEETING CLARIFICATI@INic counts were tafoerthe WillowoRl Studyn the following

dates i”009 May 19May21,May2729,and Jung-3. Construction activities along Willow Road

(Landwehr Road to UP RR, and SOO Line Railroadlici8astrenot initiated urdtilly2009

Traffic counts were performed the week of April 12, 2010 on the minorBitktobtEetetpBristol

Avenue, and Walnut Aveiihese streets have limited or no connectivity to roads other than Willow

Road. Bridge construction along Old Willow Road was ongoing on the days of these traffic counts.
POST MEETING CLARIFICATI®Ntraffic counts were only for traffic tueinchréon the side

streets and were not substantially affected by the bridge construction along Old Willow Road because tt
counts closely match previous counts on adjacent streets. However, the count at Old Willow Road to th
west was affected by cort&iruand will not be used.

CAG membsuggested that the consudtashiDOTooK at traffic trendiswagheiunderstanding that

traffic glumes havgeen reducing overldst few years and they wanted to know how these would affect

the traffic paajtions.

A CAG member noted that they believe traffic is worse on Willow Road west of the stubly area at the nee
intersection of Willow and Shermer where Willow Road is 5IBQ85 natil that planning work has

already been completed to address capacity issues in that area.

CAG member requested clarification on whether standard practices were being implénented by IDOT
collectingraffidata why IDOT balanced the trafigaohof just counting all the traffic on one day; and

why intersections arecoointed at one timEXOT confirmed that they use the same procedures on

every project to collect traffic data and develop a balanced set of traffic data. Ssuniitirtgyadll inter

one time is not feasible due to the amount of personnel required. The data is balanced along the corridc
account for this.

A CAG member asked IDOT and TranSystems to deliver teichaitalrdagtaf CAG meetings so that

they could besWprepared. Since @G members are not traffic engitiesrsvould need additional

time to review and potentiallypolicdt f essi onal hel p in advance of t
technical data.

A CAG membsuggested thldOT prepare a cost benefit arfalyaiternativéisat may be examined

with technical data and proposed solutions.

CAG member askeutésentationgillbe madéo thenby experts in the various fields such as traffic,

safety and rodiets.IDOT cdirmed that presentations will be meg@apriate future CAG meetings

based on the scheduled discussions for those meetings.

CAG membasked if therocessouldbe modified to look at alternatives and regiesd\ir. Harmet

noted that theresame flexibility in the processltautatives would be evaluated at a later date. A

Problem Statement and a technical analysiswillbeatisveloped before alternatives can be

developed.

CAGVember Hayward repeatedly indicated that IDOT has a plan for completing the interchanges along
Edengxpresswagnd that this plan must be implemented first. Mr. Harmet indicated that there is no suck
plan.
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Crash Study Methodologies

TranSystems rewied the Crash Methodology memo to explain the process used for evaluating the crash

history Crash information was gathered for three years from 2006tto26108ly .

¢ CAG member asked if crashes on theakaterisg evaluatéab. IDOT noted that crashe®4t |
interchange ramps with Wiltaal &e included in the study.

e CAG members were interested in how crashes for the interchange will be analyzed and how the safety
various alternatives will be evaluated. TranSystemseexplat hat t he Feder al Hi g
Hi ghway Safety Manual (FHWAG6s HSM) will be rel
these types of evaluations and comparing safety performance of alternatives.

V. Recap and Next Meeting

e CAGmembeaskedDOT to summarize what was heard tbtiighairmet responded that there were
comments about the whole process, comments aboutdmipodeals of fh@cess, and comments
about how the meetings are summarized. Northfield representatives objected to everything that was
presented.

e The date for CAG Meeting #4 was discussedeiBseveral conflicts with the scheduled date of May
2ahand other dz=t in May also likely would not work. It was suggesthd mekbideetiimguneor
possibly skip the summer months due to CAG member schedllen&y8ietsis will coordinate with
the school to demine a coupépotentialewdateforCAG Meeting and work with IDOT to get it
scheduled.

¢ The meeting adjourned

e Public commenigre taken following adjournmeniCA@eeetingut are included as part of this
summary.

VI. Public Comment Summanjlowing Adjournment of CAG Meeting

The following commevisemade during the public comment session that immediately followed CAG Meeting
#3 The below summaflects the general intent of the caoemenéstiaand is not meant to be
verbatim. The name and residency of the speaker is listed with the comment.

Commeni Pat Doherty, Northfield)

Mr. Doherty has lived in Northfield for many years and been involved with the Traffic and Transportation
Committee fta®12 years. It was always thought that the project cost was in the $5 million to $25 million rang
and is concerned that the $31.4 million discussed tonight is set in stone.

Commen® Brian Kozminski, Northfield)

Mr. Kozminski followed up on whHabihérty said by asking why in the Public Meeting Summary the comment
AfWaste of Moneyodo was noted with a footnote that
problem statement can be developed without a problem being identified.

Commet 3 Pat Foley, Northfield)

Mr. Foley asked if data on surrounding streets is being collected. Can this data be presented along with the
local data, especially to see the effect of alternatives?

Response: The study will use historical data for other streetsliDQfieimotdntending to cowatfic

onother streets in the area.

CommentJune O6Donoghue, Northfield)
If the context of the study is only in Northfield, why areNekthbreak and Winnetka involved?
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Response: The study area touches on these three communities in addition to Northfield. There may be a
solution that is not in Northfield at all. We have to look at the effectiveness of these solutions.

Comment 5 (KaRekett, Northfield)

Ms . Rekett stated that she f eefthdirstorfeaaconsiteoedt hf i el c
since they are most affected by any improvement. She was also concerned that the traffic studies from last
may havbeen skewed because of the construction on Willow Road and that any studies done now should r
be considered since the Winnetka Avenue and Old Willow Road bridges are under construction and require
closures. She also stated that her comments fireiYAG meeting were not recorded and she feels a

court reporter is necessary.

Comment 6 (Carl Bova, Evanston)

Mr. BovaCoopeCiviEngineeringid.isa civil engineeontracted lilge Viage of Northfield. Mr. Bova read
a thregpage documetatthe CAGembers and public that recommesgledal improvemeatgtuce
traffialong WillowoRd through Northfield. The docymevitdety Mr. Bova to ID@Tattached as part

of this summary.

Comment 7 (Patty Dodson, Northfield)

Ms. Dodsastated her concern that widening Willow Road will cause major concerns for the community,
especially for those living along Willow Road. She stated that we need to address the needs outside of the
community. The safety of children must always bedco8hielevas also concerned about damaging the
guality of life, including the negative i mpact e
comments and analyses.

Comment 8 (Juli Blunt and Bob Hayward, Northfield)

Why canodt odzZore oreWillbveRoad installéd now? Can IDOT define the criteria for installing one’
CAGMembetayward responded that he would | ifdte it do
the study to be completed for the installation of &shool zon

Response: IDOT will investigate and report back.

Comment 9 (Robbie Nash, Northfield)

Ms. Nash has been a resident of Northfield for over 30 years and has been hearing about improvements to
Willow Road over those years. A plan had been devélopmddviaike care of the problem and then it

was wiped away. She would like to see an open and honest process be followed based on what is best for
Northfield and surrounding communities. She wants to make sure everyone knows the reasons why decisic
are made.

Comment 10 (Pat OO6Donaghue, Northfield)

Mr. Ob6Donaghue asked why Winnetka is part of the
the public meeting and only two of them made comments. He also asked why Winnetka has a school zone
when Northfigkinot eligible

CAG Membetissresponded that there vi®@ people who made comraettie Public Meeting diht
not identify residence
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COOPER CIVIL ENGINEERING, LTD.

1322 ROSALIE STREET EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201
(847) 864-5343

Willow Road CAG Meeting Comments
April 15,2010

My name is Carl Bova, and I'm a 27-year resident of Evanston.

The Village of Northfield has retained my firm, Cooper Civil Engineering, [.td. to
provide general consulting services related to the Willow Road Project.

I come before you this evening with my personal accounts of experiences as an area
resident who has used Willow Road for many years.

And to offer some factual information that T have gathered about the region’s
transportation network.

My aunt and uncle-in-law lived at the end of Thackeray Lane in Northfield. They
affectionately referred to the Willow S-curve as their back 40.

My father-in-law had an office in downtown Northfield, near Willow.

He also was a naval reserve officer. and my family found itself at NAS Glenview during
several base open houses.

And, yes, we frequent the Glen, as well as downtown Northfield.

Transportation engineering work assignments have brought me west along Willow
routinely.

In my area travels, I have frequently encountered incredible traffic southbound along the
Edens mainline, to the point that I have exited the expressway at Tower, bypassing it in
favor of the Northfield Frontage Road, Central, Willow, and/or downtown Northfield, on
my way southward or eastward, depending on how I felt that particular day. ADT data
bears this out.

I have since reviewed some of the area resident comments and have found that my bypass
of the Edens is not unusual. In fact. one commenter recounted his choice to bypass the
Edens between Lake and Willow, contributing to local traffic on Sunset Ridge and Lake.
ADT also bears this out.

It behooves IDOT and the ISTHA to keep bypass traffic off the local roads and on the
expressway systems, where every through-traffic motorist rightfully belongs. The state
has never improved the Edens capacity problem in the vicinity of Willow, despite the fact
that the 166,500 ADT makes the Edens section at Willow the most congested of any
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section of the expressway. Bypass traffic from the Edens is making for a goodly part of
the congestion on Willow through Northfield.

Several commenters suggest that their local roads, such as Winnetka, Shermer, Sunset
Ridge, Techny, etc. are overloaded due to bypass from the Willow Road section through
Northfield. But consider the following. That numerous commenters have expressed that
there are no 1-294 interchanges at Lake or Central or Dundee. So, people are forced to
exit at Willow and slink around on the local roads or on Willow within Northfield, when
they’d rather exit more directly from one of the missing interchange locations. Again, the
problem is created from the ISTHA’s failure to address the need for infill interchanges
that will spread traffic, and not created because of the section of Willow through
Northfield.

So, again, regional traffic congestion seems to be a regional problem, and not one rooted
in the project section in Northfield.

The situation begs a comprehensive origin and destination study and a traffic network
modeling effort for the whole region. A linear corridor study or simulation will be
inadequate. Neither IDOT nor the Tollroad Authority has any idea of the origins or
destinations of the regional motorist who find him or herself on Willow or any of the
other area roads and expressways.,

A quick check of the Edens Spur traffic from the IDOT website indicates that the Spur
carries an average ADT of 44,000. However, the spur is incomplete, and handles traffic
only southeast to/from northwest.

It begs the question of what of the motorists who are denied access to the spur in the
other directions? Effectively, that means that a similar number, about 44,000, are
congesting our local roads, including Willow. That’s 44,000 cars that have no business
or desire to ply the congested local roads. Thus, the incomplete spur is a major problem
that impacts Willow.

This discussion points us in the direction that the greatest impacts to our regional local
roads are capacity problems on the Edens, missing interchanges on the tollroad and
missing ramp components on the Edens, and the incomplete Edens Spur.

The priority attention on Willow through Northfield is misplaced and will not address
regional congestion at all. The Village's 3-lane solution is a logical solution that allows
the state the time to address the massive problems on the expressway system. And the
problem on Willow and the solution on Willow are predicated on execution of the
regional expressway projects first!

By the way, the completion of the Spur and interchanges will generate about $13.7-$27.4
million per year in tolls, and the construction can easily be bonded.
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Finally, upon my check of the tollway’s multi-year plan (“Congestion Relief Program
Summary™, dated Sept, 2007), sadly, no interchange improvements to [-294 or the Edens
Spur are contemplated. Nothing is included in the IDOT multi-year plan as well.

But I do note the verbiage in the tollroad plan that describes the benefits of interchange
improvements. They “ease congestion and improve safety; improves regional mobility
by relieving local roads from traffic; reduces damages on local roads; improves safety
within the local roadway system; addresses local roadway network deficiencies; provides
direct access; and relieves local roads from longer trips.”

This is precisely what’s needed to solve the regional congestion problems throughout our
region, rather than massive construction on Willow through Northfield.

Thank you.
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #3 4 '
Willow Road Study: Ilinois Route 43 to Interstate 94 il "Rl =001
April 15, 2010; 6:00 p.m, to 8:00 p.m.
New Trier High School, Northfield Campus, Building C, Room 234
Present
CAG Member Community Email Address (Ploase initial)
1|William J. Baltutis At Large [bill_baltutis @baxter.com Win:
2|John Birkinbine Northfield ibirkinbine @ aiadc.org o T
3|Hallie Bodman Northfield ahkbod @aol.com ohdls, X
4|Dan de Loys Northfield ddeloys @ comcast.net e/ .
5|Rick Filler Glenview rfiller @ harlemirving.com {c}%-
B|Tensley Garris Northbrook tensley @ northbrookchamber.org v S
7|Ted Greene Northfield ted @tgreenefamily.com /7 —
B|Robert Hayward Northfield robert.hayward @ kirkland.com =
9| Todd Heller Northbrook todd @ thelleriaw.com | 7 /A
10[Steve Hirsch Northfield sbhirsch@hotmail.com A7
11|Kate Katz Northbrook Kk2667 @aol.com -
12|Peggy Kozminski Northfield kozpbs @ comcast.net \ ’F){
13|Penny Lanphier Winnetka lanphieriv@sbcglobal.net .
14Jeffrey G. Liss Winnetka JGLJGL @aol.com AL
15[Kathy Miles Glenview gestalf @ glenviewchamber.com ¥
16{Buggie O'Grady Northfield buggieogrady @yahoo.com [
17{Don Owen Glenview dowen @ glenview.il.us
18|Phoebe Raymond Northfield nomedad @ mindspring.com o1l
19|Charles Shabica Northtiate < 1.t o £ cshabica@comcast.net
20|Stacy Sigman Northfield ssigman @ northfieldil.org
21|Jim Smirles Glenview jws9@att.net
22|Stephanie Stuckey Northbrook sstuckey @ ups.com
23|Scott Turban Northfield scottturban @aim.com
24Ty Wamer At Large twarner @cmap.lllinois.gov e
25/Don Whiteman Northfield kkh@earthlink.net \Vh
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; Present
CAG Member Community Email Address (Please inital)
26|Pete Harmet IDOT Pete.Harmet @illinois.gov v
27|John Baczek IDOT John.Baczek @illinois.gov v
28|Marisa Kollias IDOT [Marisa. Kollias @illinois.gov
29|Marie Giynn IDOT |Marie. Glynn @illinois.gov v
30|Srikanth Panguluri IDOT Srinkanth. Panguluri @ llinois. gov v
Chuck Stenzel TranSystems [cjstenzel @transystems.com v~
Grace Dysico TranSystems gldysico @ transystems.com v~
Kathy Meyerkord TranSystems [kmmeyerkord @transystems.com o
Matt Smith TranSystems [ mismith @transystems.com v
Chris Comin TranSystems ‘cecomin@transystems.com P
Nick Otte TranSystems nfotte @transystems.com v
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