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VILIAGE OF BENSENVILLE

Village Board

President
John C. Geils

Trustees

John Adamowski
Patricia A, Johnson
Hank Mandziara
Marianne Tralewski
John “Jeff Wiliams

Village Manager
James A. Johnson

May 19, 2008

JOHN C. MURILLO
737 W MEMORIAL ROAD
BENSENVILLE, IL 60106

Dcar Bensenville Resident or Business Owner:
Public Hearing
Re: Irving Park/York Road Intersection Improvement
Thursday, May 29, 2008
3:00 PM to 7:00 PM
Monty’s Banquets
703 S. York Road
Bensenville, Illinois 60106

Next Thursday May 29, 2008 from 3: 00 PM to 7:00 PM at Monty’s Banquets in
Bensenville, the DuPage County Division of Transportation will hold a public hearing on
the proposed modifications to the York Road and Irving Park Intersection, and the
adjoining railroad crossing. As you may recall, this project has been financed by a
combination of the Illinois Department of Transportation, DuPage County and the City of
Chicago, and has been under study for several years.

The Village of Bensenville was asked to participate in the study process, by regularly
attending meetings, making recommendations and commenting on the various
alternatives, as they were proposed. This placed us in a difficult position because it
assumes that whatever alternative that comes out of the process has our endorsement.

Nevertheless, at the insistence of Christopher Burke Engineering, the prime contractor on
the project, the Village had several staff members involved in the process and the
meetings, in order to protect the interests of you - the residents of Bensenville.

As aresult, public input is being sought on an alternative that has been greatly modified
from the one originally proposed by Chicago as part of the O’Hare Modernization
Program (OMP.) Chicago’s plan would have required additional taking of land west of
York Road (including some homes, potentially) and rendered the intersection useless
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The current proposal keeps all of the development and expansion east of York Road and
maintains the existing curb line west of the intersection along York and Irving Park
Roads.

This saves the Shell station, Walgreen’s, the other businesses along Irving Park, and most
importantly, requires no additional residential acquisition west of York Road! This
includes all of the homes along the 100 block of south York Road and the Town Center
Condominiums — these properties are not touched by this proposal.

While there are positive aspects to this plan, we stop short of endorsing it. The
recommended alternative calls for the construction of two train bridges over Irving Park
Road. Irving Park Road would be lowered five feet at the railroad tracks and the existing
Canadian Pacific railroad tracks would be raised approximately fifteen feet. A second
bridge, about a block further east, would raise the Union Pacific railroad tracks, nearly an
equal amount, allowing Irving Park to run beneath it. This would be done once UP tracks
are moved from their existing location on the south end of the airport as part of O*Hare
gxpansion,

Qur official position is that we still prefer a solution which raises the existing Canadian
Pacific railroad tracks over Irving Park Road at its current location, and does not acquire
any additional property within Bensenville. We still maintain that the acquisition of this
property and the relocation of the UP Railroad, are unnecessary, and that the full build
out of the O"Hare Modernization Plan will never occur. After all, in the final analysis,
there is no funding for any of these projects, beyond the design phase, and therefore it is
highly unlikely that funding will be available in the foreseeable future.

We encourage you to attend this hearing, listen to the presentations, study the proposed
plan and provide your comments, criticisms and insights. Rest assured that Village
President John Geils and the Village Board of Trustees are doing everything in their
power to insure your homes, businesses and property values are being protected.

Sincerely,

P >

I‘VF 5
AU
A
James A. Johnson
! Village Manager
i —d

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PLEASE CALL THE VILLAGE HALL AT
630-350-3399

D_3-15



4 PRESIDENT CLERK TRUSTEES TRUSTEES

ANNA MONTANA CLAUDIA L. IRSUTO LAWRENCE FRITZ ANGELO 5. PASSIALIS
ANTHONY CLEMENTI CATHERINE GORZYNSKI
RICHARD W. DESECKI RODNEY TOLE

VILLAGE OF

SCHILLER PARK

BUREAU OF PROGRAMMING
SMALL TOWN FEEL WITH A WORLD AT ITS TOUCH REC EIVED 9526 WEST IRVING PARK ROAD

SCHILLER PARK, H.LINOIS 60176-1984

AlG 19 2008 TELEPHONE 847 678-2550
DISTRICT #1 FAX 847 671-3564

August 18, 2008

Mr. Peter E. Harmet

Ilinois Department of Transportation
Bureau Chief of Programming

201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

RE: Elgin O’Hare West Bypass Analysis
Dear Mr. Harmet:

This is a follow-up to our meeting on August 7, 2008. First, I would like to thank you,
Larry Martin and Ron Krall for coming out to meet with us and discuss the various
options. As we discussed, the Village of Schiller Park is very concemed about several of
the options presented. These will be dlscussed in turn.

In regards to option “5017, the Village believes this will be of limited value because the
improvements only add lanes to existing roadways, without reducing the distance
traveled, particularly for access to the southbound Tri-State Tollway. If the design calls
for simply improving Irving Park Road west of Mannheim, such that it becomes the
bypass route to the south, the Village would be concerned about the traffic impact on
Irving Park Road to the east (through Schiller Park). Right-of-Way needs could cause
economic damage to major properties on the south of Irving Park east of Mannheim.
Otherwise, it would seem to have little direct impact on Schiller Park.

In regards to option “F”, the negative impact on Schiller Park would be more expansive.
It appears this route would take out some businesses on Mannheim Road, possibly impact
the O’Hare Oasis (which provides tax revenue for Schiller Park) and impact Schiller Park
and Franklin Park residents, particularly in the “Sexton Landfill” area. On a more global
scale, it does not appear to be the most efficient access for southbound traffic to the Tri-
State.

Option “G” is totally unacceptable to the Village. It appears it would take out all or most
of the industrial area to the southwest of Irving Park and Mannheim. As a guess, this
would take out millions of dollars in property value and hundreds of jobs. The loss of
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LTR TO IDOT RE ELGIN O'HARE OPTIONS 2

property to the southeast of Irving Park and Mannheim would be even worse. The
immediate intersection is planned for development, which would of course be lost. The
Four Points Sheraton facility would be lost. This facility contains almost 300 rooms plus
banquet facilities, and is responsible for hundreds of thousands of dollars in annual
revenue to the Village. The loss of this property would be devastating. It also appears
that a substantial portion of the residential neighborhood northeast of Irving Park and the
Tri-State would be taken. Again, this would be a disaster for Schiller Park. Beyond
these impacts, Option “G” seems the least efficient means of meeting the project
objectives. It appears to be the most expensive to build, and is easily the worst option for
providing access to the southbound Tri-State.

Again, thank you for meeting with us and allowing our input on these options. 1 hope
you take our concerns into consideration as the process moves forward. If you have any
questions regarding this correspondence or the Village’s position, please feel free to
contact me at (847) 671-8510.

Yours truly,

payn».

Kevin S. Barr

Village Manager
c Mayor Montana
Paul Flood
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Terrencs J. O'Brien
Presidont )
Kathleen Therese Meany

Vice President
Qlorla Alltto Majawski
Chalrman of Finance
Frank Avila
— Patricla Horlon

Protecting Our Water Environment BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

15900 gttt s ey it Ry

Barbara J. McGowan

Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chilcago Gynihla M. Santos
abra shore

100 EAST ERIE STREET CHICAGO, ILLINOIS €0611-3154 312-751-5600  Patdcla Young

Joseph P. Sobanski, P.E.

Chiet Engineer September 18, 2008
312:751-7905 FAX 312-751-5681
URBAU op
Mr. Peter Harmet, P.E, R E-P(F) X BOGRAMM!NG
Chief, Bureau of Programming El VED
ATTN: Mr. Ron Krall, P.E. FEP ?' 5
Illinois Department of Transportation, Division of Highways/District 1 -2 é»ﬂ@ﬂ

201 West Center Court DISTRICT 31

Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096

Subject: Elgin-O’Hare/West Bypass Project

Dear Mr. Harmet:

Reference is made to your task force meetiné dated July 31, 2008, at Oak Meadow Golf Club,
Addison, Illinois. At the referenced meeting, you presented alternatives being considered for the

subject project, some of which would have an impact on District property and facilities. We are
especially concerned about the following alternatives:

o North Connection, West Bypass, Alteinatives C,D,E.

e South Connection, West Bypass, Alternatives F and G.
Also, for the North Connection, Illinois Route 83 Area, Alternative B, and the North Connection,
West Bypass, Alteratives A and B, the District’s lessee, the Mount Prospect Park District,
would be affected.
We would like to discuss the alternatives in more detail in terms of potential construction and
specific impacts on District facilitics and property. Please contact Joe Schuessler, Principal Civil

Engineer, at 312-751-3236, to schedule a meeting. -,

Very truly yours,

l0seph P. Sobanski
Chief Engineer

NV:AP:JMS
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BENSENVILLE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

500 S. York Road, Bensenville IL 60106
Non-Emergency (630) 350-3441 Fax (630) 350-3421

Chief Michael F. Spain

&\i i 370009

January 28, 2009

Mr. Peter M. Knysz b

Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd CHE&JO ey

9575 West Higgins Road e
Suite 600

Rosemont, I1 60018

Mr. Knysz:

As you have requested, I am pleased to answer the questions posed to me relative to IDOT data
collection for the Elgin O’Hara — West Bypass Study.

1. Location of fire stations and hospitals used:

Fire Station Locations:
Station 1 — Headquarters
500 South York
Station 2 — Sub Station
700 Foster

Hospitals:

Primary Hospital to receive patients
Elmhurst Hospital
200 North Berteau Avenue, Elmhurst,
Alexian Brothers Medical Center
800 Beasterfield Road, Elk Grove Village

Secondary Hospitals to receive patients
Loyola Medical Center, Maywood
Lutheran General Hospital, Park Ridge
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Page 2

2. 'What are the locations of the primary Routes:
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Thorndale Drive, Devon Avenue, Hwy 83, Irving Park Road, Green Street, Grand
Avenue, County Line Road, Church Road, York Road, Foster Avenue and
Jefferson Street. (See attached map as outlined in orange)

. What are the location of Secondary Routes:

See answer number 2. If one of the primary routes are blocked, then we simply
adjust relative to which hospital the patient will be transported too. Most often the
route taken as a primary back up both north and south is Hwy 83. This is do to the
overpass at Irving Park Road.

What roads are avoided when possible ( due to RR crossing, car and pedestrian Traffic,
congested city centers):

See the map as marked as number 4 and in blue. The north, south roads avoided
due to RR is York Road, Center Street, Addison Street and Church Road. When
this happens our ONLY way to travel north and south is via Hwy 83 over Irving
Park Road.

What is an acceptable response time:

By Federal (NFPA 1710) and State Fire and EMS (White Paper) regulations our
primary response must be able to have a response time less then 6 minutes from
the point of alert to arrival on scene. This is under normal weather conditions.
Currently we have this ability within our Fire District to meet NFPA 1710
standard and the EMS White Paper of the early 1970’s. Should all of our
equipment be committed, we have mutual aid agreements with Elk Grove Village,
Wooddale, Franklin Park, Leyden, Elmhurst, Addison, and Schiller Park.

What factors/obstacles influence how quickly responders can reach the emergency:

In addition to what as been addressed, travel directness do to roads not going
through from north to south or east to west ( Note industrial area in fire district
number 2), road traffic congestion, speed limits. time of the day and day of the
year (School starting and dismissing times), road congestion due to railroad
transportation movement and rail cars modifications to the chain, and METRA
RAIL.

Please provide a map of primary and secondary routes:

See the in closed map.




Page 3.

Lastly, if additional information is needed, please contact me.

Respectfully Yours:
I\ZIF. Spain
Fire Chief :
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Mayor Village Trustees

CRAIG B. JOHNSON NANCY J. CZARNIK
LK ROVE PATTON L. FEICHTER
GrO\ 7 6 l—-le 8 ANN 1. WALSH SAMUEL L. LISSNER
AEDEICAAM " JAMES P. PETRI
Village Manager CHRIS PROCHNO

Vill a g 6 RAYMOND R. RUMMEL

March 2, 2009

Ms. Diane M. O'Keefe, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways/Region One Engineer
lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways/District 1

201 West Center Court

Schaumburg, lllinois 60193-1093

Attention: Mr. Peter E. Harmet, P.E.
Bureau Chief of Programming

Subject: Elgin — O’Hare West Bypass
EXxisting Traffic Volume and 2030 Traffic Demand Data

Dear Mr. Harmet:

Once again the Village would like to thank you for the cooperation that IDOT has
displayed in meeting and disseminating information regarding alternatives
selection for the Elgin — O’Hare West Bypass roadways. During our February 13,
2009 meeting you distributed a packet of information that contained Finalist
Roadway Alternatives Evaluation Results. The packet also contained several
Traffic Demand exhibits which depicted the input and output traffic demand data
for several Finalist Roadway Alternatives. Upon reviewing these exhibits, it is
apparent that some of the existing average daily traffic (ADT) volume data which
served as the input data for the travel demand modeling IDOT prepared was
dramatically different than data the Village has acquired on area roadways. The
Village also questions some of the results that the modeling produced. These
data are critical factors in producing the measures of effectiveness by which the
Finalist Roadway Alternatives are being compared, so it is important that they
portray an accurate picture. The following are several comments and concems
the Village has regarding the traffic demand data:

ARTILIRGS N
i 901 WELLINGTON AVENUE « ELK GROVE VILLAGE, ILLINOIS « 60007-3499 ?3
GERIE LD CH TELEPHONE (847) 439-3900  FAX (847) 357-4044 + TDD (847) 357-4088 KT

www.elkgrove.org




Existing Traffic Data

Elk Grove Village has conducted a number of traffic counts in the study
area in conjunction with development of a Master Plan for the Elk Grove
Business Park as well as several Federal-aid intersection and roadway
improvements within the park. Attached for your information is an exhibit
that was prepared for the Master Plan update which depicts Existing
Average Daily Traffic volumes within the study area.

A comparison of the IDOT 2007 ADT volumes shown on the Traffic
Demand exhibits distributed at the February 13th meeting to the Village’s
existing ADT volumes shows some significant differences. The following
is a comparison of existing traffic volumes from the two exhibits:

IDOT EGV
Roadway Location Existing Existing
ADT ADT
Arlington Heights N. of Devon 16,400 24,000
Rd.
Arlington Heights N. of Landmeier 26,900 36,500
Rd.
Tonne Rd. N. of Devon 10,800 18,500
Lively Bivd. N. of Pratt 1,800 7,000
IL Route 83 N. of Thorndale 38,900 *48,300
IL Route 83 N. of Pratt 40,100 *50,400
Eilmhurst Rd. N. of Devon 28,400 *35,600
Landmeier Rd. W. of IL Route 83 18,300 21,500
Devon Ave. E. of Arlington Hts. 17,400 31,000
Rd.
Devon Ave. E. of IL Route 83 19,500 25,500

*These volumes obtained from IDOT’s website

Overall, the IDOT existing ADT data is 20% to 30% less than the Village’s
ADT data or, in some cases, ADT data available from IDOT’s own
website. The Village understands that future scenario travel demand
models are built upon an existing model that must first be calibrated to
replicate existing volumes. If the existing volumes are inaccurate, then the
future model forecasts will also be inaccurate. We believe the existing
traffic volume data IDOT has used for the travel demand modeling does
not reflect current traffic volumes.
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2030 Baseline Traffic Demand Forecasts

The 2030 Baseline (or Project No-Action) traffic demand forecasts for
most roadways in the study area show moderate increases in travel
demand by 2030 compared fto existing volumes. However, IL Route 83 in
the center of the Business Park shows 2030 No-Action volumes that are
about 15% lower than the IDOT 2007 existing volumes used in the
modeling. In addition, 2030 Project No-Action Scenario traffic volumes for
Lively Boulevard in the same area of the park show a 33% reduction from
IDOT existing traffic volumes. We can find no 2030 Roadway Baseline
Projects in the Transportation System Performance Report that would
cause such a diversion of future ftraffic.

We believe these reductions in 2030 Baseline travel demand in the IL
Route 83 corridor combined with underestimated 2007 existing traffic
volumes would likely result in a significant underestimation of future travel
demand in the IL Route 83 corridor.

2030 Trip Origin/Destination Data

The Transportation System Performance Report estimates the following
breakdown of study area trip origins and destinations:

External-External Trips 26%
External-Internal Trips 46%
Internal-Internal Trips 28%

Based on the above data, it can be assumed that about 26% of the
vehicular ftrips in the IL Route 83 corridor would be diverted to the
expressway lanes of Alternative 202. The remaining 74% of the trips in
the corridor would likely have at least a portion of their trip on the frontage
roads.

However, according to the Alternative 202 Traffic Demand exhibit, the
2030 travel demand model predicts a frontage road ADT of 16,400 vpd
which is 48% of the 2030 Baseline volume. In other words, according fo
the model, 52% of the trips in the IL Route 83 corridor would be diverted to
the expressway lanes. This is twice the external-external trip percentage.




Given the limited opportunities to enter and exit the expressway in
Alternative 202, the Village believes that a much larger proportion of trips
in the IL Route 83 corridor will use the frontage roads. Using the existing
ADT volume on IL Route 83 of 50,400 vpd and assuming that 26% of that
volume would be diverted to the expressway lanes, the frontage roads
could carry more than 37,000 vpd. Two-lane frontage roads will be
inadequate to carry volumes of that magnitude.

East-West Business Park Traffic Circulation

At the present time, a total of nine east-west roadways allow traffic fo
circulate across IL Route 83. Under the Alternative 202 plan, east-west
circulation will be restricted to only four locations. These restrictions will
divert traffic onto the IL Route 83 frontage roads as well as concentrate
traffic volumes at the four crossing locations. However, the traffic demand
modeling does not show any increases in traffic volumes at these crossing
locations and, in fact, shows significant decreases compared to 2030
Baseline traffic volumes. This result is counterintuitive to what one would
expect to happen to traffic volumes at these crossing locations.

2030 Traffic Demand on Lively Boulevard

Both the 202 and the 203 Traffic Demand models predict a reduction in
traffic volumes on Lively Boulevard compared to existing volumes. These
reductions range between 28% and 67%. This also seems
counterintuitive given the collector street function and limited continuity of
Lively Boulevard in the street network. The Village believes it is unlikely
there would be any reduction in traffic volumes as a result of the Proposed
Action. In fact there is potential for a dramatic increase in traffic on Lively
Boulevard given the proposed locations of ramps on the Elgin-O’Hare
Expressway. A full interchange is proposed for Lively Boulevard at the
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway and there is limited interchange access to the
Alternative 202 IL Route 83 expressway. It is possible that significant
amounts of arterial street traffic with local trip origins or destinations could
be diverted to Lively Boulevard in order to access the Elgin-O’'Hare
expressway ramps.
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e 2030 Traffic Demand at Interchanges

Alternative 202 will have interchange access along the IL Route 83
corridor at Landmeier Road (ramps to and from the south) and at Devon
Avenue (ramps to and from the north). It will also have full interchange
access at the Lively Boulevard interchange with the Elgin-O’Hare
expressway. However, despite the proposed new interchange access, all
of these locations show reductions in crossing arterial traffic volumes
compared to Baseline conditions. Significant traffic volume increases are
likely at these locations rather than reductions due to the new interchange
access.

The same holds true for Alternative 203 where traffic volumes decrease or
only increase slightly as a result of the new interchange ramps.

In light of the above inconsistencies, the Village would like the Department to
reevaluate the traffic demand modeling results and produce updated measures
of effectiveness. We believe using updated existing ADT volumes in the models
will diminish the reported traffic operational benefits that Alternative 202 has over
Alternative 203.

We also believe the footprint of Alternative 202 will be substantially larger than
depicted in the exhibits we received at the our meeting once increases in
crossing arterial traffic volumes are taken into consideration along with the need
for three-lane frontage roads on IL Route 83. The Village is presently evaluating
that proposed footprint and we will provide you with additional comments within
the next two weeks.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our input.

C: Board of Trustees
Village Manager
Director of Engineering
Director of Public Works
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ELK GROVE RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

1415 E. Algonquin Road, Arlington Heights, !llinois 60005
Telephone 847-364-4236 Fax 847-364-9746

Chief Michael E Nelson

March 9, 2009

Diane M O’Keefe

Deputy Director of Highways/Region | Engineer
lllinois Department of Transportation

201 W. Center Ct.

Schaumburg, IL 60196

Dear Diane M O'Keefe:

Please accept this letter as acknowledgement of my support for the West Bypass North Connection
Alternate 203 “Option D" Proposal. “Option D” is the best option for our fire department because it doesn’t
negatively affect our fire district, as would the use of Route 83(Busse Road).

Our department is funded solely through property taxes and the other bypass proposals have plans to
eliminate approximately 25 percent of our district, removing many businesses, thousands of jobs and
lowering our Equalized Assessed Valuation by several million dollars. This will directly affect our budget
and lead to a reduction in staffing, as well as deter from our 5 year plan to replace apparatus and
equipment that is over 20 years old. Another unfavorable result of this choice will be the displacement of
hundreds of residents from the manufactured home communities which borders Interstate 90 and Oakton
Street.

The “Option D” proposal allows us to maintain our fire district, preserving our staff and allowing us to
continue providing our resident§ and business owners the same superior service we provide today.

i

Sincerely,

«
N

Michael E Nelson
Fire Chief
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