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CORRIDOR ADVISORY GROUP AND TASK FORCE

MEETING #18 RECAP @)wmg;mgw

Round 3 Evaluations to date:
Arterial Traffic
Travel Times

Safety Round 3 mcludes

Transit Ridership Engineering/Design

Construction Costs Environmental Studies
Geometry and Operations Stakeholder Outreach
Aesthetics
Noise Analysis Overview = Aesthetics Materials —t
Ramp Geometrics CTA Vision Study Update
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CTA VISION 5TUDY
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Dato Collection 1 \ Study
(Needs Analysis) £ Alte Completion

Fall 2009 Fall 2015
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Round 3 Evaluation

ROUND 3 EVALUATION: PERSON THROUGHPUT

2040 Daily Person East-West Throughput:
I-290, Arterials, Transit

£ ﬁ -
HOV 2+ HOT3+ |HOT 3+&TOLL

+25,200 +31,900 +34,800 +29,500

HOT 3+ provides the greatest person throughput

improvement, followed by HOV2+

* HOT 3+ best “manages” added capacity by encouraging HOV3+
vehicles and allowing SOVs who pay tolls when capacity is available

* HOV 2+ encourages carpools, but does not allow SOVs, which may
result in underutilization of added capacity

¢ HOT 3+ & TOLL encourages HOV 3+, but results in diversions for
those not wanting to pay tolls




ROUND 3 EVALUATION: ACCESSIBILITY

D)

2040 # of additional Jobs Accessible within 60

minutes from Study Area (compared to 2040 No Build)

Add;tjiozal ‘ HOV 2 HOT 3 HOT 3+ &
+ +
A:ce;itjle 1Ot
Auto +82,000 +341,000 +373,000 +310,000
Transit +24,000 +24,000 +24,000 +24,000

HOT 3+ provides the greatest accessibility improvement,

followed by HOV 2+

= Improvement related to overall travel time improvements on 1-290 and
arterials

= HOT 3+ provides best balance of 1-290 and arterial travel time
improvements.

Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) Overview




ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
MILESTONES () s e

I
of Transportation

STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT & AGENCY INPUT

Alternatives
Evaluation &
Draft EIS
Preparation

Notice Draft EIS Public i Planning
of Availability & Comment Period/ Study

Draft E1S Distributed Public Hearing b Completion

Foll Winter 2014

Governed by: 23 CFR, Part 771 (U.S. administrative law code)

Website: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/HEP/23cfr771.htm
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT CONTENT

Hinots Department
of Transponation

= Transportation problems to be addressed
= Existing and 2040 no build conditions have been assessed
= Established basis for alternatives evaluation

= \

Chapter 2 — Alternatives (Rounds 1 & 2 Completed)
= Describes alternatives development and evaluation process
= Describes reasoning for eliminating alternatives

= Summarizes the build alternatives to be carried forward for }
further evaluation .'
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EIS CONTENT

Chapter 3 — Environmental Resources, Impacts, and
Mitigation (Round 3 - in progress)

Collected inventory of existing environmental conditions
Documented existing environmental conditions and constraints
Will evaluate Build Alternatives and the No-Build Alternative
Describes impacts associated with the alternatives

Describes mitigation commitments

EIS CONTENT

Chapter 3 — Areas of study include:

Energy
En Water Resources
Air Quality Special Waste
Noise Natural Resources
Cultural Resc ! Groundwater
Wetlands

Primary 1-290 Environmental Study Areas
Urban/built corridor
Limited or no existing natural resources




EIS CONTENT

Chapter 4 — Agency Coordination and Public
Involvement (ongoing)
stakeholder involvemen
involvement

Chapters 5 & 6
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Drainage Overview




DRAINAGE STUDY PROCESS

= Gather Existing Conditions

= Local Agency Data Requests

= |dentify Tributary Areas and Outlets

= Understand How Existing System Performs

= Prepare Existing Drainage Plan

= Local Agency and Public Involvement e

= Present Drainage Alternatives

= Develop Proposed Drainage Plan
Local Agency and Public Involvement
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HOW 1-290 DRAINS :
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EOSTING CTA

Lt Demirs

ke |-290 Mainline & Railroad
Existing Drainage System
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HOW 1-290 DRAINS =

Des Plaines
River
2 Basin
Trunk g
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WHY [-290 FLOODS

Draihé'ge Design C iteria based on
“# 1950's when 1-290 was constructed
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TRUNK SEWER HYDRAULIC GRADE LINE CW
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OVERALL AREA

TRIBUTARY AREA TO PUMP STATION #20
|| TRIBUTARY AREATO PUMP STATION #5
- MODELED OFFSITE AREA

- ROADWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY
RAILWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY
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OVERALL AREA

Legend
TRIBUTARY AREA TO PUMP STATION #20

[ TRIBUTARY AREA TO PUMP STATION #5

- MODELED CFFSITE AREA

[ | ROADWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY

RAILWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY

DRAINAGE AREAS WERE ESTABLISHEbANb_.CALIBRATED BASED
ON THE JULY 23RD 2010 AND APRIL 17]H, 2013.8TORMS
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OVERALL AREA

Legend
TRIBUTARY AREATO PUMP STATION #20|
| TRIBUTARY AREATO PUMP STATION #5
- MODELED OFFSITE AREA
|7 ROADWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY

RAILWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY
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OVERALL AREA

[ ROADWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY
RAILWAY DRAINAGE BOUNDARY
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DES PLAINES RIVER

Legend

FLOOD ZONES
FLOODWAY
100 YEAR FLOODPLAIN
500 YEAR FLOODPLAIN

ADDISON CREEK

egem‘l
FLOOD ZONES

FLOODWAY

I 100 YEAR FLOODPLAN &

8N 500 YEAR FLOODPLAN
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EXISTING DRAINAGE PLAN (EDP) CW
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Distributing the Existing Drainage Plans Today

EXISTING DRAINAGE PLANS: NEXT STEPS

Verify Existing Drainage and Utilities Conditions

290/\291

One-on-One Meetings to be Scheduled with
Each Village/City Engineer- Late October

o & VIR
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NEXT STEPS ‘

= One-on-One meetings
= CAG Meetings: Winter - Spring
» Round 3 alternatives performance evaluation completion
= Blue Line Vision Study results =Intelligent Transportation System
= Geometry and drainage =Cost
= Sustainability =Aesthetics
= Environmental effects =Funding/financing
= Travel performance =Construction staging scenarios

Thank You
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