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A Introductions 9:00

A CAG/TF Format 9:10
A Recap Meeting #10 9:20
A Single Mode Alternatives Evaluati®ted)9:30
A Tolling/HOT Lane Legislation 10:15

A Combination Alternatives Discussion 10-2s
A Next Steps 10:55
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CAG/TF Meeting Document Review o=
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~ ANew materials introduced at CAG/TF meeting
I Questions and discussions during meeting

A CAG/TF review materials prior to following m
(approximately 2 months)

A Next CAG/TF meeting(s) forum continue/corr
discussion

Ih o h
I Eisenhower



CAG/TF #10 Recap




CAG /TF #10 Recap DU

A Public Meeting #2 Summary

A Round 1 Screening
I Single Mode Alternatives Process
I Alternatives Evaluated and Not Evaluated
I Initial Single Mode Evaluation Results




Round 1 Screening:
Single Mode Alternatives

Evaluation
(Continued from CAG/TF #10)
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Alternatives Development & Evaluation Proces:
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Round 1 Screening

Initial Range of
Alternatives
(Siﬂg'e m°deS) Fatal Flaws

+ Stakeholder Input Fatal Flaw Screening "
* Technical Analysis

Meets Purpose & Need Test
(Single Mode Travel Benefits)

Consider as part
of Combination Combination Alternatives

Alternatives

A Single Mode Alternative:

I An alternative that consists of changes to, or additions of, one
type (mode) of travel



Round 1 Evaluation Process Overview .

" A Alternatives evaluated on how well the identified r
addressed compared to the 208diMoScenario

A Relative changes of each measure compared
A Results summary handout:

I Top 4 alternatives highlighted for each measure

I Number of measures in top 4 summed for each alt
for comparison

I Qualitative based measures not included in sum



SingleMode Transit Alternatives Evaluatéualy

Blue Line Extensior

BlueLine ExtensionFrom Forest Park To Oak Brook
Via IL Prairie Path & Butterfield Rd. (HRT 1)

(HRT)

=

BlueLine ExtensionFrom Forest Park To Oak Brook
Via IL-290 & 188 (HRT 2)

A5

Express Bu g

EXP

Variousservice from DuPage and Northwest Cook Counties to Forest
CTA terminal (EXP)

Oak Brook to Forest ParKia Butterfield Road & IL Prairie Path (BRT 1

Bus Rapidiransit
(BRT)

Oak Brook to Forest Park/ia 188 & 1290 (BRT 2)

=]

BRT

Oak Brook to Cicero Avenu®ial-88 & 290 (BRT 3) 63( ok
&0
Oak Brook teAshland Ave Via 88 & +290¢ qe\oQ

CTA Blue Line conversion (BRT 4) 0°




9 SingleMode Transit Alternatives Evaluatéoday

Blue Line Extensior

BlueLine ExtensionFrom Forest Park To Oak Brook
Via IL Prairie Path & Butterfield Rd. (HRT 1)

(HRT)

=

BlueLine ExtensionFrom Forest Park To Oak Brook
Via IL-290 & 188 (HRT 2)

A5

BlueLine ExtensionFrom Forest Park To Mannheim New
Via 1290 (HRT 3)

Express Bu g

EXP

Variousservice from DuPage and Northwest Cook Counties to Forest
CTA terminal (EXP)

Oak Brook to Forest ParKia Butterfield Road & IL Prairie Path (BRT 1

Bus Rapidiransit
(BRT)

Oak Brook to Forest Park/ia 88 & 1290 (BRT 2)

Oak Brook to Cicero Avenu¥ial-88 & 290 (BRT 3) Completed

1=

BRT

Oak Brook tAshland Ave Via 88 & 1290¢
CTA Blue Line conversion (BRT 4) Completed

Lombard to Forest Park/ia +88 & 290 (BRT 5) New



Round T Single Mode Alternatives:

CTA Blue Line Extension

From Forest Park CTA Terminal to Mannheim Road
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A Via 1290 Median (grade)

A 3.5 miles

A Local bus route enhancements
A No fatal flaws identified due to impacts




Round T Single Mode Alternatives:
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

From Forest Park CTA Terminal to Lombard
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A Adjacent to Butterfield Road"®3t. & 488 (elevated), and
I-290 median (@rade)

A No fatal flaws identified due to footprint impacts

A 11 miles



Express
Bus

1-290 Phase | Study
Round 1 - Single Mode Alternatives

Blue Line Extension

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

Purpose and Need Evaluation
Alternatives Measures ~ -
“g. - -¥ —
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Transit Alternatives Summary
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Transit alternatives benefits:
I Improves access to jobs from study are

I Some improvement in regional
congestion and safety

I Up to 11,600 auto person trip diversion:
I Transit travel times improved
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Transit Alternatives Summary
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Blue Line Extension & BRT Alternative:

| Best transportation performance of the
transit alternatives

I Very similar overall transportation
performance

| Large increase In transit access to jobs

I Similar auto person trip diversions
(7,000 11,600 new transit trips)

I Local bus and some Metra service trip
diversion
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Transit Alternatives Summary
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Blue Line Extension to Mannheim:

I 71% of new jobs are accessible by HR
extension to Mannheim compared to
extension to Oak Brook

I 89% of new regional transit trips occur
Blue Line Extension to Mannheim Roa
compared to Oak Brook extension

I Shorter extension to Mannheim may be
more costffective than longer extensior
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Transit Alternatives Summary |

BRT extension & conversion of existing
Blue Line

I Performs similar to existing Blue Line e;

| Potential capacity issues with BRT con\
Express Bus

I Minor improvements in travel performar

I Good Increase In transit access to jobs
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Transit Alternatives Summary

Transit alternatives do not impro@@(l) travel

performance versus 2040 Baseline alternati
I 1-290 peak period volwrapacity ratio: no chan

- I 1290 peak period average speeds & travel tir
no change

ﬁ I 1290 hours of congestion: no change

F—n Reasons

HRT
I Transit market is smaller and narrower than
market

E I Existing well established transit network in st
= area

I Mode shift to transit insufficient to offset dem




Travel Market
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Traditional Commute Trip Origins”a"spf’“a““
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T
Using Using
CTA Blue Line 1-290
Extension
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A Larger travel market serve@9 telative to CTA Blue Lin
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