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Study area extended Stakeholders Review 0=

Y @ Have options been
studied that don’t

include widening 1-2907?

ROUND 2 RESULTS.
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When the I-290 study began in the fall of 2009, the study area focused on the section of I-290 from Mannheim HOT3+ [ ——————— Yes,| W? stud|edd :ﬁn wzale;zng Eplons, Llagrh ||n
Bus o ¥« " " ""§J "] evaluaron roun an , Wnich woula re

Road to Cicero Avenue. As the alternatives evaluation process advanced into round 2, there was a need to extend After considering public comments regarding the initial round 2 evaluation, and revisiting the & i 2 GP lanes s upon an extended Blue Line for any oddiTionoy|
. . . : - analysis this spring, stakeholders were asked to provide additional comments. Approximate o 1 capacity. Our updated evaluation of round #

the study 4 miles eastward to Racine Avenue. This new study boundary matches the improvement limits of the lysis thi ing, stakehold ked t ide additional ts. A imately 80 HCTEENSloh;/ | | r lp ty. O ij ! d evaluatic f . d #2
round 2 alternatives, and matches the study limits of the ongoing Circle Interchange study. Data regarding comments were provided. The following is a summary of the major themes from those comments, (i Addl-L ame) TR

alternatives that were suggested by stakeholders.

as well as our responses. These alternatives include features that would

existing safety, mobility and facility condition was collected and analyzed. In general, the transportation needs

are relatively less severe in this 4 mile eastern section, compared to western 9 miles. & e N = — Sr— T e fou:ze”r |;i!dciiye;:J?hzoegi':i'n;l?nhsife” gz
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r — - the problems in the I-290 corridor? PRICEALLLANES communities. The major effect of these
T ) NORTH AVE %, \ .ﬁ . _ _ o : strategies was a diversion of traffic
£ g > L. s SN Our extensive technical studies and stakeholder/agency coordination has ; : = from 1-290 to an already congested lo-
P P E ; = & :_‘ ) = o resulted in a thorough understanding of existing conditions in the corridor, HCT EXTENSION cal arterial system. As such, these aliemc
R Uﬂi Forest = g s 5 2 7 E = with the conclusion that improvements to all modes are needed. Overall, (no Add-Lane) fives did not perform well enough fo be carried
E N 3 - = 2 1 S 2 there is an abundance of existing fransit options in the study area, with 21% further.
DR el v290 s WY | > orded 1250 | e ; of the work trips using fransit compared o 12% regionally. However,
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j o the market served by 1-290 is much broader than the mar- ;
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_@ g N Broauvicy = 5 = E = I <« extension to Oak Brook, have not demonstrated significant increased transit ridership or would not address the mobility
‘ u Westchester \E ~~~~~~~~ S '=_:‘1H-—1-~i§ T ”mg é Bk 8 Cook ": ~~~~~~~~~~ :Z issues along 1-290 in any meaningful way. Further, as a result of the current variety and extent of transit options in the study area, our studies
g CERMAK RD = gl PaTkE| = = : g | (,95\:}}‘!&— E have shown that about 50% of the ridership on any new transit service is coming from other existing fransit services. Our approach is to develop multimodal
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Why are the left side ramps a safety concern?
s At the beginning of the 290 planning process, we conducted a detailed review of crashes along the -2290 corridor. The two highest concentrations of B
crashes in the westbound direction occur in the sections of F2290 near Austin Boulevard and Harlem Avenue. The section of westbound 11290, from Laramie =
‘||=’ EisenhoWs! e o 5 Avenue to Austin Boulevard, had the highest crash rate (537 crashes per mile] within the project limits, the next closest rate was near Ashland Avenue, \;&:.l‘ ] ’ =
at 390 per mile. 74% of the crashes that had an identified lane position in the Xy A =5
police reports were in the inner two lanes at Austin, and 47% of the crashes that \1;7 S =
had an identified lane position in the police reports were in the inside lane af gyt %{_ -
- Harlem. This crash experience can be affributed to the inside lanes on an ex- : e = =
00 pressway typically serving higher speed, longer distance travel; the inside ramps -
infroduce merging and speed changes. A national study sponsored by S Proposed A Boulevard
el | WhassiE the American Association of State Highway and Transportation K -
o0 - o c c Officials (AASHTO) in cooperation with the FHWA documents that :
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and opportunities to provide feedback! than right side entrance or exit ramps. o Q\
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