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A AWG #4 Recap

A Alternative 1 & 6 Traffic Comparispn
A Alternative 6 Local Circulation

A Other project benefits (recap)

| A Noise Walls REvaluation Process

| A Next Steps

I 8
I Eisenhower 2

xpressway



AWG Recap



AWG Recap

Hinois Department
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Januaty A Stakeholder Concerns

B A Additional Data Collection
A Additional Detailed Analysis
A Six Alternatives Developed and S

Alt.

Alternative 6 Preferrédternative
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AWG RecaPKey Points

A Alternative ® recommended:
I All ramps stay open

| Bataan Dr. & Harrison St. would not confidegeto 1
A90% of frontage road traffic-thrautgh

I Provides greatest benefit fovénue

A Communitypenefits:
I Local travel time improvements
I Drainage improvements
| Additional green space
| Bike/Pedestrian improvements
I Aesthetic improvement opportunitie
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Traffic Simulations
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Alternative 6
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Local Access$ Existing
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Local Acces$ Proposed Alternative 6
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Local Access$ Existing
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Local Acces® Proposed Alternative 6
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Local Acces® GIS Travel Distance Analysis
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ALTERNATIVE 6 7 Average distance change in expressway access
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A CompareExistingo Proposed Alternative
A Measures change in driving distance to over 3,500 parce

A To & From290

A Overall: 2ftaverage travel distance reduction
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| ocal Acces® Conclusions

\/ Alternative @liminates cut
through opportunities A

\/ Alternatives 1 &ltave similar ,
local traffic effects

\/Local access patterns not
significantly changed
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Noise Wall Process



Noise Wall Process

Procesgequired by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA,

Fs. [gpcrimeinf ;i ;I'rarif‘portaﬁon
AT
A Walls are proposéfithey:

@ Canbe physically constructed

@ Meet noise reduction & cost criteria
@ Are locally supported / votedsfor

VOTER ELIGIBILITY
A Propertpwners & tenants benefitted by a nois

A Benefit is defined as a 5 or more decibel decr
(exteriQr
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Noise Wall Voting Process

A Ballot response rate
I 33% Isdesiredput not required

I A second ballssued if initial mailing results |
than a 33% respomat

RESULTS

A Each wall voted on
individually

A Voting results based o
return ballots only

A Simple majoritpeeded
to implements a wall
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Noise Wall Process

A Design (Phase Il)
| Balloting revisited in Phase Il if
public sentiment has changed due to:

A Substantial time lapse since vote
A Changes in wall technology/wall com
A Changes in policy

A Construction (Phase 1)
A )V | Cost of walls are coveree289 Iproject

I IDOT maintains wall structure & highway we

I Local communities will be asked to maintair
appearance of community wall face

/
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Noise Wall AnalyséProcess & Timeline

Hinois Department
of Transportation

25th Avenue to 1st Avenue Noise Wall
Re-Evaluation and Voting Schedule

IDOT is reanalyzing noise walls for I-290 between 25th and 1st Avenues
as a result of the revised design developed in this area

AUGUST SEPTEMBER (o]¢

Noise Wall Ballots Mailed
August‘lA 9,2016 September2A3, 2016

Analysis Noise Wall Voting Add’l Voting (it needed)

Voting Complete
October 21, 2016
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Benefitted Receptors
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Benefitted Receptors
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Benefitted Receptors
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B20

Hei ght : 196
818 A Lengt h: , 2
Hei ght: 130 Benefitted Receptors: 2
Lengt h: 1
Benefitted Receptors: 2
B17 B19
Hei ght : 150 He'gth 130
Lengt h: 1,]46660 Lenf_g;[j ' _ 3
Benefitted Receptors: 49 :‘ Benefitted Receptors:
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