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4(d) Consultation Form for Northern Long-eared Bat

IL 47 / I-88 Interchange
Environmental Assessment

Applicant:
Contact:
Address:

Illinois Department of Transportation-Central Office
Janel Veile
2300 S. Dirksen Parkway
Room 330
Springfield, IL 62764

Project:
Address:

FAP 326/FAI 88 (IL Rt. 47)
N/A, N/A

IDNR Project Number: 1608713
Date:
03/18/2016
Alternate Number:
19435

Description: Phase I study to add full access to the IL 47 @ I-88 interchange. Modifications will be
made to both IL 47 and I-88 to accommodate the interchange improvements. Unknown amount of new
ROW. Unknown amount of tree removal. In stream work in Blackberry Creek and Trib to Blackberry
Creek

Natural Resource Review Results
Consultation for Endangered Species Protection and Natural Areas Preservation (Part 1075)
The Illinois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the vicinity of the
project location:
Blackberry Maples Marsh INAI Site
Bliss Woods INAI Site
Bliss Woods Marsh INAI Site
Bliss Woods Nature Preserve
Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)
Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)
Northern Long-Eared Myotis (Myotis septentrionalis)
Slippershell (Alasmidonta viridis)
Wilson's Phalarope (Phalaropus tricolor)
An IDNR staff member will evaluate this information and contact you to request additional information
or to terminate consultation if adverse effects are unlikely.

Location
The applicant is responsible for the
accuracy of the location submitted
for the project.
County: Kane
Township, Range, Section:
38N, 7E, 4
38N, 7E, 5
38N, 7E, 9
39N, 7E, 29
39N, 7E, 31
39N, 7E, 32
39N, 7E, 33
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IDNR Project Number: 1608713

IL Department of Natural Resources
Contact
Sheldon Fairfield
217-785-5500
Division of Ecosystems & Environment

Government Jurisdiction
IL Department of Transportation
Janel Veile
2300 South Dirksen Parkway
Room 330
Springfield, Illinois 62764

Disclaimer
The Illinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, absence, or
condition of natural resources in Illinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at the time
of this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it be a
substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional
protected resources are encountered during the project’s implementation, compliance with applicable statutes
and regulations is required.
Terms of Use
By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms may be
revised by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the EcoCAT application after we post changes to these
terms, it will mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not
continue to use the website.
1. The IDNR EcoCAT website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the public
could request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the Illinois Endangered Species
Protection Act, Illinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and Illinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. EcoCAT uses
databases, Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if
proposed actions are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of
Use for this application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose.
2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly prohibited and
may be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information
Infrastructure Protection Act.
3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, or to
terminate or restrict access.
Security
EcoCAT operates on a state of Illinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to identify
unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to damage this
site. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited by law.
Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or software, may
subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant information
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials.
Privacy
EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. Otherwise, IDNR
uses the information submitted to EcoCAT solely for internal tracking purposes.
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April Holmes
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

April Holmes
Tuesday, November 07, 2017 11:54 AM
April Holmes
FW: IDNR EcoCAT# 1608713 FAP 326/FAI 88 - IL Rt. 47 (Seq# 19435)
EcoCAT_1608713.pdf

From: Fairfield, Sheldon
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 11:18 AM
To: Veile, Janel M
Subject: IDNR EcoCAT# 1608713 FAP 326/FAI 88 - IL Rt. 47 (Seq# 19435)

Good morning, Janel. After reviewing the information you sent regarding this project, the Department makes the
following recommendations for commitments regarding this project:
This project is in the vicinity of a record for the State‐listed threatened Northern Long‐Eared Bat (Myotis
septentrionalis). This species is also a Federally‐listed threatened species. It is possible that migrating individual bats may
pass through the project area, forage along the river, and be present in trees that are within the project’s footprint.
Therefore, the Department recommends the following:
Recommendation: Trees >5 inches diameter breast height (dbh) to be cut within the project area shall be clearly flagged
and/or marked and shall not be cut between the dates of April 1 ‐ October 14.
Additionally, strict adherence to best management practices for erosion and sedimentation control should be used to
minimize the possibility of any adverse impacts to the aquatic species in the river and wetlands in the vicinity of this
project action.
Consultation will remain open until the NRR is received and reviewed for concurrence.
Thank you,
Sheldon

Sheldon R. Fairfield
Impact Assessment Section
Illinois Department of Natural Resources
One Natural Resources Way
Springfield, IL 62702
(217) 782-0031
sheldon.fairfield@illinois.gov

State of Illinois - CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this communication is confidential, may be
attorney-client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff
communication, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this
communication or any part thereof is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in
error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies thereof,
including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure.
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Appendix H
Public Involvement Meeting Minutes and Comment Forms

IL 47 / I-88 Interchange
Environmental Assessment

CAG Meeting #1
Summary
Community Advisory Group Meeting #1 Summary
The first Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) Improvement Study was held on Wednesday, September 1,
2015 from 10:00 A.M. to 12:30 P.M. at the Academic and Professional Center, Event Room,
Waubonsee Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554.
The meeting included a power point presentation that provided an introduction of the project team
and CAG members, an overview of the project, a description of the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)
element, an overview of the stakeholder involvement plan (SIP), and the CSS ground rules. Meeting
attendees asked questions related to these topics, and were given the opportunity to work in small
groups to document issues and concerns as part of a Community Context exercise. Based on the
results of this exercise, CAG members crafted a draft Problem Statement through a facilitated
discussion.

Project Team Attendance
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tony Speciale – Village of Sugar Grove
Steve Schilke – IDOT
John Baldauf – IDOT
Kyle Bochte – IDOT
Aimee Lee – Illinois Tollway
Niki Nutter – Illinois Tollway/Omega
Jennifer Becker - KDOT
Peter Johnston – Graef
Ryan Sikes – Graef
Charles “Tice” Cole – CMT
Kris Salvatera - CMT

CAG Member Attendance
The meeting was attended by 21 of the 30 CAG members.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Jerry Culp – Kane County Forest Preserve
Walter Magdziarz – Village of Sugar Grove
Wayne Parson – Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Candice Jacobs- Kane DuPage Soil and Water Conservation District
Tom Rowe – Sugar Grove Township
Fred Dornback – Blackberry Township

09/01/2015
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Greg Huggins – Sugar Grove Township
Jennifer Becker – Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
Erin Willrett – Village of Elburn
Dan Larsen – Waubonsee Community College
Pete Addams – Waubonsee Community College
Dean W. Kelley – Abbott Land & Investment Corp.
Dan Olsem – Crown Community Development
Jennifer Cowan – Crown Community Development
David Livengood – Resident
Bill Suhayda – Resident
Brenda Suhayda - Resident
Tyrone Tipitino – Resident
Theresa Woodward – Resident
Leroy Karp – Property Owner
Christopher Kruse – Resident

Other Attendees
None

Comments
During the facilitated exercise portion of the meeting, CAG members were able to provide their input
on the most prominent issues and concerns related to the project. The following is a list of those
issues and concerns by topic area:
Drainage/Environmental Impacts
•
•
•
•
•

Environmental Impacts – noise, wetlands, etc.
Drainage – storm water runoff
Quality of Life – sound, light, overall property impacts
Minimize Right-of-Way Impacts to adjacent property owners
Water – floodplain, wetlands protection/restoration

Accessibility
•
•
•
•

Accessibility to and from Rt. 47 and I-88
Accessibility for local residents
Connectivity within the region
Emergency Response time due to limited access to I-88 and request for additional median
turnaround

09/01/2015
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Safety
•
•
•
•

Intersection Safety
Safety for access points
Safe speeds and turn movements
Impact to Property Owners (noise, improvements too close to homes)

Capacity
•
•
•

Traffic impacts/management
Rt. 47 widening for existing and future traffic
Accuracy of existing traffic data

Other Infrastructure
•
•
•

Bike lanes
Existing and proposed utilities
Others.

Funding
•
•

Funding resources
Schedule

Draft Problem Statement
A draft problem statement was crafted based on the results of this issues and concerns exercise. The
draft problem statement is as follows:
“To address safety, capacity and accessibility issues while taking into consideration environmental
impacts, existing roadway conditions, funding resources while sustaining the quality of life of local
and future residents.”

General Understanding of Agreement
A general understanding of agreement was achieved by the CAG attendees on the draft problem
statement.

Next Steps
Upon completion of the meeting exercises, the definition of Purpose and Need for IDOT projects was
briefly discussed. The Purpose and Need Statement for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) project will be determined by a combination of the Problem
09/01/2015
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Statement and the technical analysis being undertaken by the Project Study Group. It will be
presented at the next CAG meeting.
After drafting the Purpose and Need Statement for the project during the next month, it was
announced that the second CAG meeting will be held in the November timeframe to finalize the
Problem Statement, and present the draft Purpose and Need Statement. The meeting was adjourned
at 12:30 pm.

09/01/2015
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Community Advisory Group Meeting #2 Summary
The second Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47)
Interchange at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) Improvement Study was held on Wednesday,
November 18, 2015 from 10:00 A.M. to 12:15 P.M. at the Academic and Professional Center, Event
Room, Waubonsee Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554.
The meeting included a power point presentation that reviewed the previous meeting and the results
of the community context audit, facilitated discussion on the problem statement, presented technical
data, presented the draft purpose and need, and facilitated discussion of potential evaluation criteria.
The goal of this meeting was to obtain an approved problem statement, obtain input from the CAG
on the draft purpose & need, and to identify potential evaluation criteria.

Project Team Attendance
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tony Speciale – Village of Sugar Grove
Steve Schilke – IDOT
John Baldauf – IDOT
Kyle Bochte – IDOT
Niki Nutter – Illinois Tollway/Omega
Jennifer Becker - KDOT
Peter Johnston – Graef
Ryan Sikes – Graef
Charles “Tice” Cole – CMT

CAG Member Attendance
The meeting was attended by 19 of the 30 CAG members.
1. Walter Magdziarz – Village of Sugar Grove
2. Wayne Parson – Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
3. Tom Rowe – Sugar Grove Township
4. Fred Dornback – Blackberry Township
5. Rod Feece – Blackberry Township
6. Jennifer Becker – Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
7. Erin Willrett – Village of Elburn
8. Dan Olsem – Crown Community Development
9. Jennifer Cowan – Crown Community Development
10. Dan Lobbes – The Conservation Foundation
11. David Livengood – Resident
11/18/2015
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12. Bill Suhayda – Resident
13. Brenda Suhayda - Resident
14. Tyrone Tipitino – Resident
15. Leroy Karp – Property Owner
16. Christopher Kruse – Resident
17. Brenda Ross – Resident
18. Dorothy Carlson – Resident
19. Carol Roncoli - Resident

Other Attendees
None

Refined Problem Statement
A refined problem statement was crafted before the meeting by the Project Study Group (PSG) based
on the draft problem statement and the issues and concerns raised at the previous meeting. The
refined problem statement with a general understanding from the CAG is:
Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) is a regional north-south arterial. The IL 47 at Interstate 88 (I-88) interchange
study area has the following uses: agricultural, residential, forest preserve, and institutional. The
existing partial access of IL 47 at I-88, to and from the west, restricts the regional connectivity to the
east needed for the economic viability of the proposed land uses. The partial access inhibits the
responsiveness of emergency service providers to emergencies on I-88 and increases travel time. The
lack of channelization on IL 47 limits the accessibility and safety of the route. Solutions should consider
the quality of life as well as minimize impacts to the environment. The incorporation of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities should also be considered where possible.

Technical Information
Technical Information regarding Land Use Plans, Emergency Vehicle Response and Transport, Safety,
Existing Capacity (intersection and segment levels of service), and Bike Plans was presented in order
to address issues and concerns raised in the previous meeting and also as background to the draft
purpose and need of the project.

Draft Purpose and Need
An overview of the draft purpose and need for the project was presented. The draft purpose of the
project is to enhance system linkage and accessibility and to support existing and future economic
development. The needs backing up the enhanced system linkage and accessibility focused on the
11/18/2015
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limited access to I-88, IL 47 being a regional Class II truck route, IL 47 being a strategic regional
arterial, why this cross street on the 20 mile stretch of I-88 instead of others, mobility (longer trips
and travel times due to circuitous travel), and emergency vehicle response and transport. The needs
backing up the statement to support existing and future economic development focused on the
existing vs. planned land uses and population growth.

Comments
During the facilitated exercise portion of the meeting, CAG members were able to provide their input
potential evaluation criteria. The following is a list of those potential evaluation criteria which have
been grouped where applicable and duplicates removed:
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

Land Use Impacts
Property Impacts
o ROW Property Takings/Impacts (2)
o Property Values (3)
Drainage
o Drainage Effects on Subdivisions
o Impact On Stormwater and Drainage
o Avoidance/Mitigation of Additional Chlorides, Sediments, Pollutants From Getting Into
Blackberry Creek
o Provides No Net Increase of Stormwater Volume Getting to Blackberry Creek
Impacts of Traffic on Existing Study Area Roads
Increases of Vehicles Traveling on IL 47
Impacts on Commercial/Industrial Traffic
Capacity
Accessibility and Connectivity
o Ease of Access to I-88
o Connectivity
o Accessibility from subdivisions
o Accessibility
Economic Development
Safety (2)
o Emergency Vehicle Response Times
o Safe Access to Rt 47 from Adjacent Properties (Minor Side Streets)
o # of Accidents (Crashes)
Environment
o Environmental Impacts
o Agricultural Conversion, Wetlands
Quality of Life
o Residential Quality of Life

11/18/2015
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•
•
•
•
•

o Human Environment – Reduce Air, Noise, Light Pollution
o Increased Crime After Interchange?
o Noise generated by Interchange Expansion
Interchange Design Minimization
Bike/Pedestrian
Funding
Schedule For Improvements
Cost/Over Design of Interchange

General Understanding of Agreement
A general understanding of agreement was achieved by the CAG attendees on the refined problem
statement.

Next Steps
Upon completion of the potential evaluation criteria exercise, the next steps were highlighted. The
PSG will finalize the Purpose and Need in advance of the next NEPA/404 Merger Meeting.
The next CAG meeting is tentatively scheduled for the spring of 2016 following the next NEPA/404
Merger Meeting where the final purpose & need is planned to be presented. The CAG will next
finalize and rank the evaluation criteria and begin developing project alternatives.
The second public meeting is tentatively scheduled for the spring of 2016 following the next CAG
meeting. The final purpose & need is planned to be presented along with evaluation criteria and
reasonable preliminary alternatives.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:15 pm.

11/18/2015
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General Information, Overview, Purpose, and Goals
The third Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) Improvement Study was held on Thursday, March 10, 2016
from 9:30 A.M. to 11:30 A.M. at the Academic and Professional Center, Event Room, Waubonsee
Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554.
The meeting included a power point presentation that reviewed the previous meeting, reviewed and
attained a general understanding of agreement on the purpose and need, presented a primer on
interchanges and highway corridor tools, and facilitated an alternatives exercise to help develop the
initial range of alternatives. The goal of this meeting was to attain a general understanding of
agreement on the purpose and need and for the CAG to assist in developing an initial range of
alternatives.

Project Team Attendance
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tony Speciale – Village of Sugar Grove
Steve Schilke – IDOT
John Baldauf – IDOT
Kyle Bochte – IDOT
Niki Nutter – Illinois Tollway
Jennifer Becker - KDOT
Peter Johnston – Graef
Ryan Sikes – Graef
Charles “Tice” Cole – CMT
Kris Salvatera – CMT

CAG Member Attendance
The meeting was attended by 15 of the 32 CAG members.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Jerry Culp – Kane County Forest Preserve
Walter Magdziarz – Village of Sugar Grove
Wayne Parson – Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Patrick Knapp – Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
Tom Rowe – Sugar Grove Township
Erin Willrett – Village of Elburn
Pete Adams – Waubonsee Community College
Dan Olsem – Crown Community Development

03/10/2016
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9. Jennifer Cowan – Crown Community Development
10. David Livengood – Resident
11. Brenda Suhayda - Resident
12. Tyrone Tipitino – Resident
13. Christopher Kruse – Resident
14. Brenda Ross – Resident
15. Dorothy Carlson – Resident

Other Attendees
None

Review Final Purpose and Need
The final purpose and need statement was reviewed:
The purpose of the proposed project is to improve system linkage and accommodate land use and
economic development within the IL 47 and I-88 project study area.
The purpose and need statement was summarized into different need points that supported the
“system linkage” purpose and the “economic development” purpose. For system linkage, the needs
include: improving the currently limited access to I-88, improving the connectivity of truck routes,
supporting the expressway system with the SRA system, improving mobility with shorter trips and
travel times, and improving emergency vehicle response and transport. For economic development,
the needs were defined as serving existing and future land uses and increased population.

Alternative Evaluation and Screening Process
An overview of the evaluation and screening process was given. Evaluation Criteria is the yardstick
against which an alternate is measures to determine pros and cons and to compare with other
alternatives. The facilitator presented a process graphic to demonstrate how the Alternatives
Evaluation and Screening Process narrows a range of alternatives down to the recommended
preferred alternative. The facilitator pointed out how stakeholder input would be used in the various
levels of screening to help get to a preferred alternative.

Primer - Interchange
The facilitator explained what service type interchanges are and gave an overview of common
interchange types including:
03/10/2016
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1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Conventional Diamond
Partial Cloverleaf
Full Cloverleaf
Single Point Urban
Diverging Diamond
Indirect

The overview included pros and cons of each interchange type (capacity, safety, cost, and footprint),
typical scenario applications, how well they integrate bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and also gave
real-world examples in the Chicago Metropolitan area. For a better understanding of a new and notwidely-known interchange type, a simulation was shown for a diverging diamond interchange.

Primer – Corridor Tools
An overview of highway corridor tools was presented including:
1. Alignments
2. Typical section elements
3. Access management
4. Intersection Improvements

Alternatives Exercise
Using the alternatives information that was presented, CAG members were given the opportunity to
develop their own design alternatives for the proposed interchange and potential corridor
improvements. Members were given a corridor schematic map and interchange aerial to sketch their
designs. Resources for their use included the problem statement, existing conditions and
deficiencies, purpose and need, planning documents, primer on interchange types, primer on corridor
tools. Members of the project study team were available to answer questions during the exercise.
The design sketches were collected at the end of the meeting for the design team to analyze and
review.

Next Steps
Upon completion of the design alternatives exercise, the next steps were highlighted. The second
public meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, May 3rd from 4pm-7pm. The final purpose & need is
planned to be presented along with evaluation criteria and reasonable preliminary alternatives.
The next CAG meeting is tentatively scheduled for the fall of 2016. The CAG will next review the full
range of alternatives and review the alternative screening.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 am.
03/10/2016
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General Information, Overview, Purpose, and Goals
The fourth Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47)
Interchange at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) Improvement Study was held on Tuesday,
November 15, 2016 from 9:30 A.M. to 11:30 A.M. at the Academic and Professional Center, Event
Room, Waubonsee Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554.
The meeting included a power point presentation that reviewed the previous CAG #3 meeting, Public
Information #2 meeting, range of IL 47 alignment alternatives and IL 47 and I-88 interchange
alternatives, and the screening process for the range of alternatives. The goal of this meeting was to
present a range of alternatives considered, explain the Alternative Screening Process, and describe
and seek input on the range of alternatives to be carried forward for the project.

Project Team Attendance
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tony Speciale – Village of Sugar Grove
Steve Schilke – IDOT
Kyle Bochte – IDOT
Niki Nutter – Illinois Tollway
Peter Johnston – GRAEF
Peter Ross – CMT
Kris Salvatera – CMT
Jennifer Becker – Kane County Division of Transportation

CAG Member Attendance
The meeting was attended by 10 of the 32 CAG members.
1. Walter Magdziarz – Village of Sugar Grove
2. Patrick Knapp – Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
3. Tom Rowe – Sugar Grove Township
4. Pete Adams – Waubonsee Community College
5. Marv Bailey – Crown Community Development
6. Dan Olsem – Crown Community Development
7. David Livengood – Resident
8. Tyrone Tipitino – Resident
9. Leroy Karp - Resident
10. Christopher Kruse – Resident

11/15/2016
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Other Attendees
None

Range of Alternatives
An overview of the range of IL 47 Alignment Alternatives and IL 47 Interchange Alternatives was
provided. It included a visual map of the alignment alternatives, typical section exhibits of alignment
combinations, the proposed access management along IL 47, and maps of the various service
interchange types. Further description of the range of alternatives follows:
IL 47 Alternatives
Eight total IL 47 alternatives were presented to the CAG. Each alternative has two parts: its alignment
and its typical section. The reviewed IL 47 alignments included the following:
M-1. Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
M-2. Existing Alignment with Asymmetrical Widening to the East
M-3. New Alignment to the East
M-4. New Alignment to the West
The M-4 alignment was recently created to avoid Section 4(f) impacts, per NEPA guidance. Its
presentation at this meeting introduced the CAG to this alternative.

Typical sections varied based on the width of the median, as follows:
A. Rural Typical SRA Section with 50-foot Ditch Median
B. Suburban Typical SRA Section with 30-foot Raised Median
C. Modified Typical SRA Section with 6-foot Raised Median
This resulted in the following IL 47 alternatives presented to the CAG:
Alt.
Alignment
M-1A
M-1B
M-1C
M-2A
M-2B
M-2C
M-3
M-4

Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
Existing Alignment with Asymmetrical Widening to East
Existing Alignment with Asymmetrical Widening to East
Existing Alignment with Asymmetrical Widening to East
New Alignment East
New Alignment West

Typical Section

30-foot median
50-foot median
30-foot median/6-foot in FP
30-foot median
50-foot median
30-foot median/6-foot in FP
50-foot median
30-foot median
FP = Section 4(f) Forest Preserve Areas

11/15/2016
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Interchange Alternatives

The I-88 service type interchanges reviewed included the following:
Alternative
Description
I-1
I-2
I-3
I-4
I-5
I-6
I-7

Conventional Diamond
Conventional Diamond with Roundabouts
Diverging Diamond
Partial Cloverleaf NE Quadrant
Partial Cloverleaf NE and SW Quadrant
Partial Cloverleaf SW Quadrant
Partial Cloverleaf – Loop Ramp terminating at Finley Road

Alternative Evaluation and Screening Process
An overview of the evaluation and screening process was given. Evaluation criteria is the yardstick
against which an alternate is measured to determine pros and cons and to compare with other
alternatives. The facilitator explained how the Alternatives Evaluation and Screening Process will be
used to narrow the range of alternatives down to the eventual recommended preferred alternative.
The facilitator pointed out that stakeholder input would continue to be used at the various levels of
screening, and that the preferred alternative may ultimately reflect either one of the alternatives
carried forward, or more likely, a blend from multiple alternatives carried forward.

IL 47 Alignment Screening Process
The Alternative Evaluation of the IL 47 alignments was presented showing the impacts to different
criteria in the screening process. The alternatives with the most significant impact to each evaluation
criteria were eliminated. The screening of IL 47 alternatives was broken into Round 1 and Round 2.

Round 1

In Round 1 screening, the criteria that were evaluated by impacts for each alignment alternative
included the following:
1. Residential Displacements
5. Forest (acres)
2. ROW (acres)
6. Farmland (acres)
3. NWI Wetlands (acres)
7. Forest Preserve 4(f) (acres)
4. Floodplains (acres)

11/15/2016
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Two alternatives stood out for having more pronounced impacts than the others. Alternatives M-3
(new alignment to the east) and M-4 (new alignment to the west) resulted in the greatest right-ofway, farmland, forest, and floodplain impacts. This led to a conclusion that these two alternatives
should not be carried forward into Round 2. All other alternatives were moved forward for Round 2
consideration.

Round 2

In Round 2 screening, the criteria that were evaluated by impacts for each alignment alternative
carried forward from the Round 1 screening included the following:
1. Potential Residential Displacements
5. Floodplains (acres)
2. Conceptual Cost ($millions)
6. Farm-land(acres)
3. ROW (acres)
7. Forest Preserve (acres)
4. INHS Wetlands (acres)
Round 2 screening revealed that the symmetrical and asymmetrical widening alternatives with a 50foot wide median (M-1B and M-2B) resulted in greatest impacts in terms of right-of-way, wetland,
and floodplain impact. Alternative M-2A, asymmetrical widening with a 30-foot median, resulted in
greater right-of-way, wetland, floodplain, farmland and forest preserve impacts than the remaining
alternatives. Therefore, Alternatives M-1B, M-2A and M-2B were all dropped from further
consideration. This resulted in the following three alternatives to be carried forward:
Alt.

Alignment

Typical Section

M-1A
M-1C
M-2C

Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
Existing Alignment with Symmetrical Widening
Existing Alignment with Asymmetrical Widening to East

30-foot median
30-foot median/6-foot in FP
30-foot median/6-foot in FP
FP = Section 4(f) Forest Preserve Areas

During the meeting, the facilitator emphasized that the preferred alternative may be one of these
remaining alternatives or a blend of multiple alternatives, all based on further study.

I-88 Interchange Screening Process
The Alternative Evaluation of the I-88 Interchange was presented showing the impacts to the
different criteria in the Interchange Screening Process. The alternatives with the most significant
impact to each evaluation criteria were eliminated. In the Interchange Screening process, the criteria
that were evaluated for each interchange alternative included:
11/15/2016
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1.
2.
3.
4.

ROW (acres)
Conceptual Cost ($millions)
Bridge Impacts (square feet)
Wetlands (acres)

5.
6.
7.
8.

Waters of the US (lineal feet)
Floodplains (acres)
Forest (acres)
Farmland (acres)

After consideration of the evaluation criteria, Alternatives I-5 (partial cloverleaf in NE and SW
quadrants), I-6 (partial cloverleaf in the SW quadrant), and I-7 (partial cloverleaf to Finley Road) all
resulted in greater overall impact than the other alternatives. Alternatives I-5 and I-6 resulted in the
highest impacts in terms of conceptual costs, bridge impacts and wetland impacts. Alternative I-7
also scored among the highest impacts in conceptual cost and bridge impacts, as well as in waters of
the U.S., forest and farmland impacts. Therefore, Alternatives I-5, I-6, and I-7 were not carried
forward. The remaining alternatives that were carried forward include the following:
Alternative
I-1
I-2
I-3
I-4

Description
Conventional Diamond
Conventional Diamond with Roundabouts
Diverging Diamond
Partial Cloverleaf NE Quadrant

The facilitator noted that any of the IL 47 alternatives could be paired with any of the interchange
alternatives. Thus, selection of the preferred alternatives for each can be an independent process.

Access Management
The presentation included a description of potential access management along IL 47. The desired
signal/full access spacing would be ¼-mile. Right-in/right-out (RIRO) and ¾-accesses (RIRO plus leftin) would supplement full access points.
For this IL 47 project corridor, the full access points would be located at College Drive, Merrill Road,
Scott Road, Seavy Road and Green Road. Merrill Road and Scott Road are located within ¼-mile of
one another, but are T-intersections that serve regional roadways. All other intersections would be
served by partial accesses (RIRO or ¾-access). A special U-turn area would be provided south of
Finley Road to increase mobility, unless a roundabout is provided as part of the interchange preferred
alternative.
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Discussion
This meeting sought feedback from the CAG on the IL 47 and interchange Alternatives to be Carried
Forward, and the screening process used to determine those alternatives. The CAG expressed
agreement with the process and did not propose other means to select Alternatives to be Carried
Forward. Following the presentation of the screening process and results, the CAG group discussed
the alternatives and results individually at their tables and with the project study group. Following
the table discussions, CAG members were given an opportunity to express any opinions or ask
questions to the CAG. The following comments made by CAG members include the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

A request for a ¾ turn at the Finley Rd. intersection was made, particularly if the roundabout
alternative is not selected.
Suggestion was made to re-align Merrill Rd. such that it would intersect with Scott Rd. at
Route 47. A signal at this new intersection was also recommended.
Request was made for channelization (right turn lanes) at local roads to permit traffic to slow
before turning.
Request was made for traffic signal at the Green Rd. intersection. The WB to SB movement
was said to be problematic.
A concern was expressed that only one of the interchange alternatives aligned opposite of
Finley Road (Alternative I-7).
Suggestion was made that PSG also consider residential development that may occur on the
east side of Route 47 when considering the shared use path location.
The representative from Waubonsee Community College flagged localized flooding adjacent
to IL 47 just south of Tributary C.
Comments expressed in regards to sidewalk and shared-use path placement: The location of
Waubonsee Community College and the existing terminus of the Gilman Trail makes a case for
placing the shared-use path on the east side of IL 47. The residential land uses and proposed
extension of the Gilman Trail on the west side makes a case for locating the shared-use path
there.

These comments will be considered by the project study team as alternatives are further refined.
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Next Steps
Upon completion of the design alternatives exercise, the next steps were highlighted. The third
public meeting is tentatively scheduled for spring of 2017. The alternatives screening results, the
alternatives carried forward and the alternative evaluation will be presented.
The next CAG meeting is tentatively scheduled for the spring of 2017; at this meeting the CAG will
evaluate the Alternatives Carried Forward (which may include refinements), along with any hybrid
alternatives developed before that time, to identify their preferred alternative.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 am.
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General Information, Overview, Purpose, and Goals
The fifth Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) Improvement Study was held on Wednesday, May 31, 2017
from 9:30 A.M. to 12:30 P.M. at the Academic and Professional Center, Event Room, Waubonsee
Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554.
The meeting included a PowerPoint presentation that reviewed the previous public involvement
activities and feedback (CAG #4 and Public Meeting #3), presented the potential evaluation criteria
suggested by the CAG (from CAG #2) in relation to the alternatives to be carried forward for the
interchange at I-88 and the IL 47 corridor, presented the alternatives evaluation, and presented the
decision-making process for selection of the preferred alternative. The goal of this meeting was to
address issues and concerns, identify the preferred alternative, and obtain input on the preferred
alternative for further study, design refinement, and impact identification.

Project Team Attendance
•
•
•
•

Tony Speciale – Village of Sugar Grove
Steve Schilke – IDOT
Kyle Bochte – IDOT
Niki Nutter – Illinois Tollway

•
•
•

Peter Johnston – GRAEF
Tice Cole – CMT
Jennifer Becker – Kane County Division
of Transportation

CAG Member and Stakeholder Attendance
The meeting was attended by 25 stakeholders including 15 of the original 32 CAG members along
with 10 additional stakeholders.
1. Walter Magdziarz – Village of Sugar
7. Pete Adams – Waubonsee Community
Grove
College
2. Wayne Parsons – Sugar Grove Fire
8. David Livengood – Resident
Protection District
9. Tyrone Tipitino – Resident
3. Jackie Forbes – Kane Kendall Council of
10. Leroy Karp – Resident
Mayors
11. Christopher Kruse – Resident
4. Tom Rowe – Sugar Grove Township
12. Brenda Ross – Resident
5. Fred Dornback – Blackberry Township
13. Dorothy Carlson – Resident
6. Dan Olsem – Crown Community
14. Lisa Essling – Resident
Development
15. Christopher Stepnoski – Resident
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Additional Stakeholders in Attendance (All Residents)
1. Christiana Gambill - Resident
2. Alex Kazenko - Resident
3. Melissa Kazenko - Resident
4. Armand Prestidge - Resident
5. Greg Giel – Resident

6. Jim Claypool - Resident
7. Andre Claypool - Resident
8. Kathryn Kruse - Resident
9. Barb Uhlich - Resident
10. Sue Petit - Resident

Alternatives To Be Carried Forward
The IL 47 Corridor Alternatives and I-88 Interchange Alternatives to be Carried Forward was
recapped. An 11x17 alternatives overview exhibit was provided to summarize all the alternatives
discussed during the meeting. After reviewing the alternatives, the summarized feedback from public
meeting #3 was presented.

Interchange Alternatives

The five I-88 interchange alternatives are shown in Table 1.
Table 1.
Alternative
NB
I-1
I-2
I-3
I-4

Description
No Build – Existing Half Diamond with Access To/From West
Conventional Diamond with Traditional Stop/Signal Intersections
Conventional Diamond with Roundabout Intersections
Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI)
Partial Cloverleaf with Loop Ramp in the Northeast Quadrant

IL 47 Alternatives

The four IL 47 alternatives are shown in Table 2.

05/31/2017

2 of 7

Appendix H

CAG Meeting #5
Summary
Table 2.
Alt.
NB
M-1A
M-1C

M-2C

Alignment
No Build
Existing Rural Two-Lane Section with no median (4-lane section with median at interchange)
Proposed Rural Four-Lane Section, 30’ Wide Median, with Widening on Both Sides of the
Road
Proposed Rural Four-Lane Section, 30’ Wide Median, with Widening on Both Sides of the
Road
Narrower Median at Forest Preserve to minimize Forest Preserve Impacts
Proposed Rural Four-Lane Section, 30’ Wide Median, with Widening Towards the East Side
of the Road to minimize residential impacts
Widening on Both Sides of the Road with Narrower Median at Forest Preserve to minimize
Forest Preserve Impacts

Potential Evaluation Criteria
Potential Evaluation Criteria that included previously identified CAG issues and concerns were
reviewed. Some of the potential evaluation criteria could be measured and some could not for
purposes of comparing alternatives. For those that couldn’t be measured a qualitative description
was provided. In some cases, the potential evaluation criteria would be addressed later in the project
study by IDOT policy.
Both the interchange and IL 47 issues and concerns were discussed. They were summarized in
separate 11X17 tables for quick reference by the CAG members.
1. Access
a. Ease of Access to I-88
b. Connectivity of the Roadway System
c. Access to IL 47 Adjacent to Interchange
d. Accessibility To/From IL 47 From Adjacent Land Uses
2. Economic Development, Land Use, and Property Impacts
a. Accommodate the Proposed Land Use Plan
b. Farmland Impacts (acres)
c. ROW Impacts (acres)
d. Residential Displacements
3. Traffic
a. Interchange Capacity and Operations
b. IL 47 Capacity – Segment Level of Service
c. Traffic Volumes on IL 47
05/31/2017
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4.

5.
6.

7.

d. Truck Volumes on IL 47
e. Impacts of Traffic on Local Roads
f. Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations
Safety
a. Vehicular Conflict Points
b. Median and Left Turn Channelization
c. Emergency Vehicle Response and Transport
Drainage – Storm water, Volume and Pollutants – Best Management Practices (BMPs)
Environment
a. Air Quality
b. Noise Impacts
c. Lighting Impacts
d. Forest Impacts
e. Forest Preserve Impacts
f. Floodplain Impacts
g. Waters of the US Impacts
h. Wetland Impacts
Cost, Funding and Schedule
a. Funding
b. Schedule
c. Bridge Widening
d. Estimated Cost

Alternative Evaluation
The list of Potential Evaluation Criteria was screened to what differentiated the build alternatives.
Evaluation Criteria was separated into what applied to the interchange and what applied to the IL 47
corridor. A summary sheet was provided with grading of three colors: Green- performed well in
comparison to the other alternatives, Yellow – performed moderately in comparison to the other
alternatives, Red – performed poorly in comparison to the other alternatives.

Interchange
Alternative I-1 – Conventional Diamond
This alternative graded well in three of the eleven categories, moderately in seven categories, and
poorly in one category.
Alternative I-2 – Conventional Diamond with Roundabouts
This alternative graded well in five of the eleven categories, moderately in four categories, and poorly
in two categories.
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Alternative I-3 – Diverging Diamond Interchange
This alternative graded well in two categories, moderately in two categories, and poorly in seven
categories.
Alternative I-4 – Partial Cloverleaf Interchange
This alternative graded well on four of the eleven categories and moderately in the remaining seven
categories. It did not grade poorly in any category.

IL 47 Corridor
Alternative M-1A
This alternative graded moderately in three of the eight categories and poorly in five of the eight
categories.
Alternative M-1C
This category graded moderately in seven of the eight categories and poorly in one category
(residential displacements).
Alternative M-2C
This category graded well in two categories, moderately in three of the categories, and poorly in
three of the categories (farmland, right-of-way impacts, and construction costs).

Preferred Alternative
The decision-making process leading to selection of the preferred alternative was discussed and the
preferred alternatives were identified. Strip Maps showing the preferred alternatives combined were
presented and input was sought.

Interchange

Alternative I-3 was taken off the table because it performed poorly in seven categories. Alternative I2 was eliminated because it performed poorly in two categories and the Project Study Group has
concerns about the potential operational issues with the ramp queues backing up onto I-88. That left
Alternative I-1 and I-4 remaining. Alternative I-1 and I-4 were design related in that Alternative I-1
would allow future upgrade to Alternative I-4 by adding a ramp and not impacting any newly
constructed ramps. The alternative that is preferred by the Project Study Group was Alternative I-4,
the Partial Cloverleaf, because (1) it wouldn’t result in potential operational issues with back to back
left turn lanes resulting in queues spilling into IL 47 thru lanes, and (2) wouldn’t necessitate a future
project.
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IL 47 Corridor

Alternative M-1A graded poorly in the most categories and was eliminated. Between Alternatives M1C and M-2C was tradeoff between potential residential displacements (M-1C) and higher farmland
impacts, right-of-way impacts, and construction cost (M-2C). More weight was given to the potential
residential displacements; therefore, M-2C was recommended as the preferred alternative.

Discussion
This meeting sought feedback from the CAG regarding their issues and concerns, the evaluation
process, the selection of the preferred alternative, and refinements to the preferred alternative
moving forward. The CAG did not have any questions on the decision-making process that was
presented for selection of the preferred alternative. Questions, requests and comments made by
CAG members include the following:
1. Access Management – A comment was made by Blackberry Township that the Oakleaf Drive
pavement couldn’t sufficiently handle the amount of local traffic that would be rerouted to it
within Nottingham Woods subdivision because of converting two of the three full access
subdivision entrances to right-in/right-out access. IDOT will analyze the pavement structure
and look further into the issue.
2. Residential Impacts – A comment was made by a resident on the east side of IL 47 that
Alternative M-2C would have more impacts to their property than alternatives M-1A and M1C. IDOT stated that the proximity of the house would not result in the categorization of a
potential residential displacement. A potential residential displacement is shown only when
the proposed ROW line goes through the main residence.
3. Traffic Volumes and Projections – Multiple CAG members questioned the accuracy of the
traffic projections developed by the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) and
requested further clarification on what the numbers reflect and when the numbers were
developed. Their primary points of note were the population trends of the recent recession
and the population shifts to different geographic areas. IDOT explained where the numbers
came from, when they were developed, and the design horizon that must be considered by
law.
4. Roundabout Interchange – There were questions as to why roundabout interchanges work
other places and not here. The Project Study Group stated that the operational issues
identified and of concern were a result of the distribution of traffic movements. The CAG
members requested information be provided showing the capacity and operational
performance of the roundabout interchange alternative. The Project Study Group stated they
would look further into the situation.
05/31/2017
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5. Air Quality Analysis – A question was raised as to why each alternative did not have a separate
emissions analysis. IDOT stated that it is their policy to not evaluate air quality for every
alternative to be carried forward. An air quality analysis would be performed with the
preferred alternative. The project is included with the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) developed by the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP). The TIP was found
to meet all transportation conformity provisions of the Clean Air Act and its amendments and
is consistent with the Go To 2040 regional transportation plan.
6. Noise Analysis – Many questions requested clarification on the noise analysis process, the
status, and the completion date. IDOT answered questions regarding receptors, decibel
reductions, and voting for barrier walls if feasible and reasonable. IDOT stated that the results
of the analysis should be available in two to three months.
7. Traffic Signals - Some residents questioned where traffic signals would be located. The traffic
signal warrant analysis completed with existing traffic levels indicate that no traffic signals
would immediately be warranted. Average Daily Traffic (ADT) is counted every two years on
State Routes. IDOT monitors their routes on an annual basis and will review individual
intersections as requests for analysis are received.
8. IL 47 Speed Limit – Requests were made to the lower the 55 miles per hour (mph) speed limit.
IDOT stated that speed limits are posted in accordance with a speed study by state law. The
speed study is primarily based upon the existing free flow speed of the roadway. The existing
55 mph speed must be maintained based upon the current conditions. IDOT will monitor
their routes and will conduct speed studies as requests for analysis are received.
These comments will be considered by the project study team as alternatives are further refined.

Next Steps
There are no more CAG meetings anticipated unless the necessity arises. The Environmental
Assessment Document will be made available for review before a public hearing which is tentatively
scheduled for the end of 2017.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:30 P.M.
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Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88)
Improvement Study
Public Information Meeting #1
Short Summary

General Information
The first public information meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange at the Reagan Memorial
Tollway (I-88) was held on Wednesday, July 29, 2015 at the Academic and Professional Center (APC) Event Room
at Waubonsee Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554, from 4:00 PM to 7:00
PM, and the meeting was conducted in an open house format.
There were two rooms, one which contained a continuous audio-visual presentation that described the project,
outlined the study process, provided a background and history, provided some information regarding the existing
conditions, and described the opportunities for stakeholder involvement. The second room contained
information, comment forms, and project study representatives. Information in the second room included boards
and strip maps. The boards included information regarding the existing access along I-88, the limits of the project
study, land use plans, existing and projected no-build traffic volumes, crash locations and statistics, and the project
study timeline. Attendees were provided an opportunity to speak with representatives from the Village of Sugar
Grove, IDOT, and the Illinois Tollway. The meeting was attended by one hundred and three (103) people.
Seventeen (17) comment forms were received. Four (4) Community Advisory Group applications were received.

Attendees
Public Officials
The following public officials were in attendance:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Beth Goncher on behalf of U.S. Congressman Hultgren (14th District)
Jim Oberweis, Illinois State Senate (25th District)
Sean Michels, President, Village of Sugar Grove
Dave Anderson, President, Village of Elburn
Tom Rowe, Sugar Grove Township Supervisor
Fred Dornback, Blackberry Township Supervisor
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township Highway Commissioner

CAG Members
The following representatives from the initial stakeholder meetings were in attendance (all have applied to be
on CAG):
•
•
•
•

Tom Rowe, Sugar Grove Township Supervisor
Fred Dornback, Blackberry Township Supervisor
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township Highway Commissioner
Dan Larsen, Waubonsee Community College

Businesses
No businesses were represented. The area is generally agriculture and residential. Jennifer Cowan attended on
behalf of Crown Community Development (CCD).
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Other Agencies/Organizations
Additional agencies/organizations represented included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Chief Pat Rollins, Sugar Grove Police Department
Assistant Chief Wayne Parson, Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Craig Hanson, Elburn Fire Department
Michelle Piotrowski, EEI (EEI is Village Engineer)
Julie Ann Fuchs, Kaneland CUSD 302
Dan Larsen, Waubonsee Community College
Walter Magdziarz, Development Director, Village of Sugar Grove

Comments
Seventeen (17) comment forms were received and fifteen (15) comments were posted on strip maps at the
areas of concern. The topics include the following:

General
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Concerns about stormwater runoff from the roadways and protecting the water quality of the
watershed.
Consider Prairie plantings to eliminate or minimize mowing maintenance.
Consider including a representative from Kane DuPage Soil and Water Conservation District on the CAG
Concerns about Village land use plan for commercial on their property (agricultural with homestead)
Do not zone southwest quadrant of interchange for commercial. Don’t want a gas station there.
Can commercial be limited to very light industry at Northwest quadrant of interchange. Limit
warehouses with multiple truck bays.
People were helpful and informative

Interchange/I-88
•
•
•
•

Interchange needed for Community Development
Investigate cloverleaf interchange type
Opposed to eastbound access
Existing emergency turnaround located one mile west of IL 47. Consider an emergency turnaround near
Bliss Road for emergency services (half way between IL 47 and IL 56).

Illinois Route 47
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Concerns about Traffic (safety/capacity) at the intersection of IL 47 and Finley Road in relationship to
proximity of interchange
Don’t remove Finley Road access to IL 47
Need Safer access to residential areas
Concern about finding gaps in traffic to enter IL 47 (side-street LOS)
Consider channelization of intersections
Consider traffic signals at intersections
Consider moving IL 47 to the east away from the residential land uses
Consider straightening of horizontal curve of IL 47 to improve safety
Concern about noise impacts, Consider noise abatement for existing surrounding residential areas
Consider replacement narrow aggregate shoulders with wider paved shoulders
Safety concerns with vehicles potentially leaving roadway and entering yards and houses
Sight Distance (safety) concerns at intersection of Scott Road and IL 47
Need widened from 2-lane to 4-lane highway

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Appendix H

Public Meeting #2
May 3, 2016

Appendix H

Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88)
Improvement Study
Public Information Meeting #2
Short Summary

General Information
The second public information meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange at the Reagan Memorial
Tollway (I-88) was held on Tuesday, May 3, 2016 at the Academic and Professional Center (APC) Event Room at
Waubonsee Community College, Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554, from 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM.
The meeting was conducted in an open house format.
There were two rooms, one which contained a continuous audio-visual presentation that described the project
summary, provided the study process and schedule, reviewed the purpose and need, and described development
of project alternatives. The second room contained information, comment forms, and the project study
representatives. Information in the second room included boards, binders and strip maps. The boards included:
information regarding the existing access along I-88, the limits of the project study, the purpose and need
information, the public involvement process, environmental study overview, existing and projected no-build
traffic volumes, existing level of service, crash locations and statistics, the community advisory group summary to
date, and the project study timeline. The binders and strip maps included the project location, the CAG
interchange alternative sketches, and the range of interchange alternatives. Attendees were provided an
opportunity to speak with representatives from the Village of Sugar Grove, IDOT, Kane County, and the Illinois
Tollway. The meeting was attended by fifty-eight (58) people. Eleven (11) comment forms were received.

Attendees
Public Officials
The following public officials were in attendance:




Ben Marcum on behalf of Illinois State Representative Wheeler (50th District)
Sean Michels, President, Village of Sugar Grove
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township Highway Commissioner

Other Agencies/Organizations
Additional agencies/organizations represented included:






Jim Michels, Blackberry Township
Assistant Chief Wayne Parson, Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Michelle Piotrowski, EEI (EEI is Village Engineer)
Dan Lobbes, The Conservation Foundation
Daniel Olsem, Crown Community Development

Businesses
No businesses were represented. The area is generally agriculture and residential.

Media
The following Media were represented:


Doug Michaels, WSPYnews.com
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CAG Members
The following CAG members were in attendance:









Wayne Parson, Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township
Dan Lobbes, The Conservation Foundation
Daniel Olsem, Crown Community Development
Dorothy Carlson, Resident
Leroy Karp, Resident
David Livengood, Resident
Christopher Kruse, Resident

Comments
Eleven (11) comment forms and one (1) email comment were received. Twenty-one (21) comments were posted
on strip maps at the areas of concern. The topics include the following:

General



Request to build soon as possible for economic development.
Concern about ending the study at Green Road and preferably should be to Main Street.

Interchange Alternatives








Indirect interchange access alternatives not preferred.
Prefer new interchange moved east and existing IL-47 to remain.
Consider option to keep existing interchange and widening to a diamond configuration with added
ramps.
Diverging Diamond Interchange preferred and works.
Conventional Diamond Interchange seems simple and clean.
Single Point Urban Interchange seems reasonable but question of cost effectiveness.
Roundabout option not preferred and seems complicated.

Illinois Route 47 Alignment Alternatives







Moving new interchange east and keeping existing IL-47 to remain is the most preferred option among
all re-alignment alternatives.
Prefer keeping existing IL-47 and existing bridge for local access.
Like the idea of a frontage road with the re-alignment.
Concern over the need for a noise barrier wall if IL-47 is to be widened.
Keep Finley Road access to both north and south to IL-47.
Prefer to have a turning and by-pass lane for IL-47.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Johnston, Peter
Tice "Charles" Cole; Kris Salvatera
Rt. 47 @ I-88 comment to project e-mail address
Wednesday, May 18, 2016 1:53:03 PM

We did receive the following to our project e-mail on Monday of this week. Is there some formal
way we should document this?

-----Original Message----From: John Whildin [mailto:wordpress@sugargroveinterchange.org]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 9:38 AM
To: Sugar Grove Interchange <SugarGroveInterchange@graef-usa.com>
Subject: Comment on proposed Rt 47/ I-88 interchange
From: John Whildin <jrwhildin@aol.com>
Subject: Comment on proposed Rt 47/ I-88 interchange
Message Body:
I would like to see turning and by-pass lanes for Rt 47.
-This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Sugar Grove Parkway at Ronald Reagan Memorial
Tollway (http://www.sugargroveinterchange.org)

Appendix H

Public Meeting #3
March 28, 2017

Appendix H

Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange
at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88)
Improvement Study

Prepared 3/29/2017 revision 1

Public Information Meeting #3
Short Summary

General Information
The third public meeting for the Sugar Grove Parkway (IL 47) Interchange at the Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88)
was held on Tuesday, March 28, 2017 at the Academic and Professional Center (APC) Event Room at Waubonsee
Community College, IL Route 47 at Waubonsee Drive, Sugar Grove, IL 60554, from 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM. The
meeting was conducted in an open house format.
Attendees signed in and a brochure unique to public meeting 3 was provided. There were two rooms for
attendees to learn more about the project. One room contained a continuous audio-visual presentation that
described the project summary, provided the study process and schedule, outlined the alternative screening
process, and described the alternatives carried forward. The second room contained more detailed information,
comment forms, and project study team representatives. Information in the second room included exhibit
boards and roll plot maps.
The exhibit boards generally included: the limits of the project study; the purpose and need for the project; the
public involvement process and schedule; an environmental study overview; traffic volumes and projections;
capacity analysis results, crash locations and statistics; the alternatives evaluation, screening process and results;
and the alternatives to be carried forward.
Roll plot maps included plan layouts of the IL 47 and I-88 alternatives carried forward which identified impacts.
Attendees were provided an opportunity to speak with representatives from the Village of Sugar Grove, The
Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), Kane County, and the Illinois Tollway. The meeting was attended
by ninety-nine (99) people. Sixteen (16) comment forms were received at the meeting.

Attendees
Public Officials
The following public officials were in attendance:
•
•
•
•

Drew Frasz, Kane County Board District-18
Fred Dornback, Blackberry Township Supervisor
Tom Rowe, Sugar Grove Township Supervisor
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township Highway Commissioner

Other Agencies/Organizations
Additional agencies/organizations attending included:
•
•
•
•
•

Jim Michels, Blackberry Township
Assistant Chief Wayne Parson, Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Sergeant Korey Wallace, Kane County Sheriff’s Office
Craig Hanson, Elburn Fire Department
Tom Reynolds, Elburn Fire Department
1 of 3
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Mike Anderson, Elburn Fire Department
Lisa Engberg, Elburn Fire Department
Leroy Herra, Elburn Fire Department
David Burroughs, EEI (EEI is Village Engineer)
Matthew Stegeman, Pace Suburban Bus
Marvin Bailey, Crown Community Development
Randy Mapes, Waubonsee Community College

Businesses
No businesses were represented. The area is generally agriculture and residential.

Media
No media were represented.

CAG Members
The following CAG members were in attendance:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Walter Magdziarz, Village of Sugar Grove
Wayne Parson, Sugar Grove Fire Protection District
Patrick Knapp, Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
Tom Rowe, Sugar Grove Township
Fred Dornback, Blackberry Township
Rod Feece, Blackberry Township
Jennifer Becker, Kane County DOT/Kane Kendall Council of Mayors
Marvin Bailey, Crown Community Development
Leroy Karp, Resident
Kathryn Kruse representing Christopher Kruse, Resident
Brenda Ross, Resident
Christopher Stepnoski, Resident
John Stepnoski, Resident

Comments
Sixteen (16) comment forms were received at the meeting. Comments can continue to be submitted and
included in the public meeting record until April 11, 2017. The topics include the following:

General
•
•
•
•

Want a decision quickly and to build ASAP
Concerns regarding a decrease in home value and to accommodate existing residents
Prefer to do all the improvements at one time and don’t come back with future improvements
Would like to have seen a timeline for each build alternative.

Interchange
•
•
•
•
•

Preference for the No-Build Alternative
Preference for Alternative I-1 Conventional Diamond Interchange
Preferences for and against Alternative I-2 Conventional Diamond Interchange with Roundabout
Intersections
Preferences for and against Alternative I-3 Diverging Diamond Interchange
Preferences for Alternative I-4 Partial Cloverleaf Interchange
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Illinois Route 47
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preference for No-Build Alternative
Preferences for Alternative M-2C
Preferences for Alternative M-3 which was shown as eliminated
Concerns regarding Finley Road restricted access and the conceptual U-turn mitigation proposed
Concerns regarding traffic volumes, noise pollution, and impacts to residents and property
Concerns regarding access consolidation impacts and safely accessing IL 47 from side street
Concerns regarding septic field proximity to the ROW
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Appendix I
Wetland Impact Exhibits

IL 47 / I-88 Interchange
Environmental Assessment
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