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SECTION I - INTRODUCTION  
 
OPEN HOUSE SUMMARY 
 
On Wednesday, July 25, 2007, the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) held a Public 
Information Open House meeting on the U.S. 30 Environmental Impact Statement and Phase I Design 
Report study, at the Odell Community Center/Public Library, 307 South Madison Street in Morrison, 
Illinois from 1:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to inform the public about the study’s purpose and process.  In 
addition, the public had an opportunity to express their interest and learn how they could “Get 
Involved,” in the study process as a community stakeholder. 
 
SECTION II -   ATTENDANCE PROFILES 
 
Based on the sign-in sheet, 252 people attended the Public Informational Open House.  Highlighted in 
this section in Tables 2.1 through 2.10 are character profiles of the attendees.   A copy of the sign-in 
sheet is shown in Appendix G.    
 
 TABLE 2.1:  Attendance Profiles – Total 252 
 
AGENCY PARTNERS (3) HOMEOWNER/FARMLAND (10) 
BUSINESS COMMUNITY (11) MEDIA (5) 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE/ 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (8) 

POLITICAL OFFICIAL (11) 

HOMEOWNER/RESIDENTIAL (193) SPECIAL INTEREST GROUP (8) 
CONSULTANTS (2) FEDERAL HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION (1) 
 
 TABLE 2.2:  Attendance Profiles by Classification - Agency Partners - Total 4 
 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY 
ADMINISTRATION (FHWA) 

WHITESIDE COUNTY ENGINEER 
 

HIGHWAY COMMISSIONER WHITESIDE ZONING 
 
 TABLE 2.3:  Political Officials – Total 11 
 
CITY OF CLINTON (2) CITY OF STERLING 
CITY OF MORRISON (3) WHITESIDE COUNTY BOARD OF 

COMMISSIONERS (2) 
CITY OF ROCK FALLS (3)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   
U.S. 30 Environmental Impact Statement and Phase I - Design Report  

July 25, 2007, Public Information Meeting Summary Report – Final 3/8/11 
-2- 

 

 TABLE 2.4:  Media – Total 5 
 
THE FULTON JOURNAL WHITESIDE NEWS SENTINEL (2) 
SAUK VALLEY NEWSPAPERS STERLING GAZETTE 
 
 TABLE 2.5:  Special Interest Groups – Total 8 
 
FARM BUREAU (2) IOWA-ILLINOIS HIGHWAY 

PARTNERSHIP (2) 
LEAGUE OF ILLINOIS BICYCLIST U.S. 30 COALITION (3) 
 
 TABLE 2.6:  Chamber Of Commerce/Economic Development – Total 8 
 
MADC (2) ROCK FALLS CHAMBER 
BLACKHAWK HILLS RESOURCE AND 
CONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT 

SWDC 

CLINTON IOWA CHAMBER / 
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT (2) 

WHITESIDE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT 

 
 TABLE 2.7:  Business Community – Total 11 
 
DQ (2) BANK/REAL ESTATE (2) 
JT CULLEN CO (2) GE 
SCHULES MOTORS UNION GROVE TWP 
K-S KORNER ENDRESS POINT 
 
 TABLE 2.8:  Homeowner/Homeowner Farmland –Total 203 
 
HOMEOWNER (193) HOMEOWNERS/ FARMLAND (10) 
 
 TABLE 2.9:  Miscellaneous – Total 2 
 
CONSULTANT (2)  
 
 TABLE 2.10:  City Representation (residential or business address) 
 
Morrison 61.53% 48/78 
Fulton 3.84% 3/78 
Sterling/Rock Falls 15.38% 12/78 
Clinton 2.56% 2/78 
Davenport 1.28% 1/78 
Almeda, CA 1.28% 1/78 
Galesburg 1.28% 1/78 
Lyndon 3.84% 3/78 
Address/City not stated 8.97% 7/78 
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SECTION III - MEETING ANNOUNCEMENT  
 
There were various outreach methods used to inform the community about the public meeting.  Such 
efforts included posting legal notices and press releases in area papers, and mailing 600 post card 
announcements to community stakeholders listed in the U.S. 30 project database.  
 
The legal notices and press release were published in several regional papers that cover Whiteside 
County, such as; The News Tribune, The Daily Chronicle, Quad-City Times, The Journal Standard, 
Sentinel Legal, The Carroll County Review, Rockford Register Star, Clinton Herald, Chicago Herald, and 
the Sauk Valley Newspapers.  All of the notices were circulated two weeks prior to the open house 
meeting as requested by IDOT, District 2 office.  Each notice informed the public of the meeting purpose, 
location, date, and time.  
 
Media kits that included project related information (maps, press release, and a welcome brochure) were 
distributed prior to and during the public meeting to regional media outlets such as WIXN and WLLT in 
Dixon, Illinois, WSDR/WSSQ/WZZT in Sterling, Illinois, WHBF (CBS) in Rock Island and WQAD 
(ABC) in Moline.  A copy of the legal notices, press release, and media kit materials are located in 
Appendix A. 
 
SECTION IV - MEETING FORMAT  
 
Open House Format 
 
An open house format allowed attendees to view exhibits presented at stations and meet with the project 
study team members one-on-one to discuss their interest related to the project.  IDOT and the study team 
agreed that this type of format was the best approach for engaging the public and allowing them an 
opportunity to interact with staff.   
 
Station Layout: 
There were a total of 13 stations exhibited during the meeting. The first station was the Welcome Station.   
At this station attendees were given a Welcome Brochure, project map, and other project related materials 
to view as they walked through the meeting forum.  Each attendee was asked to sign-in to be officially 
counted in attendance.   The next 11 stations exhibited project related information.  Station 13 was setup 
for the public to record their comments to staff, in writing or with a tape recorder.   Representatives from 
the study team staffed each station to provide additional information and address questions as needed.  
Copies of the Welcome Brochure, display boards and maps presented at the open house, and the sign-in 
sheet, are located in Appendix B, E, and G. 
 
Highlighted below is the layout of each station in the order information was presented to the attendees:  
 

 Station #1 - Welcome 
 Station #2 - U.S. 30 Feasibility Boundary Study Map  
 Station #3 - Environmental Impact Study (EIS) Bands  
 Station #4 - U.S. 30 Project Time-Line 
 Station #5 - EIS and Phase I Design Report Process 
 Station #6 - From Planning to Construction 
 Station #7 - Context Sensitive Solutions/Stakeholder Involvement Process 
 Station #8 - Definition of Community Advisory Group(CAG) 
 Station #9 - CAG Responsibilities  
 Station #10 - The Role of CAG 
 Station #11 - Land Acquisition 
 Station #12 -  Potential Environmental Issues 
 Station # 13 - Public Comment/Tape Recorder 
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SECTION V - PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
After reviewing the information presented at each station the attendees were given opportunities to submit 
their comments by either completing a public comment form, presenting comments to staff, or by leaving 
a tape-recorded message.  Additional time was allowed for stakeholders to submit their comments.  All 
correspondence had to be submitted to the IDOT-District 2 Office before the close of business on 
Wednesday, August 8, 2007 either via email, postal mail, or by contacting the project hotline at 1-866-
ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  Information and resources gathered were used to garner a better 
understanding of the area’s cultural and historical conditions.  In addition, the team had the opportunity to 
gauge respondents understanding of the Context Sensitive Solution process, interest in serving on the 
Community Advisory Group, and request to be added to the Stakeholders Group list.    
 
A total of 78 comment forms were collected.  The following is a summary of questions the attendees were 
asked by the project study team:   
 

 Knowledge of the Context Sensitive Solution process and whether they desired to receive more 
information. 

 Respondent Profile. Whether the attendee is a homeowner, business owner, farmland owner had 
special interest, or a combination of any of these categories. 

 Interest in the Community Advisory Group and/or being included on the Stakeholders Group List 
 IDOT coordinating/communicating effectively with the public 
 Comments/Issues/Questions 

 
Table 3 provides a breakdown of the various categories in which comments were received and the number 
of comments received per category.   
 
TABLE 3:  Record of Comments Received  
 
MANNER OF COMMENTS RECEIVED NUMBER 
Tape Recorded Comments 0 
Mail-In Comments 10 
Web Email Comments 2 
Public Comment Forms received at the Public 
Information Meeting 

51 

IDOT Comment Forms Submitted By Staff 14 
Project Hotline 0 
Petition (No Bypass) 1 
 
Stakeholder Profile 
 
Respondents were asked to select the type of stakeholder that best describes them.  Participants could 
check all that applied, most identified themselves as a homeowner, business owner, farmland owner, or of 
special interest.  Also, the responses allowed the study team to better understand the interest groups the 
respondents represented.   
 
The following tables provide details of the Public Information Meeting Attendance Profiles, and the 
breakdown of the top five categories stated on the comment forms.  Copies of comment forms completed 
by attendees and staff can be found in Appendix C and D. 
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Table 4 provides a profile breakdown of respondents by stakeholder type. 
 
TABLE 4:  Stakeholder Types 
 

Business Owner 2.56% 2/78  Special Interest 10.25% 8/78 
Homeowner 20.51% 16/78  Homeowner/ 

Business Owner 5.12% 
4/78 

Farmland Owner 10.25% 8/78  Homeowner/Farmland/ 
Business 3.84% 

3/78 

Homeowner/ 
Farm Land Owner 14.10% 

11/78  Homeowner/ 
Special Interest 5.12% 

4/78 

Business/Farm 2.56% 2/78  Not Stated 23.07% 18/78 
Farmland Owner/ 
Special Interest 1.28% 

1/78  Homeowner/Business 
Owner/ 
Special Interest 1.28% 

1/78 

 
 
Community Advisory Group (CAG) and Stakeholder Group Interest 
 
Respondents were asked to state if they had an interest in serving on the Community Advisory Group 
(CAG), or if they wanted to be included on the Stakeholder’s List.  
 
Of the 78 comment forms received, a total of 45 respondents stated an interest in serving on the CAG 
and/or being placed on the Stakeholder’s List. Table 5 highlights the respondent’s interest by category. 
Information gathered will aid the Project Study Group with identifying potential representatives to serve 
on the CAG.  In addition, those who request to be added to the Stakeholder List will be added 
accordingly.   
 
TABLE 5:  CAG and Stakeholder Interest by Category 
 

Stakeholders Group List 
7.69% 

6/78  CAG Only 23.07% 18/78 

Did not express interest 
CAG/Stakeholder 42.30% 

33/78  CAG/Stakeholders List 
26.92% 

21/78 

 
Understanding Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) Process 
 
Respondents were questioned about their understanding of the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process.  
Table 6 highlights the percentage breakdown of responses.  Of the 78 comment forms received, 28 
respondents requested additional information.   
 
TABLE 6:  Knowledge of the CSS Process 
 

Knowledgeable about the 
CSS process 32.05% 

25/78  Not knowledgeable of CSS 
process 26.92% 

21/78 

Did not state either way 41.02% 32/78  Would like to receive 
further information 
regarding the CSS process 
35.89% 

28/78 
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Effective Coordination by IDOT 
 
In order to determine if the information presented at the meeting was effective, respondents were asked to 
comment on IDOT efforts to effectively educate and inform the public about the progress of the U.S. 30 
project. 
 
An estimated 58% of the respondents stated that IDOT is communicating with the public effectively to 
educate and inform them of the Environmental Impact Statement and Phase I Design Report.  Table 7 
highlights the responses. 
 
TABLE 7: Effective Communications 
 

Effective 57.69% 45/78  Not Effective 7.69% 6/78 
Both effective and non- 
effective 1.28% 

1/78  Too early to tell 1.28% 1/78 

Did not state either way 32.05% 25/78    
 
 
In addition, 32 of the 39 respondents who expressed an interest in serving on the CAG stated that IDOT 
did communicate and educate effectively about the project. Seven of the 39 either disagreed or did not 
respond.   
 
The percentages of this group are presented in Table 8.  
 
TABLE 8:   Potential CAG Members’ Response to IDOT’S Coordination with the Public 
  

Potential CAG that believe 
coordination is effective 82.05% 

32/39  Potential CAG Members 
who do not believe 
coordination is effective or 
did not respond  17.94% 

7/39 

 
 
SECTION VI -  GENERAL COMMENTS/ISSUES/QUESTIONS 
 
A summary of comments and concerns expressed by respondents are highlighted in this section.  The 
comments are separated by the categories identified on the comment form.   They are as follows: 
 

FARMLAND OWNER 

Gain of business due to towns taking advantage of increased traffic 
Positive impact to Morrison area; particularly the City of Morrison 
The improvements will boost the area’s economy and help alleviate the congestion problem on current 2 
lane Highway 30. 
Over development; too much double talk 
Concerns with agriculture, natural resources, and population 
Project will be a waste of valuable farmland 
Concerns with historical value of farm being 150 years old and reported to have been a site on the 
Underground Railroad. 
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FARMLAND OWNER (continued) 
Plans are not feasible for this project at this time. Repair the current roads and do not spend a lot – save 
money.   Morrison has enough roads; table this project. 
The lack of traffic through Morrison would really hurt local businesses. 
The bypass will kill the town (Morrison) 
Century Farm just East of Round Grove Road and South of US 30. Also owns land on Matthew Road 
south of RR. Every alternative would be devastating to this farm and property. Prefer staying on South 
side of RR. Some archeological reline has been done. Lots of truck traffic and landfill 
I feel the area under study is being short-sighted. They should look at a route west on 88 to somewhere 
near Erie then to South of Albany and cross river just past Comanche Iowa. As a farmer in the area I 
would like to see the least impact on land as possible. 
Prefers south alignment at industrial park; Wal-Mart area will grow; sewer and water already extend to 
site. 
Farm located just east of Hillside/Spring Brook; 1st property East of overpass. Was going to be affected 
by alignments shown in feasibility study; Borrow pit –was in their farm. 
This project will carve up the farms I rent. It seems much more of a luxury than a necessity.  Please 
strongly consider the effects on the farmland I have worked hard to protect and preserve. 
Centennial Farm – you might tell your people to talk to females also; women are landowners also. 
If you build a bypass 3-5 miles from town it will be like shutting gates at each end of town, it will shut it 
down. 
 

FARMLAND OWNER/BUSINESS OWNER 

I live in Lyndon but own a business in downtown Morrison plus farm ground in proposed area. 
I was in the trucking business for 30 years; I understand the importance of our highway systems.  The 
sooner we do something the less the cost. 
 

HOMEOWNER 
 
I understand that homeowners on Lincolnway might want a bypass, but it is a bad idea. If the money on 
the bypass were spent on improving the roads we have, we would not have as many believing we must 
have a bypass. 
Build an alternate 4 lane US 30 from the Route 88 exchange South of Morrison over the Route 30 
Clinton South bridge. It will accomplish 90% of all goals at 50% of the cost, land usage, and time. This 
will allow a reasonable truck bypass and still allow local traffic to go through Morrison; an extension 
going East could be completed later, if necessary. 
We need a 4-lane highway; I travel current Route 30 to Morrison from Rock Falls either for county board 
meetings or boating on Mississippi River, the amount of traffic on Route 30 has increased and slowed 
down traffic flow all the way to the river. Also more trucks use Route 30 since tolls were raised. 
Is it possible to make 4 lanes out of current Rte. 30? 
Need a multi-modal roadway and include a bike path and an adjoining rail bed. It would reduce the need 
for crossings, reduce noise in community. 
My choice would be the Garden Plane side. This would be easier to get to the 88 Route. Also going 
around the park would be out of the way of Route 30. 
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HOMEOWNER/BUSINESS OWNER 
 
Safer driving and will help local businesses 
This project will probably be the most positive thing to happen to this area in at least the last 50 years; the 
only problem is the amount of time it will take to complete. 
Where in the process is a new bridge planned for Hwy 30 and/or railroad at Mississippi 
Good farmland is not a renewable source; protect farmland for future generations and use and improve 
existing highways. 
Pleased with wonderful workers we have dealt with from IDOT 
The project is long overdue and is needed for the logical growth and development of the western side of 
the state. 
Rte. 30 is not as busy as it used to be why change it? 
Project is a great idea as long as home/land owners are paid fair or “the going rate” 
A new corridor seems most cost effective considering crossing railroad tracks many times. 
If the Rt. 30 corridor were not used, would effort be made to follow another existing right-of way; i.e. 
Bunker Hill Rd. to minimize division of farms 
I have lived here almost all my life and Route 30 is not nearly as busy as it used to be when GE Herman 
Wilson, Carnation Factory were here. We survived all the traffic on a daily basis and now you can pull 
onto 30 at any time because traffic isn’t there. 
Preserve the US 30 corridor. Feel bypass of Morrison is a political ploy; valuable farm property as long 
as home/land owners are paid a fair or “the going rate” I would have no problem. I do not like to see 
farmland wasted. Use as little as possible. There doesn’t need to be huge acreage on both sides and in 
between. 
Very heavily traveled on Prairie Center Road; Road needs to be open-fire, emergency protection; Lot of 
traffic from GE in Morrison; takes this route to avoid congestion at RR crossing; earlier concept showed 
Prairie Center Cul-de-sac; Would like to know traffic on this road; concerned about land acquisition costs 
for farmland. 
I moved to the country to be in the country! Not have a 4 lane bypass in my backyard. I can see I-88 from 
my house – why add another? Widen the existing Rt. 30!!! 
Works at dealership. Taking a lot of productive farm ground out; split/severing property. Take money out 
of one product and into another and food out of their mouths. Could build through town; no need to build 
a bypass. 
If it is good for us, then good for you and Morrison; It needs to be close to Morrison; traffic doesn’t 
bother him; makes moving products easier; He gets business from through travelers. 
Have a business at K’s Corner, Intersection of US 30 and Galt Road. Wants to know if property will be 
affected.  Own a tavern and store. Thinking about putting tanks in. 
 

HOMEOWNER/FARMLAND OWNER 
 
Sounds like you have a plan in order 
Take Northern route, would have less impact on many smaller farms. Don’t bite the hand that is feeding 
you. 
Hope road will not take home set of buildings families have lived on same location for 125 years. 
I have lived my entire life (70) years on Harvey, and Prairie Center Roads. I’m pleased to see your 
interest in including the public in your project. 
Take care of and improve what already has been built and successful. Fix Route 30 with a center lane 
turn off. Do not destroy farmland. 
Where is funding coming from? Illinois has real budget problems now, why add more roads, bridges, and 
maintenance expenses? We need Illinois farmland not more asphalt. 
Going to ruin the town if there is a bypass constructed. Car dealership will get killed – 78 & 30.  Lot of 
business far out of town. Will lose gas stations & restaurants. Don’t have much traffic like we used to. 
2200 people at GE – employs 130 now; Grames Nelson 
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HOMEOWNER/BUSINESS OWNER/FARMLAND OWNER 

 
The agriculture community needs considerable representation with this process. It seemed to be missing 
in the previous study. 
I don’t think they need this; we have a perfectly good road right in front of our eyes on Route 30. 
 

BUSINESS OWNER 
 
Long overdue project; needs to be done for the logical growth and development of the Western side of 
the state. 
I can’t say enough about how pleased I am at the wonderful workers we have dealt with from IDOT. 
 

SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS 
 
Organization Comment 
Highway Commissioner of Hopkins 
Township Road District 

Concerned about his roads. 
 

City of Rock Falls 3rd Ward Alderman Would like to see project go 4 lanes to 
Prophetstown Road in Rock Falls 

City of Rock Falls Blackhawk Hills Resource and 
Conservation Development Council 

Project is long overdue. The improvements should 
start east of Rock Falls at Harmon Road or the East 
Portal to Rte. 30 from I-88. Direct Semi traffic 
avoiding I-88 around Rock Falls has increased 
exponentially coming and going. 

Whiteside County Farm Bureau The coalition working on the project, to date, has 
ignored the farming community.  I hope the CAG 
will help level a one-sided playing field. 

Whiteside County ED Director Make extension into Rock Falls a Phase II to this 
project to keep construction costs down. 

Rock Falls Chamber of Commerce As President of the Rock Falls Chamber, we feel it 
is very important for our economic development to 
make sure the 4-lane construction runs to the city 
limits of Rock Falls. Need to include Rock Falls in 
the study; Can’t take US 30 away from Rock Fall; 
will hurt business. 

Fulton Rotary and Kiwanis Club I feel you have kept us well informed and 
appreciate all the work the engineering firms are 
doing. They seem “truly” interested in the project. 
Volkert & Associates/H.R. Green are well 
respected in their field. 

Whiteside County Cattlemen’s Association Loss of Prime Farmland; Loss of traffic to 
Morrison Business; Construction of highway 
through farm would have a negative effect on my 
income. 

League of Illinois Bicyclists The existing Rte. 30 corridor would provide the 
least detrimental environmental impact; a wide 
enough shoulder area would accommodate 
cyclists/pedestrians adequately. 

   



   
U.S. 30 Environmental Impact Statement and Phase I - Design Report  

July 25, 2007, Public Information Meeting Summary Report – Final 3/8/11 
-10- 

 

SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS (continued) 
Organization Comment 
Morrison Area Development Corporation Consider a joint U.S. 30 ILL 78 Route in area 

around Morrison and incorporate with much 
needed railroad overpass. 

Timber Management Program Property in family for over 55 years; 10 acres 
IIHP, CRDC, CACC Great for economic development and jobs; keep 

moving forward. 
Friends of the Park (John Stoudt) UPRR would consider relocating the railroad along 

the new by-pass corridor - $6 million mile if a 
roadbed were prepared.  Would eliminate 6 
crossing, safety, and liability. Interest in 
accommodating truck traffic. 

 
MEDIA COMMENTS 

 
Organization Comment 
Daily Gazette in Sterling General questions regarding feasibility study and 

EIS/Phase I; wants to be emailed (notified) of 
future meetings. 

 
MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS 

 
Does not want the proposed highway to go through her farm. 
Does not want to see the north-south roads on either side of Illinois 78(S) closed because of proximity to 
the interchange with US 30. 
Does not want the alignments to “squeeze” between two houses or farmsteads and make both happy. 
Instead he suggests that one be purchased so that the remaining property does not suffer as much 
Expressed interest (perhaps curiosity is a better word) in being a CAG member. 
The biggest problem with this project is the time it will take to complete. 
Prefers alignment from I-88 corner to 136 on a more direct route South of Morrison; Takes advantage of 
exist I-88 corridor; make even with 136 farther West of Hwy 30 crossing. 
Has 3 properties; 1) West end of Highway 30; 2) East of 78 North of Park; 3) East of Garden Plains 
Road. Have received notice of possible archeological studies. 
God isn’t making any more farmland, why destroy it when we could improve what we already have. This 
is not progress, but foolishness and a waste of taxpayers’ money. We need to utilize our countries natural 
resources (farmland) better. 
No by-pass petition 
Study 4-lane form Albany to Gamanche; make use of existing I-88 to Erie/Albany; eliminate stops; go 
straight across farms to prevent inefficient farming 
Worried about impact on farmland; widen Rt. 30 would not have to build an overpass over the railroad. 
 
  
Three key issues emerged out of the responses received in this section of the comment form:  
 

 Environmental Impacts 
 Economic Development 
 No Bypass Impacts 
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Highlighted below are some additional general comments the attendees provided.  They are as follows: 
 

 No new information presented  
 The new route has already been decided. I hope I am wrong 
 Everything has been okay with IDOT except clarifying who really wants this.  
 Article/Notice in Sterling paper was very late. No information given to the editor of the 

POST mailed to all area homes. 
 Spending $5 million in Morrison now; continue it all the way through; look at the Politics in 

Morrison 
 They wouldn't release info or their preferred routes 

The issues referenced above are based on the public and IDOT comment forms received at the Public 
Informational Open House as well as via email and postal mail.  
 
SECTION VII -  NO BYPASS PETITION  
 
A no bypass petition was submitted during the public meeting.   The petition signified that 64 petitioners 
opposed a bypass in Morrison.  A copy of the petition can be found in Appendix F. 
 
SECTION VIII - MEDIA COVERAGE 
 
The meeting received news coverage from various media outlets, such as; the Fulton Journal, Whiteside 
County Sentinel Newspaper, and the Sauk Valley Newspapers.  
 
 
 
 





















 
 
 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE     CONTACT: Jay Howell 
July 12, 2007       PHONE: 815-284-5351 
        TDD:  815-284-1667 
        FAX:  815-284-5348 

 
US 30 Phase 1 Design Report and Environmental Impact Statement Study  

 
 
Dixon, IL – The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) announced today that 
there will be a Public Information meeting at the Odell Community Center/Public 
Library, 307 South Madison Street, in Morrison from 1:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. on 
Wednesday, July 25, 2007 regarding the US Route 30 study from Fulton to Rock Falls.  
The joint venture consultant team of Volkert & Associates, LLC (of Collinsville, Illinois) 
and Howard R. Green (of Cedar Rapids, Iowa) has been selected to complete an 
Environmental Impact Statement and Design Study for the next phase of the US Route 30 
project as required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
 
The US Route 30 Corridor Feasibility Study began in the spring of 2003.  The purpose of 
that study was to evaluate the feasibility of an improved transportation system from just 
east of Fulton to west of Rock Falls.  After an extensive process of analyzing preliminary 
traffic reports, engineering data and public comments, it was determined that such 
enhancements are necessary to meet the growth and travel demands projected within the 
northwestern area of Illinois.   
 
As a result of continued project support from the public, Special Interest Groups, Federal, 
State and Local leaders, as well as regional Chambers of Commerce and Economic 
Development Agencies, dedicated federal funds have been identified to begin the next 
step – Phase 1,  environmental evaluation and preliminary design.   
 
The National Environmental Policy Act requires federal agencies to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for all major federal actions which may have a 
significant impact on the environment.  The EIS explores feasible alternatives to a 
proposed action, and the likely environmental consequences of those actions.  This phase 
of the US 30 project will include an in-depth inventory of environmental resources within 
the project area, including human and natural resources.  As alternatives are developed to 



meet the identified transportation needs, potential adverse impacts to those resources and 
measures to avoid or minimize those impacts will be assessed.  
 
This next phase will require extensive public participation.  Through the Federal 
Highway Administration’s SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 and IDOT’s Context Sensitive 
Solutions (CSS) initiative, there will be opportunities for the public to GET INVOLVED 
throughout the entire Phase 1 planning and design process. 
 
IDOT defines CSS as: 
  
“An interdisciplinary approach that seeks effective multimodal transportation 
solutions by working with stakeholders to develop, build and maintain cost-effective 
transportation facilities which fit into and reflect the project’s surrounding – its 
‘context’.” 
 
IDOT’s CSS Program will ensure that through various forums engagement including 
workshops, meetings and hearings, input from local residents, community stakeholders, 
and business leaders is heard.  
 
To learn more about the project’s next phase and how you can “Get Involved,” please 
plan to attend the first in a series of Public Information meetings at the Odell Community 
Center/Public Library, 307 South Madison Street, in Morrison from 1:00 p.m. to 
7:00 p.m. on Wednesday, July 25.   
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WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION 
 
Welcome to the US 30 Phase I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Design 
Report Public Information Meeting.  This is an opportunity for you to express your 
comments and views on the proposed transportation system improvements for US 30 
just east of Fulton to Rock Falls.    
 
During this meeting we will discuss the US 30 Corridor Feasibility Study that was 
completed in 2006.  We will also outline the environmental planning and design 
process for the current phase of the project and present the Context Sensitive 
Solution (CSS) process that will be utilized to gain public input. 
 
PROJECT PURPOSE AND STUDY OBJECTIVES 
 
The initial purpose of the US 30 corridor Feasibility Study in Spring 2003 was to 
evaluate the feasibility of an improved transportation system from just east Fulton to 
west of Rock Falls.  After an extensive process of analyzing preliminary traffic reports, 
engineering data and public comments, it was determined that such enhancements 
are necessary to meet the growth and travel demands projected within the 
northwestern area of Illinois.   
 
As a result of continued project support from the public, Special Interest Groups, 
Federal, State and Local leaders, as well as regional Chambers of Commerce and 
Economic Development Agencies, dedicated federal funds have been identified to 
begin the next step – Phase I, Environmental Impact Statement and Design.   
 
The National Environmental Policy Act requires federal agencies to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for all major federal actions which may have a 
significant impact on the environment.  The EIS explores feasible alternatives to a 
proposed action, and the likely environmental consequences of those actions.  This 
phase of the US 30 project will include an in-depth inventory of environmental 
resources within the project area, including human and natural resources.  As 
alternatives are developed to meet the identified transportation needs, potential 
adverse impacts to those resources and measures to avoid or minimize those 
impacts will be assessed.  
 
By attending this meeting, you have demonstrated that you have an interest in the 
project.   All participants at this meeting are encouraged to provide us with written 
comments about the project.  You may do so by completing a public comment form 
and either handing it to us today, or by mailing your comments back to us no later 
than August 3, 2007.  An address is provided on the back side of the public 
comment form.   
   
PROJECT PROCESS 
 
We are currently beginning Phase I of the US 30 Corridor Study.  The Context 
Sensitive Solution (CSS) process will be utilized during this phase of elicit public input 
and thoroughly investigate a variety of impacts regarding the proposed transportation 
system. This phase will produce an Environmental Impact Statement and a Design 
Report. At the conclusion of this phase a preferred alignment will be selected. 
 

Following completion of Phase I, we will begin Phase II, Final Design.  This phase 
encompasses the completion of final plans that are ready for construction bids.  
Finally, Phase III, Construction of the project will be initiated.  Currently, funding has 
not been identified for Phase II or III of the project. 
 
STAKEHOLDER AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT  
 
We want to hear from you!  There will be numerous opportunities for you to GET 
INVOLVED throughout the entire Phase I planning and design process.  This is the 
focus of the Contest Sensitive Solution (CSS) process.  Context Sensitive Solution is 
defined as: 
  
“An interdisciplinary approach that seeks effective multimodal transportation 
solutions by working with stakeholders to develop, build and maintain cost-
effective transportation facilities which fit into and reflect the project’s 
surrounding – its ‘context’.” 
 
Stakeholders include anyone who has a stake in the project for example property 
owners, business owners, local government officials and all highway users.  
 
Stakeholders in this process will be asked to provide input to the process and advise 
the Project Study Group (PSG) – group comprised of IDOT, Agency Partners, and 
consultants representatives who will lead the process.  A consensus (defined as the 
majority of participants) of the Stakeholders will be sought, but ultimate decisions will 
remain the responsibility of IDOT.  Participants in the Stakeholder Group will be 
asked to:  

o Come with an open mind 
o Participate openly and honestly 
o Treat each other with dignity and respect 

 
Community Advisory Groups (CAGs) will be formed from the Stakeholders Group.  
These groups will be formed to focus on specific issues affecting various parts of the 
community, such as neighborhoods and business districts. 
 
Stakeholder and CAG meetings will be scheduled regularly throughout the project.  
During the Phase I planning process, these meetings are tentatively scheduled to 
take place on a monthly basis.  The next Public Information Meeting will be scheduled 
for Winter 2008.  In addition, the project website, newsletters and fact sheet will be 
updated or published as the project meets its major milestones.  
 
FOR FUTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

o The Project HOTLINE at 1 - 866 - Route 30 or (1-866-768-8330) 
o All comments and recommendations will receive consideration 
o Maps, drawings and other pertinent information about the project will be 

available on the project web site www.dot.state.il.us/us30/default.html or at 
the District 2 Office, located at 819 Depot Avenue, Dixon, Illinois, 61021. 

o Further questions may be addressed to:  
Ross Monk  IDOT _ Program Development Engineer 815-284-5307 
Jay Howell IDOT – Studies and Plans Engineer  815-284-5351 
Rebecca Marruffo IDOT – Studies and Plans Project Manager 815-284-5902 
Dawn Perkins IDOT – Studies and Plans Liaison Engineer 815-284-5948 
Shelia A. Hudson   Hudson and Associates, LLC  1-866-768-8330 
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(CAG)(CAG)

Will provide a forum for community Will provide a forum for community 
representatives to learn about the project, share representatives to learn about the project, share 
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CAG Members ResponsibilitiesCAG Members Responsibilities

Attend meetings designed to share project Attend meetings designed to share project 
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What Is The CAGWhat Is The CAG’’s Role?s Role?
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July 25, 2007 

We, the undersigned, residents of the city of Morrison and Mt. Pleasant 
township, would like to express our opposition to the proposed Rt. 30 
Morrison bypass being considered by the Illinois Department of 
Transportation. We feel that this expensive undertaking to be unnecessary 
and we object that many acres of farmland will be taken out of production, 
seriously impacting the lives of landowners and homeowners. We do not 
want Mt. Pleasant township to be carved up by another road. 

We feel this is too important of an issue to be decided for us by the Morrison 
City Administrator and a handful of people on the City Council who clearly 
do not have the best interests of the people in and around Morrison at heart. 

Businesses will suffer, jobs will be lost, more houses will be for sale as 
people move away. We urge IDOT to abandon this project and use the money 
to upgrade and improve the existing Rt. 30. 
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