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OVERVIEW 
 
In August 2010, the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) announced that the public 

would have an opportunity to comment on the six alternative alignments under evaluation as 

part of the U.S. 30 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).   

 

The purpose of this effort was to gather input from stakeholders on the alternative alignments.  

This input would then be utilized to aid the PSG in identifying two build alternatives to be studied 

further in the DEIS, as well as continued consideration of the no-build alternative.  The contents 

in this report, such as the alternative alignment analysis and summary, will also be evaluated 

and considered in selecting a preferred alternative for the U.S. 30 Final Environmental Impact 

Statement (FEIS).  

 

1.0 PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS  

   

The efforts utilized by the department to notify the public of the six alternative alignments are as 

follows:  

 

 Project Newsletter – Approximately 550 newsletters were mailed to stakeholders 

identified in the project database. The newsletter included a description of the alternative 

alignments, a project map and a comment form.  

  

 News Release – A news release was sent to newspapers and municipalities located 

within the project study area.   

 

 E-blast/Postal Letter – An email and a letter were circulated to CAG members 

requesting assistance in reaching a broader audience to provide comments. The 

correspondence emphasized the importance of obtaining public input and included the 

news release. 

 

 Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Portal Map – A web-based interactive map 

was developed to provide an aerial view of the project study area which illustrated the 

six alternative alignments under evaluation, property lines, city boundaries, and 

environmental criteria.  Instructions were provided on the website for use of the GIS 

Portal Map.   

 

All of these methods informed the public that IDOT would receive input on the alternative 

alignments until the review period end date of September 9, 2010.  Copies of the public 

outreach efforts are included in Appendix A. 
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2.0 PUBLIC COMMENTS AND STAKEHOLDER PROFILES 

  

2.1  Public Comments 

 

A total of 67 comments were received from the public by postal and web mail. The comments 

and their corresponding responses are included in Appendix B.   

 

2.2  Stakeholders 

 

Respondents who completed a comment form were asked to select a stakeholder type from the 

following:  homeowner, farmer/farmland owner, business owner, special interest, or developer.  

Although more than one stakeholder type may have been selected by the respondent on the 

form, only one type was used to identify the stakeholder.  For example, if a respondent selected 

homeowner and farmer/farmland owner, then the stakeholder type was listed as a 

farmer/farmland owner.  This determination was made due to the assumption that the 

individual’s displacement of their farm/farmland may be impacted in a more significant manner 

by the alignment choice. Similar logic was applied to responses indicating stakeholder types of 

business owners and special interest. Additionally, some of the stakeholder types were 

assumed from the content in the responses.  As shown in Table 2-1, the types of stakeholders 

are listed with the associated number of comments.   

 

Table 2-1:  Stakeholder Types 

Category Number Percentage 

Homeowner 23/67 34.3% 

Farmer/Farmland Owner 27/67 40.3% 

Business Owner 7/67 10.45% 

Special Interest 7/67 10.45% 

Developer 0/67 0.0% 

Unidentified Stakeholders* 3/67 4.5% 

*Unidentified Stakeholders are individuals that did not indicate their stakeholder type. 

 

2.3  Location Profiles 

 

Table 2-2 indicates the geographic location of the stakeholders who commented on the 

alternative alignments.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Six Alternative Alignments Public Comment Period Report 

 

 

 
3 

U.S. 30 Environmental Impact Statement and Phase I Design Report 
 Six Alternative Alignments Public Comment Period Report  

 

Table 2-2:  Location Profiles 

Location Number Percentage 

Fulton 1/67 1.5% 

Morrison 54/67 80.5% 

Rock Falls 2/67 3.0% 

Sterling 1/67 1.5% 

Other Illinois cities 4/67 6.0% 

Other States 5/67 7.5% 

 

3.0 ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ANALYSIS 

 

This section focuses on the alternative alignment preference identified by each stakeholder 

categorized in Table 2-1 in Section 2.2. In developing the tables for this section, all 67 

comments were reviewed thoroughly and sorted by each type of stakeholder as well as their 

preference for a specific alignment (e.g. Alignment 1) or a general alignment location (e.g. north 

bypass).  Also shown in the tables are the number of general comments received about the 

project and the quantity of forms received which did not include comments.   

 

3.1  Homeowner 

 

Twenty-three homeowners commented on the alternative alignments.   A summary of their 

expressed preferences is noted in Table 3-1.  

 

Table 3-1:  Homeowner 

Alternatives Number Percentage 

No-Build 9/23 39.1% 

Alignment 1 0/23 0.0% 

Alignment 2 0/23 0.0% 

Alignment 3 0/23 0.0% 

Alignment 4 1/23 4.35% 

Alignment 5 0/23 0.0% 

Alignment 6 0/23 0.0% 

North bypass*  

(Alternatives 1 and 4) 
1/23 4.35% 

South bypass*  

(Alternatives 2,3,5 and 6) 
6/23 26.1% 

Other comments** 4/23 17.4% 

No comments*** 2/23 8.7% 
*The stakeholders only indicated a bypass preference. 

**Stakeholders did not provide a specific or general alignment preference. 

***Stakeholders did not provide a comment on the form.  
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3.2  Farmer/Farmland Owner 

 

Twenty-seven stakeholders identified themselves as farmer/farmland owners.   As shown in 

Table 3-2, the majority of farmers provided ―Other comments‖ not specific to an alternative 

preference.  Most of the farmers’ comments related to preserving the farmland and using as 

much of the existing U.S. 30 alignment as possible.   

 

Table 3-2:  Farmers/Farmland Owner  

Alternatives Number Percentage 

No-Build 6/27 22.2% 

Alignment 1 0/27 0.0% 

Alignment 2 0/27 0.0% 

Alignment 3 1/27 3.7% 

Alignment 4 2/27 7.4% 

Alignment 5 0/27 0.0% 

Alignment 6 2/27 7.4% 

North bypass*  

(Alternatives 1 and 4) 
3/27 11.1% 

South bypass*  

(Alternatives 2,3,5 and 6) 
1/27 3.7% 

Other comments** 11/27 40.8% 

No comments*** 1/27 3.7% 

*The stakeholders only indicated a bypass preference. 

**Stakeholders did not provide a specific or general alignment preference or they opposed a particular alignment. 

***Stakeholders did not provide a comment on the form.  

 

3.3  Business Owner 

 

A total of six individuals disclosed themselves as business owners on the comment forms and 

web mails. A summary of their expressed preferences is noted in Table 3-3. 

 

Table 3-3:  Business Owner 

Alternatives Number Percentage 

No-Build 2/7 28.5% 

Alignment 1 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 2 1/7 14.3% 

Alignment 3 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 4 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 5 1/7 14.3% 

Alignment 6 1/7 14.3% 
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Table 3-3:  Business Owner 

Alternatives Number Percentage 

North bypass*  

(Alternatives 1 and 4) 
1/7 14.3% 

South bypass*  

(Alternatives 2,3,5 and 6) 
0/7 0.0% 

Other comments** 1/7 14.3% 

No comments*** 0/7 0.0% 

*The stakeholder only indicated a bypass preference. 

**The stakeholder did not provide a specific alignment preference and opposed a particular alignment. 

***Stakeholders did not provide a comment on the form.  

 

3.4  Special Interest  

 

Seven people identified themselves on the comment form or in the web mail as representing a 

special interest group. They included designations such as elected officials, CAG members, 

Friends of the Parks Foundation, and a member of the Morrison Area Development Corporation. 

A summary of the respondents’ expressed preferences is noted below.    

 

Table 3-4:  Special Interest Groups 

Alternatives Number Percentage 

No-Build 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 1 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 2 1/7 14.3% 

Alignment 3 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 4 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 5 0/7 0.0% 

Alignment 6 1/7 14.3% 

North bypass*  

(Alternatives 1 and 4) 
0/7 0.0% 

South bypass*  

(Alternatives 2,3,5 and 6) 
4/7 57.1% 

Other comments** 1/7 14.3% 

No comments*** 0/7 0.0% 

*The stakeholders only indicated a bypass preference. 

**This stakeholder did not provide a specific or general alignment preference. 

***Stakeholders did not provide a comment on the form.  

 

3.5  Developer 

 

No stakeholders indicated themselves as a developer within the responses received. 
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3.6  Unidentified Stakeholders 

 

A total of three individuals did not list a stakeholder type on the comment form.  Two of the three 

requested to be removed from the mailing list and the other preferred the south bypass around 

Morrison. 

 

3.7  Alignment Preference by Location 

 

Table 3-5 provides the geographic location of the 67 respondents and their alignment 

preference. As shown in the table, the specific alternative preference is No-Build following 

Alternatives 6, 4, 2, 5 and 3.  Stakeholders who indicated only a general alternative preferred 

the south bypass. 

 

Table 3-5:  Alignment Preference by Location 

Location 
No-

Build 

Alt. 

1 
Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 

North Bypass 

(Alt. 1 & 4) 

South Bypass 

(Alt. 2,3,5 & 6) 
Other*  None** 

Fulton       1     

Morrison 16  1 1 3 1 3 4 10 11 4 

Rock Falls   1      1   

Sterling          1  

Other IL cities 1       1  2  

Other States         1 3 1 

Total 17 0 2 1 3 1 4 5 12 17 5 

*Other comments provided by stakeholders not specific or general to an alternative preference. 

**No comments were provided on the comment forms.  

 

3.8  Public Comments Summary 

 

This section provides comments received by the public as they were written on the forms and 

web mails.  The comments are listed by the alternative alignment preference and stakeholder 

type.   

 

NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE 

HOMEOWNER 

―I don’t think building a bigger roadway will enhance the quality of Morrison.‖ 

―The current rt 30 works reasonably well and the amount of very valuable cropland that will be 

used is considerable.‖ 

―We don’t need to industrialize this area anymore.‖ 

―...let’s show fiscal responsibility and put this road on the back burner until Illinois is again 

economically sound which will take several years.‖ 

―You should improve the roads you already have. Don’t waste money building new ones and 

wasting precious farmland to do that.‖ 
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NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―I am not in favor Rt 30 being repaired why have any more roads with the present economy.‖ 

―...all 6 plans absorb productive farm land—largely corn + soybeans.  So, I’m unwilling to 

endorse any 4 lane road through active farm country.‖ 

―No jobs; no state can afford a new road when others are in bad shape now.‖ 

―If something has to be done use Rt 30 – widen-expand it.  Stop using good farmland for 

roads.‖ 

BUSINESS OWNER 

―Negative impact on businesses in Morrison along US 30 would be high due to loss of traffic.  

Many depend on traffic for sales.‖ 

―Factories are a thing of the past and tourism is what is going to support us and people like 

the back roads that bring them to the small communities.‖   

 

ALTERNATIVE 1 

No comments were received from stakeholders supporting only Alternative 1. 

 

ALTERNATIVE 2 

BUSINESS OWNER 

‖...closest to the industrial park close to the new business park.‖  

 

ALTERNATIVE 3 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

‖...using Bunker Hill Road is by far the shortest and easy to build road, you avoid R.R. 

crossing, you avoid crossing Rt. 30 several times and Rt. 30 with less traffic would remain an 

important artery for local people.‖ 

 

ALTERNATIVE 4 

HOMEOWNER 

―...it utilizes more of the old right of way and think it would be beneficial to the state park.  

Alternative 4 also stays close to the town.‖ 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

‖It appears to do the least impact to ag land and the surrounding ―natural‖ areas.  I believe 

this route is the most direct w/o a series of unnecessary direction changes. Furthermore, a 4 

lane road is near the northern most route is best because of the anticipated traffic related to 

Fulton prison and its best access to the Chicago area.‖ 
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ALTERNATIVE 4 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―I would like to see the least possible impact to existing farmland.  Therefore it appears that 

 alignment 4, which most closely follows existing route 30...‖ 

 

  ALTERNATIVE 5 

BUSINESS OWNER 

―...I think alternative 5 would be best because of future development possibilities more than 

any other alternative.‖ 

 

ALTERNATIVE 6 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―...the railroad will be crossed 1 time not 4 as some routes will.  Fewer houses will be 

affected.‖   

BUSINESS OWNER 

―I would like to the route that is the closest to route 88.  This may eliminate having to tear up 

existing agriculture property.‖   

SPECIAL INTEREST 

―My 1st choice on route alignment would be the southern Alt. 6 to the current connection at 

Moline Road to I88 to keep Morrison involved.‖ 

 

ALTERNATIVES 1 & 4 (NORTH - BYPASS) 

HOMEOWNER 

―It is still close enough to town for local trade, it will be on the right side of town for easy 

access to the thompson prison. ―Will take up less quality farm ground.‖  

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―...it is the straightest route and don’t seem to tear up as many fields.‖ 

―Access to Rockwood State Park and Morrison Covered Bridge would be attractions that 

would be easily achieved.  Also, you would be north of the Grove Hill Cemetery.‖   

―This will be the best for Morrison business district, for the state park, and access to the 

landfill. Saving prime-farmland needed supply future population.‖ 

BUSINESS OWNER 

―This maximizes original route 30 use; requires buying less land; provides access to Morrison 

Rockwood State Park, growth on city’s north side if desired...is a straighter route.‖ 
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ALTERNATIVES 2,3,5, & 6 (SOUTH - BYPASS) 

HOMEOWNER 

―...close to the industrial park which might help future development there...seems to be the 

most straight forward route of getting around and past Morrison...might decrease the number 

of land parcels that would need to be split.‖ 

―...close to interstate south of Morrison - still would allow traffic to travel 78 into town. Bypass 

is needed. Truck traffic has reached a dangerous level going through Morrison.‖ 

―A SOUTH by-pass would route closer to the new ball park just completed by the City.‖ 

―...would be the most cost effective route to use.  Going north of town you would encounter a 

lot of terrain problems...‖ 

―...this will allow for better access to I-88 using Rte 78 south of Morrison.‖ 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―Keep on the 4, 5, & 6 along existing Rt. 30 as much as possible...or bypass to the South and 

get up to the original Rt. 30 as soon as possible and that would help get the overpass over 

the tracks...‖ 

SPECIAL INTEREST 

―To save money and need less acquisition of farmland.  Utilize existing Route 30 right away, 

and purchase only enough land for two more lanes.‖ 

―‖...provides easy access to the industrial park and potential future development. It also would 

more efficiently accommodate traffic approaching from the south wishing to travel either east 

or west – that traffic would not have to go through town.‖   

―This keeps the road away from most of the residential growth and area on the North side of 

town where most of the new residential growth will be.  This route need to stay South of town 

for connection to the Industrial Park for growth and to allow for new commercial development 

along the new corridor.‖ 

 

OTHER COMMENTS 

HOMEOWNER 

―I would like to see it aligned with the present Rt 30 as much as possible.‖ 

―It looks very good, the map and the magazine.‖ 

―We are not against progress or the potential development and industry that follow such road 

building.  These things are necessary for our society and economy to thrive.  We only wanted 

to give you a ―picture‖ of our home and let you know that we are here and that we care.‖ 

―Alternative 6 will make the homes along Bunker Hill from being rural, residential properties 

on a county road, to homes with highway frontage.  This will change the marketability of these 

homes and negatively affect their re-sale value.‖ 
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OTHER COMMENTS 

FARMER/ FARMLAND OWNER 

―I am still concerned with the loss of prime farmland.  Curious what traffic count is compared 

to five years ago? Agriculture is a strong part of our economy it would be a shame to take 

land out of production.‖ 

―If deemed necessary to redo route 30 staying on the existing route as much as possible 

would be the most cost effective and I would think going just N. of Morrison would effect the 

least people.‖ 

―There is a lot more traffic to contend with now, especially semis.  To go south you may run 

into wet ground, north you will find hills. Either way will help traffic off rt. 30.‖ 

―My objection is with alternative 2, 3, 5, & 6...these routes would certainly make our farm, as 

an agricultural property nearly worthless.‖   

―I am not happy with the southern route as I own land on Sawyer Road and a road close to 

my acreage would cut off my road to market my crops.‖ 

―Please try to avoid negatively impacting farms...as some farmers depend on their farms to 

make a living.‖ 

―Farmland is a limited resource and cannot be replaced, not to mention all the farmers that 

depend on this land for their lively hood.  The alignments along Bunker Hill Road will effect 

several farmers complete operation.‖ 

BUSINESS OWNER 

―I am a supporter of the project but if the alignment is north, I will no longer support the project 

and change to an opponent of the project.  In totality, a much more harmful effect on the 

businesses of Morrison.‖ 

SPECIAL INTEREST 

―Improvements to Hiway 30 in Iowa and Illinois are very important to the economy of eastern 

Iowa and western Illinois.‖ 

 

4.0 SUMMARY 

 

In summary, IDOT received 67 public comments during the established comment period.  

Approximately 80 percent of these comments originated from stakeholders residing in Morrison.  

The No-Build Alternative was favored by homeowners and business owners, and was the 

second choice indicated by farmers/farmland owners. Stakeholders representing special interest 

groups and an unidentified stakeholder favored the bypass south of Morrison. 

 

Frequent remarks provided by the respondents included: preserving farmland, economic 

development, environmental impacts, and funding for the project.  Other interests were access 

to Morrison-Rockwood State Park, historical properties and the Lincoln Highway.  Additionally, 
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a key concern stated by many stakeholders was the desire to utilize as much of the existing 

U.S. 30 roadway alignment as possible in order to minimize impacts to agriculture and 

residential properties.   

 

The information supplied by the public in this report will be utilized as a part of the process to 

determine which Build Alternatives will be carried through the DEIS for additional study, as well 

as the No-Build Alternative.  Ultimately, the public’s opinion, input from the CAG members, 

environmental impacts, engineering constraints, cost and input from the other regulating 

agencies will aid the PSG in the process of selecting the Build Alternatives for further study.   
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In the seven months since our last newsletter, a number of things have occurred to
further the process of developing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
Phase I Design Report for the U.S. Route 30 project. The U.S. Route 30 Project
Study Team has met with various stakeholders and stakeholder groups, conducted
a Project Study Group (PSG) meeting, and held the sixth Community Advisory
Group (CAG) meeting.  At these meetings, the project’s progress to date and the
next steps in the EIS process were discussed, which includes gathering input on

the six alignments under consideration.

In addition to updating you on the project status, the purpose of this newsletter is to afford you with an additional
opportunity to give the Project Study Team input on the six remaining alignments being evaluated.  The Project
Study Team has been working diligently to evaluate the environmental impacts and the engineering feasibility
of the six proposed alignments.  These alignments were developed after completing an environmental and
engineering screening process of sixteen corridors that were initially identified during the early phase of the
study.  That brings us to an important juncture in the development of the project study: obtaining your input
on these six alignments.

Your comments are an important part of the project process and will be considered as we continue to move
forward in the development of the EIS document.  Within this newsletter you will find a map of the alignments
and a comment sheet.  You may also visit the project website to view the map and obtain more detailed images
of the project area.  We are accepting comments on this portion of the project study until September 9, 2010.

I strongly encourage your participation in this evaluation and comment process.  After careful consideration of public comments, the Project
Study Group will begin discussions to select two alignments that will be evaluated in the draft Environmental Impact Statement study.  As always,
a “no build” alternative will continue to be considered as well.  Additional opportunities to provide comments regarding the project will continue
to be available in the future, including a public hearing in early 2011.

I encourage you to visit the project website at http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30
(1-866-768-8330) to remain updated on the project’s progress and to provide the project team with your comments and/or questions.

Sincerely,

George F. Ryan, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways,
Region Two Engineer
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Community Advisory Group Meeting
On Wednesday, June 2, 2010, the U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team
hosted their sixth Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting at the
Odell Community Center in Morrison, Illinois.  The purpose of the
meeting was to update the CAG on the progress of the U.S. Route 30
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Phase I Design Report and
to gather input regarding the six alternatives identified for analysis.

During the meeting, CAG members learned that over the past few
months the Project Study Team had been working diligently to refine
the sixteen potential corridors for a future U.S. Route 30 alignment.
The CAG committee had been instrumental in developing these corridors
early in the project study. In order to begin the evaluation process, the
Project Study Team developed approximately 200-foot-wide alternative
alignments within the corridor areas. These alignments were then
modified based on engineering and environmental conditions to eliminate
or reduce impacts, and to ensure that they met the project’s approved
Purpose and Need Statement.  As a result, six alignments were identified
for further study.  Each of the six alignments was evaluated in-depth
with IDOT, FHWA, and various technical advisory groups. The technical
advisory groups provided input and direction on issues such as access
points, geometric configuration, safety, and environmental issues.  An
analysis describing elements of each alignment was reported to the
CAG members, highlighting environmental and engineering conditions,
land-use impacts, and traffic data.

After the presentation, CAG members participated in an exercise during
which they were asked to discuss the six alignments and to note concerns,
questions, and opinions about each alignment within a small group

setting. The following statements were voiced by CAG members as a
result of this discussion:

• Farmland should be preserved
• Utilize the existing U.S. Route 30 alignment as much as possible
• Prime residential development corridors near Morrison should

be considered
• Truck traffic and access to landfill should be considered
• The impacts to private property and homeowners should

be considered
• Concerns regarding sustainability and viability of

Morrison businesses
• Proximity to Morrison and to the industrial park would allow

for increased economic development growth opportunities
• Concerns regarding the quality of life in the area
• Concerns regarding restricting development and the compatibility

with surroundings along the north alignment
• Environmental sensitivity and prudence is very important
• Residential growth is a positive effect

The CAG was informed that their comments, as well as the public’s
input, would be shared with the PSG. This will aid the PSG in determining
which alignments will be carried forward for further study.

To review the CAG meeting minutes and presentation, please visit the
project website at http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/getinvolved2.html

2 3

The U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team has been analyzing traffic and crash data, assessing environmental impacts (displacements, agricultural
land impacts, water resource impacts, etc.), and evaluating engineering data (safety, congestion relief, etc.) on the six alignments over the past
months.  In addition to these efforts, we have received input on the project from various stakeholders from the affected communities of Fulton,
Morrison, Sterling, and Rock Falls.

Now we need your input!  A project map illustrating each of the six alignments is included in this newsletter.  In order to facilitate your review
of these alignments, an overview of their similarities and differences are highlighted below. These elements are summarized within the various
portions of the project study area (western, central, eastern, and Moline Road to IL 40) and provide the location of the alignments along with
primary engineering and environmental considerations within each section.  Please note that in order to meet Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) requirements, a “no build” alternative must also be considered as a part of the study.

We encourage you to review the alignments and provide feedback on the enclosed comment form or contact the project hotline at
1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  The alignment map is also available on the project website as well as a web link to the U.S. Route 30
Geographic Information System (GIS) portal, at http://gis.hrgreen.com/USHwy30_Public/.  The U.S. Route 30 GIS portal provides details of
additional project characteristics, such as environmental criteria and property information.  Please be sure to provide your comments by
September 9, 2010.  Your input is vital to the successful completion of this project study.                    .

Get Involved!

Project Website: http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html          GIS Portal Website: http://gis.hrgreen.com/USHwy30_Public/

WE NEED YOUR INPUT ON THE SIX ALIGNMENTS

Gil Janes of HR Green responds to
business community concerns.

Business attendees review project exhibits.

In recent months, the U.S. Route 30 Project
Study Team has received several inquiries from
business owners in the Morrison area regarding
the proposed corridor project.  In order to
address these questions and concerns, a meeting
was hosted by the Morrison Business Advisory
Group on April 15, 2010 to afford members of
the business community an opportunity to
discuss their concerns with the Project Study
Team.

The presentation focused on the project process
and procedures required to complete the study.
In addition, the Project Study Team answered
several questions presented by the audience.

Following are a selection of the questions
discussed at the meeting:
   •Question: Has the state decided on a north

or south route?
Answer: No, a final alignment has not been
determined.  Six alignments are still under

 study, which includes both a north and
south alignment, and a “no build” option.

 •Question: What is the estimated date for
construction?

 Answer: The timing of construction will
depend upon funding once an alignment is
selected and approved.

• Question: Is there a “Plan B” if the
four-lane bypass is not built?

 Answer: Several options to improve the
roadway will be considered as the project
study is developed, including a “no build”
option.

•Question: Has there been any consideration
for a truck-only bypass?

 Answer: If a bypass is built, it will be for
all motorists.  It is not feasible from an
operational or enforcement standpoint to
limit a bypass to trucks only.

One of the most significant concerns expressed
by members of the business community was
to verify whether IDOT had already determined
which bypass alternative would be selected.
Ms. Bridgett Jacquot, a member of the
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team, explained
to the audience that a decision has not been
made on the proposed alternatives to date. She
stated that the study team is still conducting
engineering and environmental analysis
to determine which alignments will be

recommended for further evaluation in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
Ms. Jacquot explained that one of the chapters
in the EIS will focus on the overall social  and
economic impacts of the proposed project.
This chapter will include an analysis of the
potential effects that a bypass may have on the
city of Morrison and its business community.
The analysis will also suggest potential
mitigation efforts to support the vitality of the
downtown area.

In closing, Mr. Bob Vaughn thanked the Project
Study Team for responding to the business
community’s concerns.  He encouraged the
audience to stay involved in the process as the
project moves forward.        .

Note:  For more information about this
stakeholder meeting and to view the meeting
minutes as well as the presentation, please visit
the project website at
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/library3.html
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Western Portion (IL 136 to Hillside Road)
• Alignments 1, 2, and 3 are located north of the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway.
• Alignments 4, 5, and 6 are located primarily on the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway alignment.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project study

area include: railroad crossings, geometric constraints, access
point considerations, wetlands, stream crossings, forested areas,
centennial farms, cemeteries, residential and agricultural impacts,
and traffic safety concerns at the intersection of U.S. Route 30
and IL 136.

Central Portion (Hillside Road to Lyndon Road)
• Alignments 1 and 4 bypass the city of Morrison to the north.
• Alignments 2, 3, 5, and 6 bypass the city of Morrison to the south.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project area

include: residential, commercial and agricultural property impacts,
access to the Morrison downtown business community, access
to the Morrison Rockwood State Park, forested land, stream
crossings, wetlands, truck access to the industrial park, traffic
safety in the downtown area and access to the existing
U.S. Route 30 roadway and IL 78.

Eastern Portion (Lyndon Road and Moline Road)
• Alignments 1, 2, 4, and 5 primarily follow the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway alignment.
• Alignments 3 and 6 follow the existing Bunker Hill roadway

alignment.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project area

include: impacts to residential, commercial and agricultural
properties, cemeteries, access to the landfill, access to the Morrison
downtown business community, stream crossings, forested areas,
nature preserve, wetland impacts and traffic safety at access points
such as at the Emerson Road and Moline Road intersections.

Moline Road to IL 40
• All six alignments follow the existing U.S. Route 30 roadway.

The primary considerations along this segment of roadway include:
impacts to residential, commercial and agricultural properties, 
Rock River and Elkhorn Creek, wetland impacts and traffic safety
at access points.



Community Advisory Group Meeting
On Wednesday, June 2, 2010, the U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team
hosted their sixth Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting at the
Odell Community Center in Morrison, Illinois.  The purpose of the
meeting was to update the CAG on the progress of the U.S. Route 30
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Phase I Design Report and
to gather input regarding the six alternatives identified for analysis.

During the meeting, CAG members learned that over the past few
months the Project Study Team had been working diligently to refine
the sixteen potential corridors for a future U.S. Route 30 alignment.
The CAG committee had been instrumental in developing these corridors
early in the project study. In order to begin the evaluation process, the
Project Study Team developed approximately 200-foot-wide alternative
alignments within the corridor areas. These alignments were then
modified based on engineering and environmental conditions to eliminate
or reduce impacts, and to ensure that they met the project’s approved
Purpose and Need Statement.  As a result, six alignments were identified
for further study.  Each of the six alignments was evaluated in-depth
with IDOT, FHWA, and various technical advisory groups. The technical
advisory groups provided input and direction on issues such as access
points, geometric configuration, safety, and environmental issues.  An
analysis describing elements of each alignment was reported to the
CAG members, highlighting environmental and engineering conditions,
land-use impacts, and traffic data.

After the presentation, CAG members participated in an exercise during
which they were asked to discuss the six alignments and to note concerns,
questions, and opinions about each alignment within a small group

setting. The following statements were voiced by CAG members as a
result of this discussion:

• Farmland should be preserved
• Utilize the existing U.S. Route 30 alignment as much as possible
• Prime residential development corridors near Morrison should

be considered
• Truck traffic and access to landfill should be considered
• The impacts to private property and homeowners should

be considered
• Concerns regarding sustainability and viability of

Morrison businesses
• Proximity to Morrison and to the industrial park would allow

for increased economic development growth opportunities
• Concerns regarding the quality of life in the area
• Concerns regarding restricting development and the compatibility

with surroundings along the north alignment
• Environmental sensitivity and prudence is very important
• Residential growth is a positive effect

The CAG was informed that their comments, as well as the public’s
input, would be shared with the PSG. This will aid the PSG in determining
which alignments will be carried forward for further study.

To review the CAG meeting minutes and presentation, please visit the
project website at http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/getinvolved2.html
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The U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team has been analyzing traffic and crash data, assessing environmental impacts (displacements, agricultural
land impacts, water resource impacts, etc.), and evaluating engineering data (safety, congestion relief, etc.) on the six alignments over the past
months.  In addition to these efforts, we have received input on the project from various stakeholders from the affected communities of Fulton,
Morrison, Sterling, and Rock Falls.

Now we need your input!  A project map illustrating each of the six alignments is included in this newsletter.  In order to facilitate your review
of these alignments, an overview of their similarities and differences are highlighted below. These elements are summarized within the various
portions of the project study area (western, central, eastern, and Moline Road to IL 40) and provide the location of the alignments along with
primary engineering and environmental considerations within each section.  Please note that in order to meet Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) requirements, a “no build” alternative must also be considered as a part of the study.

We encourage you to review the alignments and provide feedback on the enclosed comment form or contact the project hotline at
1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  The alignment map is also available on the project website as well as a web link to the U.S. Route 30
Geographic Information System (GIS) portal, at http://gis.hrgreen.com/USHwy30_Public/.  The U.S. Route 30 GIS portal provides details of
additional project characteristics, such as environmental criteria and property information.  Please be sure to provide your comments by
September 9, 2010.  Your input is vital to the successful completion of this project study.                    .

Get Involved!

Project Website: http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html          GIS Portal Website: http://gis.hrgreen.com/USHwy30_Public/

WE NEED YOUR INPUT ON THE SIX ALIGNMENTS

Gil Janes of HR Green responds to
business community concerns.

Business attendees review project exhibits.

In recent months, the U.S. Route 30 Project
Study Team has received several inquiries from
business owners in the Morrison area regarding
the proposed corridor project.  In order to
address these questions and concerns, a meeting
was hosted by the Morrison Business Advisory
Group on April 15, 2010 to afford members of
the business community an opportunity to
discuss their concerns with the Project Study
Team.

The presentation focused on the project process
and procedures required to complete the study.
In addition, the Project Study Team answered
several questions presented by the audience.

Following are a selection of the questions
discussed at the meeting:
   •Question: Has the state decided on a north

or south route?
Answer: No, a final alignment has not been
determined.  Six alignments are still under

 study, which includes both a north and
south alignment, and a “no build” option.

 •Question: What is the estimated date for
construction?

 Answer: The timing of construction will
depend upon funding once an alignment is
selected and approved.

• Question: Is there a “Plan B” if the
four-lane bypass is not built?

 Answer: Several options to improve the
roadway will be considered as the project
study is developed, including a “no build”
option.

•Question: Has there been any consideration
for a truck-only bypass?

 Answer: If a bypass is built, it will be for
all motorists.  It is not feasible from an
operational or enforcement standpoint to
limit a bypass to trucks only.

One of the most significant concerns expressed
by members of the business community was
to verify whether IDOT had already determined
which bypass alternative would be selected.
Ms. Bridgett Jacquot, a member of the
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team, explained
to the audience that a decision has not been
made on the proposed alternatives to date. She
stated that the study team is still conducting
engineering and environmental analysis
to determine which alignments will be

recommended for further evaluation in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
Ms. Jacquot explained that one of the chapters
in the EIS will focus on the overall social  and
economic impacts of the proposed project.
This chapter will include an analysis of the
potential effects that a bypass may have on the
city of Morrison and its business community.
The analysis will also suggest potential
mitigation efforts to support the vitality of the
downtown area.

In closing, Mr. Bob Vaughn thanked the Project
Study Team for responding to the business
community’s concerns.  He encouraged the
audience to stay involved in the process as the
project moves forward.        .

Note:  For more information about this
stakeholder meeting and to view the meeting
minutes as well as the presentation, please visit
the project website at
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/library3.html
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Western Portion (IL 136 to Hillside Road)
• Alignments 1, 2, and 3 are located north of the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway.
• Alignments 4, 5, and 6 are located primarily on the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway alignment.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project study

area include: railroad crossings, geometric constraints, access
point considerations, wetlands, stream crossings, forested areas,
centennial farms, cemeteries, residential and agricultural impacts,
and traffic safety concerns at the intersection of U.S. Route 30
and IL 136.

Central Portion (Hillside Road to Lyndon Road)
• Alignments 1 and 4 bypass the city of Morrison to the north.
• Alignments 2, 3, 5, and 6 bypass the city of Morrison to the south.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project area

include: residential, commercial and agricultural property impacts,
access to the Morrison downtown business community, access
to the Morrison Rockwood State Park, forested land, stream
crossings, wetlands, truck access to the industrial park, traffic
safety in the downtown area and access to the existing
U.S. Route 30 roadway and IL 78.

Eastern Portion (Lyndon Road and Moline Road)
• Alignments 1, 2, 4, and 5 primarily follow the existing

U.S. Route 30 roadway alignment.
• Alignments 3 and 6 follow the existing Bunker Hill roadway

alignment.
• Primary considerations within this portion of the project area

include: impacts to residential, commercial and agricultural
properties, cemeteries, access to the landfill, access to the Morrison
downtown business community, stream crossings, forested areas,
nature preserve, wetland impacts and traffic safety at access points
such as at the Emerson Road and Moline Road intersections.

Moline Road to IL 40
• All six alignments follow the existing U.S. Route 30 roadway.

The primary considerations along this segment of roadway include:
impacts to residential, commercial and agricultural properties, 
Rock River and Elkhorn Creek, wetland impacts and traffic safety
at access points.



In the seven months since our last newsletter, a number of things have occurred to
further the process of developing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
Phase I Design Report for the U.S. Route 30 project. The U.S. Route 30 Project
Study Team has met with various stakeholders and stakeholder groups, conducted
a Project Study Group (PSG) meeting, and held the sixth Community Advisory
Group (CAG) meeting.  At these meetings, the project’s progress to date and the
next steps in the EIS process were discussed, which includes gathering input on

the six alignments under consideration.

In addition to updating you on the project status, the purpose of this newsletter is to afford you with an additional
opportunity to give the Project Study Team input on the six remaining alignments being evaluated.  The Project
Study Team has been working diligently to evaluate the environmental impacts and the engineering feasibility
of the six proposed alignments.  These alignments were developed after completing an environmental and
engineering screening process of sixteen corridors that were initially identified during the early phase of the
study.  That brings us to an important juncture in the development of the project study: obtaining your input
on these six alignments.

Your comments are an important part of the project process and will be considered as we continue to move
forward in the development of the EIS document.  Within this newsletter you will find a map of the alignments
and a comment sheet.  You may also visit the project website to view the map and obtain more detailed images
of the project area.  We are accepting comments on this portion of the project study until September 9, 2010.

I strongly encourage your participation in this evaluation and comment process.  After careful consideration of public comments, the Project
Study Group will begin discussions to select two alignments that will be evaluated in the draft Environmental Impact Statement study.  As always,
a “no build” alternative will continue to be considered as well.  Additional opportunities to provide comments regarding the project will continue
to be available in the future, including a public hearing in early 2011.

I encourage you to visit the project website at http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30
(1-866-768-8330) to remain updated on the project’s progress and to provide the project team with your comments and/or questions.

Sincerely,

George F. Ryan, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways,
Region Two Engineer
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This form may also be completed online at http://www.dot.il.gov/Email/Email.asp?from=31

PLEASE PRINT ALL INFORMATION

Name:

Address:

City: State: Zip Code:

Telephone Number:  (                 )

Email:

Check one or more if applicable:

___ Homeowner          ___Farmer/Farm Land Owner          ___ Business Owner          ___Special Interest          ___ Developer

Which Special Interest Groups are you associated with, if any?

Would you like to remain on our mailing list?  ___Yes ___No

What are your comments regarding the six alignments under evaluation for further environmental and engineering impacts, as shown
on the enclosed map?

Please return comment form by September 9, 2010.

Your comments are greatly appreciated!



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE     CONTACT:               
August 5, 2010                      Jay Howell 815/284-5352 
       FAX  815/284-5903 
       TTD  888/642-3457 
         www.dot.il.gov 
 
 

Dixon, IL – The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) announced today that 

the public will have an opportunity to comment on the proposed six alignments as part of 

the U.S. Route 30 Environmental Impact Statement Study (EIS) and Phase I Design Report. 

 

This study was initiated in June 2007 to evaluate roadway improvements along 

U.S. Route 30 between IL 136 and IL 40 in Rock Falls.  A key element of this study is the 

incorporation of the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process.  This process is required by 

the State of Illinois and ensures that community involvement and input is incorporated into 

the decision-making process throughout the project. 

 

Since the project’s inception in 2007, the U.S. Route 30 project team has worked 

with citizens to develop six potential alignments for the roadway improvement.  Most 

recently, additional work has been underway to complete various engineering tasks for 

these alignments.  This work includes analysis of traffic and crash data, assessment of 

environmental impacts (displacements, agricultural land impacts, water resource 

impacts, etc.), determination of engineering feasibility (safety, congestion relief, etc.), and 

further screening of the six potential alignments within the project study area as required by 

the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

 

Based on the results of this work, additional refinements will be applied to the 

potential alignments to minimize impacts and ensure the suitability of the proposed route.  

IDOT will post the six potential alignments on the U.S. Route 30 project website in early 

August.  The website can be accessed at http://www.dot.il.gov/US30/index1.html. 

continued . . .  

 

State of Illinois 

Pat Quinn, Governor 

 

Illinois Department of Transportation 

Gary Hannig, Secretary 

 

 

http://www.dot.il.gov/
http://www.dot.il.gov/US30/index1.html
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IDOT encourages the community to review the six alignments and provide comments 

or concerns using the online comment form, or by calling the project hotline at 

1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  If the public does not have access to the internet, 

please call the project hotline number and someone from the U.S. Route 30 Project Study 

Team can provide assistance.  IDOT welcomes comments on the six alignments and 

those comments will be accepted until September 9, 2010. 
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U.S. ROUTE 30 
GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS (GIS) 

PORTAL INSTRUCTIONS 
http://gis.hrgreen.com/ushwy30_public/ 

 
 
Overview:   

 
The U.S. Route 30 GIS portal illustrates a map of the six proposed alignments being 
evaluated in the U.S. Route 30 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Phase I 
Design Report project.   
 
Listed to the left are the main Map Contents.  These contents are as follows: 

Alternatives, Environmental Criteria, Transportation, Property Lines, City, and Aerial of 
Whiteside County.  The contents may be turned off and on by removing the checks on 
the boxes.  Also, the plus (+) will expand the main Map Contents to list sub contents.  
For example, Alternatives list all six alternatives and alternative east.  
 
Toolbar Icons are located in the upper right corner of the interactive map that will 
assist you in viewing the alignments and their potential impacts on properties, homes, 
farmsteads, agricultural lands, and environmental features.  You may use the following 
toolbar icons: 
 

 Zoom In  Click the icon.  Click and drag your pointer/cursor to increase the 

   image size.   

 Zoom Out    Click the icon.  Click and drag your pointer/cursor to decrease 

   the image size. 

 Note:  If you have a mouse wheel, then you can Zoom In or 

  Zoom Out by moving the wheel forward and backward over 

  the GIS map. 
 

 Pan     Click the icon and move the map horizontally and vertically by 

  holding down the left mouse button and then moving the mouse.  
 

 Full Extent  Click the icon to return to the initial screen view of the project 
  study area. 

 

Back/Forward Extent Click the left arrow to return to the previous view.  

 Clicking the right arrow advances to the next view.  
 

 Magnifier  Click the icon.  A Magnifier1 box will appear on the map with a 
  red box (     )  and red crosshairs (+).  Move the Magnifier1 box 

  by clicking on the green bar at the top over the image you wish to 
  magnify with the crosshairs.  Using the down arrow in the box, 
  the image in the crosshairs can be magnified from 2 to 10 times. 



 

 

 Map Identifier Click the icon. Click the property or item on the map.   

  Information about the property or item will be shown in a  
  box.  Click the down arrow in the information box and additional 
  information will be shown (if available).  

 

 Measure    Obtain specific measurements (i.e. map coordinates or point-to-

  point) by clicking on one of the available icons.  Some views 
  allow optional measurements such as miles, kilometers, feet, or 
  meters.  Note:  These measurements will not be exact. 

 

 Show Overview Map   Click this icon to turn on a smaller map which shows 

  your location within the corridor.  The red box on the overview 
  map represents the limits of the larger map. 

 
 
Instructions: 
 
Listed below are steps to view the impact of an alignment on your property: 
 

1. In the right corner of the map, you will find the toolbar icons used to navigate the map. 

2. Click on the   Zoom In icon. Click on the map and drag the cursor to zoom in on 

your property.  Continue to click and drag to zoom in until you see your property.  If you 

have zoomed in too much and the map is “blurry,” then use the Zoom Out icon until 

you can clearly see your property. 

3. To identify your property, click  the   Map Identifier icon.   Click the property or item 

on the map to obtain information.  For additional information, such as owner name, 
address, PIN number, parcel number, etc., click on the down arrow in the information 
box. 
 

 
If you are having problems navigating through the map, please contact the project 
hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330). 
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Comments and Responses 

 
 
• Comment Forms 

 
• Web Mails 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 

Comment #1:  Frank Belt        Response to Comment #1: Frank Belt 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   

 
Comment #2:  Curt & Corinne Bender     Response to Comment #2: Curt & Corinne Bender 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   

 
Comment #3:  Eric Benson      Response to Comment #3: Eric Benson 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   

 
Response to Comment #3: Eric Benson (cont.) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   

 
Comment #4:  George Benson     Response to Comment #4: George Benson 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
            Response to Comment #4: George Benson (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 
 Comment #5:  Mary Black        Response to Comment #5:  Mary Black 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #6:  Honorable David H. Blanton     Response to Comment #6:  Honorable David H. Blanton 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #7:  Karen Bramm         Response to Comment #7:  Karen Bramm 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #7:  Karen Bramm (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #8:  Sue Britt         Response to Comment #8:  Sue Britt 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #9:  Wilson Bull         Response to Comment #9:  Wilson Bull 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #10:  Orville W. Bush       Response to Comment #10:  Orville W. Bush 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #11:  Joyce M. Dickinson       Response to Comment #11:  Joyce M. Dickinson 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #12:  Robert Doescher       Response to Comment #12:  Robert Doescher 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #13:  Donald Forth        Response to Comment #13:  Donald Forth 
 
 
 

     No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #14:  Brian & Sara Frickenstein     Response to Comment #14:  Brian & Sara Frickenstein 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #15:  Orville Goodenough       Response to Comment #15:  Orville Goodenough 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #15:  Orville Goodenough (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   

 
Comment #16:  LeRoy and JoAnn Handel     Response to Comment #16:  LeRoy and JoAnn Handel 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 

Response to Comment #16:  LeRoy and JoAnn Handel (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #17:  Helen R. Harvey       Response to Comment #17:  Helen R. Harvey 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #17:  Helen R. Harvey (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #18:  Gary Hayenga       Response to Comment #18:  Gary Hayenga 
 
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



 
 
 
 
 
   
 

Comment #19:  Jerry J. Hebeler    Response to Comment #19:  Jerry J. Hebeler 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #20:  Harlan Johannsen       Response to Comment #20:  Harlan Johannsen 
 

 
      No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
  

Comment #21:  Robert Johnson      Response to Comment #21:  Robert Johnson 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #21:  Robert Johnson (cont.)     Response to Comment #21:  Robert Johnson (cont.) 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #22:  Michael J. Kearney      Response to Comment #22:  Michael J. Kearney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #23:  Jon R. Kophamer       Response to Comment #23:  Jon R. Kophamer 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #23:  Jon R. Kophamer (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #24:  Vern Latwesen       Response to Comment #24:  Vern Latwesen 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #25:  Mr. & Mrs. Laufenberg      Response to Comment #25:  Mr. & Mrs. Laufenberg 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #26:  Gerald W. Mathew       Response to Comment #26:  Gerald W. Mathew 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #27:  Alan Medema       Response to Comment #27:  Alan Medema 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #28:  Donald Miller        Response to Comment #28:  Donald Miller 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #29:  Mr. & Mrs. Stanley Mitick     Response to Comment #29:  Mr. & Mrs. Stanley Mitick 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #30:  Karen Nelson       Response to Comment #30:  Karen Nelson 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #30:  Karen Nelson (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #31:  Elaine Nice        Response to Comment #31:  Elaine Nice 
 
 

     No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #32:  Harvey Nice        Response to Comment #32:  Harvey Nice 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #33:  Phyllis Ottens       Response to Comment #33:  Phyllis Ottens 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 

Response to Comment #33:  Phyllis Ottens (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #34:  Edwin L. Rahn       Response to Comment #34:  Edwin L. Rahn 
 

 
           
      No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #35:  Lynn Reimer        Response to Comment #35:  Lynn Reimer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #36:  Scott Rickels       Response to Comment #36:  Scott Rickels 
 

 
 
    No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #37:  Rich Sawyer        Response to Comment #37:  Rich Sawyer 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #37:  Rich Sawyer (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #38:  Robert J. Schick       Response to Comment #38:  Robert J. Schick 
 
 

 
     No Response Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #39:  Louis & Kathy Sedig       Response to Comment #39:  Louis & Kathy Sedig 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #40:  Dolores Nice-Siegenthaler     Response to Comment #40:  Dolores Nice-Siegenthaler 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
           

Response to Comment #40:  Dolores Nice-Siegenthaler (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #41:  Robert L. Shambaugh      Response to Comment #41:  Robert L. Shambaugh 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
          Response to Comment #41:  Robert L. Shambaugh (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #42:  Ron Shank        Response to Comment #42:  Ron Shank 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 

Response to Comment #42:  Ron Shank (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #43:  Bob Soesbe         Response to Comment #43:  Bob Soesbe 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #44:  James Stern        Response to Comment #44:  James Stern 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #45:  Viola Stralow       Response to Comment #45:  Viola Stralow 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #46:  Ervin Stuart       Response to Comment #46:  Ervin Stuart 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #47:  Doug Vandermyde       Response to Comment #47:  Doug Vandermyde 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #48:  Richard Vandermyde      Response to Comment #48:  Richard Vandermyde 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #49:  David J. Weber      Response to Comment #49:  David J. Weber 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #50:  Ron E. Weimer       Response to Comment #50:  Ron E. Weimer 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #51:  Jeff and Linda Wetzell      Response to Comment #51:  Jeff and Linda Wetzell 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 

   Response to Comment #51:  Jeff and Linda Wetzell (cont.) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #52:  Jon Whitney        Response to Comment #52:  Jon Whitney 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #53:  Vern Wiersema       Response to Comment #53:  Vern Wiersema 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #54:  Mr. & Mrs. Wolf       Response to Comment #54:  Mr. & Mrs. Wolf 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
           Response to Comment #54:  Mr. & Mrs. Wolf (cont.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #55:  Marianne Biagi      Response to Comment #55:  Marianne Biagi 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel  
Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2010 2:49 PM 
To: Kingry, Peggy M; Nelson, Jason T 
Subject: Web Email from Marianne Biagi - #65331 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/22/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65331. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 

Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           goddessmab@earthlink.net  
Sent:           Wednesday, September 8, 2010 11:28 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Marianne Biagi  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Marianne Biagi  
Address:        604 Greenwood Dr  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Home #:         815-956-0222  

Question:   
I vote a BIG NO to the proposed bypass project. Morrison's schools and library both are 
suffering in this poor economy and the proposed budget could be used to help the schools 
and the library.  The library needs more books, more computers and more staff.  I don't think 
building a bigger roadway will enhance the quality of Morrison.  I'm afraid Morrison's 
economy will die without through traffic.  And the noise and air pollution are also a big 
concerns for me.  NO NO NO BUILD.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Thursday, September 09, 2010 11:10 AM 
To: goddessmab@earthlink.net; Peggy MKingry; Jason TNelson; GabrielCouris 
Cc: Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Carla Kelly; Bridgett Jacquot; Jill Calhoun; Lisa Askew 
Subject: Web Email from Marianne Biagi - #65331 
 

Dear Ms. Biagi:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
We understand your concern about the proposed route bypassing the city of Morrison. IDOT is 
currently assessing the potential impacts of this bypass route.  As a part of the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for this project, IDOT is analyzing the economic and 
social impacts of bypassing Morrison.  In addition, IDOT will be proposing potential mitigation 
measures to avoid some of the anticipated impacts and will be working with the city of Morrison 
to implement these measures.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  

   

  

 
 

mailto:goddessmab@earthlink.net
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html


 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #56:  William Bird      Response to Comment #56:  William Bird 
 
From: Kelly, Carla J <Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from William Bird - #65099 
To: "Shelia Hudson" <hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Friday, August 27, 2010, 6:48 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, 
Please  respond on or before  9/10/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files 
including a  reference to control # 65099. Your prompt attention is greatly 
appreciated. 
Carla Kelly  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           william.bird@srfc.com  
Sent:           Friday, August 27, 2010 2:49 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from William Bird  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           William Bird  
Address:        101 E. Wall St.  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Work #:         815-772-8100  
Home #:         815-772-4357  
Question:   
After reviewing the proposed project and routes, I would vote for the no build option.  I'm 
not convinced this is a wise use of my tax dollars.  The current rt 30 works reasonably well 
and the amount of very valuable cropland that will be used is considerable. 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 01, 2010 10:23 AM 
To: william.bird@srfc.com 
Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Jennifer J Williams; R Marruffo; Jill 
Calhoun; Lisa Askew 
Subject: Re: Web Email from William Bird - #65099 

Dear Mr. Bird:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and input 
are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by IDOT and the 
Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six proposed 
U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct 
preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as a “no-
build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this project 
study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure that they are 
incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or concerns 
about the study, or would like to learn more about the project you are welcome to again visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-
8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

  

U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  

 

 

  

mailto:Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov
mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net
mailto:william.bird@srfc.com
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html


 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #57:  Albert Drews       Response to Comment #57:  Albert Drews 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Albert Drews - #64934 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Thursday, August 19, 2010, 3:44 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/2/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 64934. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           Drewsla@frontier.com  
Sent:           Thursday, August 19, 2010 11:37 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Albert Drews  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Albert Drews  
Address:        16911 Tanglewild Drive  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Home #:         815-772-4598  
Question:   
It is difficult not to be opinionated since our property is close to Routes 1, 4 and we look on 
this as a bad situation.  However, putting this aside and looking at the pros and cons listed, I 
believe that 3 or 6 could be the best routes. 
Either will be close to the industrial park which might help future development there.  Either 
seems to be the most straight forward route of getting around and past Morrison.  Bunker Hill 
Road exists for part of the way which might decrease the number of land parcels that would 
need to be split. 

Originally I thought that following 30 as closely as possible would be best since it might minimize 

disruption of property.  But if moving trucks through this area is an important concern, then the 
straightest route is most effective! 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2010 12:34 PM 
To: Drewsla@frontier.com 
Cc: gabriel couris; Carla Kelly; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; 
Jill Calhoun 
Subject: Web Email from Albert Drews - #64934 
 
 
Dear Mr. Drews:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed US 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct 
preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as 
a          “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project you are welcome to again 
visit the project website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline 
at                    1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team 

 

 
 

mailto:Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov
mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net
mailto:Drewsla@frontier.com
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html


 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #58:  Kathy Huizenga      Response to Comment #58:  Kathy Huizenga 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Kathy - #65356 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Friday, September 10, 2010, 9:07 AM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/24/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65356. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           krhuiz@gmail.com  
Sent:           Thursday, September 9, 2010 12:59 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Kathy  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Kathy  
Address:        11266 Bunker Hill rd  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Work #:         815-772-3896  

Question:   
I think north route closest to town would be the best choice. It is still close enough to town for local 

trade, it will be on the right side of town for easy access to the thompson prison. Will take up less 

quality farm ground. 

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 1:04 PM 
To: krhuiz@gmail.com 
Cc: Couris, Gabriel; Kelly, Carla J; Williams, Jennifer J; Marruffo, Rebecca A; Mike Walton; 
Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; Jill Calhoun 
Subject: Web Email from Kathy - #65356 
 

Dear Ms. Rhuiz:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov
mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net
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Comment #59:  Eric Johnson       Response to Comment #59:  Eric Johnson 
 
From: Kelly, Carla J <Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Eric Johnson - #65252 
To: "Shelia Hudson" <hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Friday, September 3, 2010, 6:05 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/17/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65252. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Carla Kelly  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           ejohnson@jtcullenco.com  
Sent:           Friday, September 3, 2010 5:00 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Eric Johnson  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Eric Johnson  
Address:        901 31st Ave  
                PO Box 311  
                Fulton, IL  61252  
Work #:         815-589-2412  
Home #:         563-249-5887  
Question:   
My 1st choice on route alignment would be the Southern Alt.6 to the current connection at Moline 
Rd to I88 to keep Morrison involved. But if Morrison is not interested in making the needed 
improvements to 4-lane Hwy 30. Then I would support the Northern route Alt.1 to the same Moline 
road spur onto I88. There is no real need to make further 4-lane improvements beyond Moline Road 
into Rockfalls. 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 3:49 PM 
To: ejohnson@jtcullenco.com 
Cc: gabriel couris; Carla Kelly; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; 
Jill Calhoun; R Marruffo 
Subject: Web Email from Eric Johnson - #65252 
 
Dear Mr. Johnson:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   

U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov
mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net
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 Comment #60:  Debbie McDonnell      Response to Comment #60:  Debbie McDonnell 
 
From: Kelly, Carla J <Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Debbie McDonnell - #64853 
To: "Shelia Hudson" <hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Monday, August 16, 2010, 5:01 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  8/30/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  reference to 
control # 64853. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Carla Kelly  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           sharpgrl2@yahoo.com  
Sent:           Saturday, August 14, 2010 3:17 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Debbie McDonnell  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Debbie McDonnell  
Address:        1712 Ridgewood Drive  
                Morrison, il  61270  
Home #:         815-772-7519  
Question:   
Morrison is a picturesque Illinois town with much history. The beautiful homes along route 30 and 
it's quaint downtown area are admired by thousands that drive through each year.  It's a gem of a 
city that the state of Illinois can be proud of. 
Although I would prefer that route 30 be improved and continue to wander through our fair city, if 
not possible, then PLEASE consider the new path of route 30 to head south of town.   
As we all know too well, small communities are stuggeling to survive. Citizens and the City of 
Morrison have put much thought, time, and money into the industrial park area south of town.  
Intentions were to have easy access to route 88 and route 78, and encourage new business to 
build here.  South of Morrison is a perfect fit for the new route 30 project.  It would continue another 
easy road access for the industrial park.   
Morrison is looking to the future and wants to grow.  Along with that thought is housing expansion.  
SOUTH OF TOWN is not suitable for housing.  Along with the industrial park, there is a creek that 
runs in the area, a hog farm, a salvage yard and route 88.  These fore mentioned all have their 
place, but do not encourage home sites. A SOUTH by-pass would route closer to the new ball park 
just completed by the City. 
NORTH OF TOWN we have many new housing areas, with more beautiful wooded lots being made 
available for purchase.  The state park is north of town making this area very serene and desirable 
for family living.  Strolling by the covered bridge or biking to the park are all luxuries offered to 
families by the City of Morrison at the NORTH end of town.   
PLEASE don't let Morrison become another small town casualty of a by-pass.   
Help Morrison continue to offer quality, affordable housing possibilities and plan for future growth.  
Respectfully,  
Debbie McDonnell 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2010 7:16 AM 
To: sharpgrl2@yahoo.com 
Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Jill Calhoun; Bridgett Jacquot; 
Lisa Askew 
Subject: Web Email from Debbie McDonnell - #64853 

  
August 20, 2010 
   
   

Dear Ms. McDonnell:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
We understand your concern about the proposed route bypassing the city of Morrison. IDOT is 
currently assessing the potential impacts of this bypass route.  As a part of the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for this project, IDOT is analyzing the economic and 
social impacts of bypassing Morrison.  In addition, IDOT will be proposing potential mitigation 
measures to avoid some of the anticipated impacts and will be working with the city of Morrison 
to implement these measures.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed US 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct 
preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as a 
“no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project you are welcome to again 
visit the project website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-
866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  

 

 

mailto:Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov
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 Comment #61:  John Prange       Response to Comment #61:  John Prange 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from John Prange - #65211 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Thursday, September 2, 2010, 11:58 AM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/16/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65211. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           prangfam@mchsi.com  
Sent:           Wednesday, September 1, 2010 7:45 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from John Prange  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           John Prange  
Address:        701 N Genesee  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Home #:         815-772-3866  

Question:   
I favor the southern route and using as much of the existing Rt 30 as possible in order to reduce costs.  

The southern route provides easy access to the industrial park and potential future development.  It 

also would more efficiently accommodate traffic approaching from the south wishing to travel either 
east or west - that traffic would not have to go through town.  There seems to be minimal traffic from 

the north needing to access the bi-pass should the northern route be chosen.  That would also keep the 

more primitive and wooded land to the north, including the area close to the park, untouched. The 
southern route seems to make the most sense based on the information I have reviewed.  Thanks for 

the opportunity to be involved.  John Prange, Member Morrison Area Development Corp. 

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 12:55 PM 
To: prangfam@mchsi.com 
Cc: gabriel couris; Carla Kelly; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; 
Jill Calhoun; R Marruffo 
Subject: Re: Web Email from John Prange - #65211 
 
Dear Mr. Prange:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

 

U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  
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 Comment #62:  William R. Shirk      Response to Comment #62:  William R. Shirk 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from William R. Shirk - #65347 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Thursday, September 9, 2010, 3:42 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/23/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  reference to 
control # 65347. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           wrshirk@yahoo.com  
Sent:           Thursday, September 9, 2010 8:01 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from William R. Shirk  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           William R. Shirk  
Address:        102 Olive Street  
                Morrison, IL  61270-0389  
Work #:         815-772-7231  
Home #:         815-772-3604  
Question:   
I am a homeowner, farm land owner and business owner. Please keep my name on your mailing 
list, but please correct my name from "Shirte" to "Shirk". 
Comments:  
I strongly oppose all alignments north of Morrison for the reasons listed.  I am a supporter of the 
project but if the alignment is north, I will no longer support the project and change to an opponent 
of the project.  The reasons I oppose the north project are as follows: 
1.  Cut off Morrison from the Morrison Rockwood State Park.  
2.  No reasonable access road from any interchange north of Morrison to the City of Morrison  
3.  Less likely for people to continue through Morrison  
4.  In totality, a much more harmful effect on the businesses of Morrison.  
5.  Will eliminate the area that is most suitable in all aspects for future housing development in 
Morrison.  
6.  The southern route is the more likely area for development of commercial and industrial.  
7.  The area around the north route will be very less desirable for business or industrial 
development than the southern route. 
8.  The north alignment was overwhelmingly opposed by the CAG members.  
9.  More disruption of established housing development areas.  
10.  Will not assist in the future assistance for Route 78 around the City of Morrison and a railroad 
underpass.  

Thank you.  

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 1:45 PM 
To: wrshirk@yahoo.com 
Cc: gabriel couris; Carla Kelly; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; R 
Marruffo; Jill Calhoun 
Subject: Web Email from William R. Shirk - #65355 
 

Dear Mr. Shirk:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  
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 Comment #63:  Faith Slater       Response to Comment #63:  Faith Slater 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Faith Slater - #65154 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Tuesday, August 31, 2010, 4:38 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/14/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65154. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           tfslater@frontiernet.net  
Sent:           Tuesday, August 31, 2010 9:10 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Faith Slater  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Faith Slater  
Address:        12435 Lyndon Road  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Home #:         815-778-0290  

Question:   
Alternative 6 will make the homes along Bunker Hill from being rural, residential properties on a 

country road, to homes with highway frontage.  This will change the marketablity of these home and 

negatively affect their re-sale value.  Our home will no longer be 2.5 miles from Route 30, but .5 miles 
from Route 30. The traffic noise will increase, and the safety of our family home and children will be 

decrease.  Many people drive Route 30 out from Chicago, through Morrison and on to Iowa.  We 

purchased this property to get away from the traffic and noise of the Chicago suburbs and do not wish 
to have the serenity of our home removed.   

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Thursday, September 02, 2010 3:50 PM 
To: tfslater@frontiernet.net 
Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Jill Calhoun; 
Lisa Askew; R Marruffo 
Subject: Web Email from Faith Slater - #65154 
 

Dear Ms. Slater:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   

U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  
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 Comment #64:  Barton Smith       Response to Comment #64:  Barton Smith 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Barton Smith - #65327 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Wednesday, September 8, 2010, 10:53 AM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/22/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65327. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           bartongsmith@mchsi.com  
Sent:           Wednesday, September 8, 2010 10:08 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Barton Smith  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Barton Smith  
Address:        200 North Sawyer Road  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Work #:         815-772-7070  
Home #:         815-772-7627  
Question:   
Alternative 5 would be the best. My main concern is that Lincoln Highway is a historic byway. 
Because of this, they do not allow new billboards to be put up along the Lincoln Highway 
route. We need to address this concern if the 4 lane bypass gets built. Especially the west 
and east side of Morrison, where the 4 lane will start going around the town. This will lessen 
the affect of the 4 lane bypass.  
Alternative 4 going north of town is not a good idea. The roads in that part of town need to be 
beefed up in town. I do not think home owners of these roads will like their quiet road being 
busy. Also I think alternative 5 would be best because of future development possiblites more 
than any other alternative. I am home owner in the north part of town. I am the owner of the 
DQ Grill & Chill restruant on US 30. Also involved in Morrison Chamber and Morrison 
Business Advisory Group. 

                                  Thank you  
                                  Barton Smith  

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 11:53 AM 
To: bartongsmith@mchsi.com 

Cc: gabriel couris; Carla Kelly; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Lisa Askew; Jill Calhoun; R 
Marruffo 

Subject: Web Email from Barton Smith - #65327 
 

Dear Mr. Smith:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and input are an 
important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by IDOT and the Project Study 
Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
We have reviewed your comment and our response is noted below: 
  
Alternative 5 would be the best. My main concern is that Lincoln Highway is a historic byway. Because of this, 
they do not allow new billboards to be put up along the Lincoln Highway route. We need to address this 
concern if the 4 lane bypass gets built. Especially the west and east side of Morrison, where the 4 lane will 
start going around the town. This will lessen the affect of the 4 lane bypass. 
  
As you indicated, outdoor advertising signs are prohibited from being built along the existing historic Lincoln 
Highway.  However, directional or other official signs of the city of Morrison can still be erected.  Also, there are 
different types of signage that is erected by the Department that can be used to direct traffic to various 
attractions in the city.  Any new alignment (such as a north or south bypass of Morrison) will not have the 
Historic Lincoln Highway designation.  Therefore, an outdoor advertising sign could be constructed along the 
new highway as long as it meets the zoning and spacing requirements.  
  
IDOT is currently assessing the potential impacts of the bypass alignments.  As a part of the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for this project, IDOT is analyzing the economic and social impacts of 
bypassing Morrison.  In addition, IDOT will be working with the city of Morrison to identify opportunities for the 
city to promote themselves and the businesses that are located in town.   
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six proposed U.S. 
Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct preliminary 
engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this project study as it 
develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure that they are incorporated into 
the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or concerns about the 
study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project website at 
www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  
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 Comment #65:  Betty Steinert      Response to Comment #65:  Betty Steinert 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Betty Steinert - #65335 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Wednesday, September 8, 2010, 3:42 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/22/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65335. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           bsteinert@whiteside.org  
Sent:           Wednesday, September 8, 2010 12:53 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Betty Steinert  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           Betty Steinert  
Address:        200 East Knox Street  
                Morrison, IL  61270  
Work #:         815-772-5247  
Home #:         815-772-4766  

Question:   
My selection on the route that should be selected from the West to the East is follow option 6, 
then pickup on option 2, to option 6 through to option 1 to stay south of Morrison and follow 
existing Route 30 to I88, Route 30 & Moline Road intersection.  This keeps the road away 
from most of the residental growth and area on the North side of town where most of the new 
residental growth will be.  This route need to stay South of town for connection to the 
Industrial Park for growth and to allow for new commercial development along the new 
corridor. 

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Thursday, September 09, 2010 10:41 AM 
To: Betty Steinert 
Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; R Marruffo; 
Jill Calhoun; Lisa Askew 
Subject: Web Email from Betty Steinert - #65335 
 

Dear Ms. Steinert:  
   
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and 
input are an important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by 
IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
   
We understand your concern about the proposed route bypassing the city of Morrison. IDOT is 
currently assessing the potential impacts of this bypass route.  As a part of the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for this project, IDOT is analyzing the economic and 
social impacts of bypassing Morrison.  In addition, IDOT will be proposing potential mitigation 
measures to avoid some of the anticipated impacts and will be working with the city of Morrison 
to implement these measures.  
   
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six 
proposed U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to 
conduct preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as 
well as a “no-build” alternative.  
   
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this 
project study as it develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure 
that they are incorporated into the project study record.  
   
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or 
concerns about the study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project 
website at www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 
(1-866-768-8330).  
   

Sincerely,  

   
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team  
  

 
 

mailto:Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov
mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net
mailto:bsteinert@whiteside.org
http://www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html


 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 Comment #66:  Connie Vegter      Response to Comment #66:  Connie Vegter 
 
From: Couris, Gabriel <Gabriel.Couris@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from Connie Vegter - #64968 
To: hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net 
Date: Monday, August 23, 2010, 2:02 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/6/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 64968. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Gabriel Couris  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           vegterc@yahoo.com  
Sent:           Saturday, August 21, 2010 11:51 AM  
Subject:        Web Mail from Connie Vegter  
Web Page:       IDOT Home Page  
Name:           Connie Vegter  
Address:        9052 Rick Road  
                Morrison, Il  61270  
Home #:         815-772-2860  

Question:   
I ask that you not use the northern routes because they go right thru my farm.  my husband passed 

away 4 years ago and this farm and a little social security are all I have to live on.  My son-in-law runs 

the farm and what would be left would be across the 4-lane road and would not amount to much.  I 
only have 200 acres tillable.  They also have children I would not wanting to cross the road to visit me 

as I would be on one side and they on the other.  Also, it goes thru a timber across Millard road that I 

think is  part of a century farm owned by the Abbotts. It is pretty much a virgin timber and a home to 
many deer and turkeys.  I also have several cranes nesting in my ponds that would be very close to the 

road, I don't know that they would stay.  I think the best option is to just forget the project or to widen 

the current road.  Thank you for listening to me. 

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 10:42 AM 
To: vegterc@yahoo.com 
Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Jill Calhoun; Lisa 
Askew 
Subject: Web Email from Connie Vegter - #64968 
 
Dear Mrs. Vegter:  
 

Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and input are an 
important element of the project study.  They will be taken into consideration by IDOT and the Project Study 
Group (PSG) as the project study continues.  
 

We have reviewed your comments and our responses are noted below:  
 

1)    I ask that you not use the northern routes because they go right thru my farm.  my husband passed away 

4 years ago and this farm and a little social security are all I have to live on.  My son-in-law runs the farm and 
what would be left would be across the 4-ne road and would not amount to much.  I only have 200 acres 
tillable.   
 

Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six proposed 
U.S. Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct 
preliminary engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as a “no-
build” alternative.  
 

2)     I think the best option is to just forget the project or to widen the current road.  

The existing and projected traffic on U.S. Route 30 in Whiteside County has been studied extensively as 
part of this project.  Through traffic engineering studies, it was determined that a three-lane improvement 
would not meet traffic capacity requirements as set forth in federal and state polices for new roadway 
construction.  Therefore, such an improvement would not meet the goals of the Purpose and Need 
identified as the need to improve traffic capacity, reduce traffic congestion, improve safety, provide for an 
increase in traffic demand, and to provide roadway continuity.   
 

Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this project study as it 
develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure that they are incorporated into 
the project study record.  
 

Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or concerns about the 
study, or would like to learn more about the project you are welcome to again visit the project website at 
www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at  1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330).  
 

Sincerely,  

 

 U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team 
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 Comment #67:  Judy Zuidema      Response to Comment #67:  Judy Zuidema 
 
From: Kelly, Carla J <Carla.Kelly@illinois.gov> 
Subject: Web Email from judy zuidema - #65056 
To: "Shelia Hudson" <hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Wednesday, August 25, 2010, 5:22 PM 

For your response. This inquiry was sent to the IDOT Web Email Response System, Please  
respond on or before  9/8/2010. Also cc: Carla Kelly & me for IDOT files including a  
reference to control # 65056. Your prompt attention is greatly appreciated. 
Carla Kelly  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
-----Original Message-----  
From:           galleryonmain@fronternet.net  
Sent:           Wednesday, August 25, 2010 12:58 PM  
Subject:        Web Mail from judy zuidema  
Web Page:       US30  
Name:           judy zuidema  
Address:        204 ash avenue  
                Morrison , Il  61270  
Home #:         815-772-2607  

Question:   
We own a building on Main Street Morrison and if the bypass goes around the town it will devistate 

the community.  Factories are a thing of the past and tourism is what is going to support us and people 

like the back roads that bring them to the small communities.  I know someone that received a letter 
and a new road would go right through their new house.  You people don't have a clue as to the real 

world. 

 

 From: shelia hudson [mailto:hudson.shelia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2010 2:43 PM 
To: galleryonmain@fronternet.net 

Cc: Carla Kelly; gabriel couris; Jennifer J Williams; Mike Walton; Bridgett Jacquot; Jill Calhoun; Lisa Askew; R 
Marruffo 

Subject: Web Email from judy zuidema - #65056 
 

Dear Ms. Zuidema: 
  
Thank you for expressing an interest in the U.S. Route 30 Corridor project.  Your comments and input will be 
taken into consideration by IDOT and the Project Study Group (PSG). 
  
We have reviewed your comments and our responses are noted below: 
  
1.)    If the bypass goes around the town it will devastate the community.  

  
As part of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for this project, IDOT is analyzing the 
economic and social impacts of bypassing Morrison.  In addition, IDOT will be working with the city of Morrison 
to identify opportunities for the city to promote themselves and the businesses that are located in town.  
  
2.) I know someone that received a letter and a new road would go right through their new house. 

  
We are still evaluating and making adjustments to the alignments to minimize impacts and will continue to do 
so throughout this preliminary engineering phase.  
  
Over the next several months, we will be reviewing all comments received regarding the six proposed U.S. 
Route 30 Corridor alignments.  This information will be utilized as we continue to conduct preliminary 
engineering and environmental screening on the preliminary alignments, as well as a “no-build” alternative. 
  
Please be aware that additional opportunities will be available for you to provide input on this project study as it 
develops.  Your questions and comments are appreciated and we will ensure that they are incorporated into 
the project study record. 
  
Thank you for your participation and interest in the project.  If you have further questions or concerns about the 
study, or would like to learn more about the project, please visit the project website at 
www.dot.il.gov/us30/index1.html or contact the project hotline at 1-866-ROUTE30 (1-866-768-8330). 
  
Sincerely, 
  
U.S. Route 30 Project Study Team 
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