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 Phase I Report Approval 

 
Key Route: FAP 326 Marked Route/Road Name: IL 47 
 
F.A. Route: FAP 326 Job Number: P-93-039-08 Contract No.: 66825 
 
Section: (109, 110)R Project Length: 4.5 miles 
 PPS No.: 3-04747-0010  
 
Location/Limits: From approximately 2,000' south of Caton Farm Road to approximately 700' south of IL 71 in Yorkville.  
 
County: Kendall 
 General Description of Existing Facility: This section of IL 47 was constructed in 1929 and is part of the National 
Highway System.  It is classified as an Other Principal Arterial and a Class II truck route.  The surrounding land use is 
primarily agricultural with some residential and commercial.  From IL 71 to approximately one (1) mile south, IL 47 lies 
within the City of Yorkville corporate limits.  The existing posted speed limit varies from 45 to 55 mph.  The existing typical 
section generally consists of one (1) 11’-12’ wide through lane in each direction with 3’ wide HMA shoulders and variable 
width aggregate shoulders.  Auxiliary turn lanes exist at various locations.  There are two major box culverts within project 
limits:  a double 8’x6’ (SN 047-2010) carrying IL 47 over a Tributary to West Aux Sable Creek and a double 12’x7’ (SN 
047-2006) carrying IL 47 over Middle Aux Sable Creek.   
 
This project will match into two (2) adjacent add-lanes projects, which are currently under construction:  IL 47 from Sherrill 
Road to Caton Farm Road (Contract 66B84) and IL 71 from IL 47 to Orchard Road (Contract 66883). 
 
Between Caton Farm Road and Walker Road, a narrow strip of Com Ed property (former ROW of the Fox and Illinois 
Union Electric Railroad) borders the IL 47 west ROW line.  The Com Ed property moves from the west side of IL 47 to the 
east side of IL 47 at Walker Road.  IDOT maintains a 25’-30’ wide permanent easement within the Com Ed property for 
highway purposes.  There are approximately 100 large power poles adjacent to IL 47 within project limits.  The power 
poles are located within the Com Ed property from Caton Farm Road to the southern property line of the Windett Ridge 
subdivision.  North of there, the power poles are located within the IL 47 east ROW.  Several pipelines cross the IL 47 
corridor within project limits.  See Appendix B for additional utility information. 
 
Maintenance records indicate a history of pavement flooding at the Tributary to West Aux Sable Creek (SN 047-2010 at 
Caton Farm Road), Middle Aux Sable Creek (SN 047-2006 north of Walker Road), the Ament Road intersection and the 
IDOT maintenance facility north of Ament Road.   
 
The 2011 Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volumes range from 7,770 vehicles per day (vpd) at the south end of the project to 
10,225 vpd at the north end.  Turning movement volumes for the side roads are small.  Saravanos Drive is the only 
signalized intersection within project limits.  The existing traffic signals at Saravanos Drive were installed in 2006 by a 
private developer via permit and are currently not warranted based on existing traffic volumes.  All other intersections 
within the project limits are stop controlled on only the side road approaches.  This segment of IL 47 is designated as a 
Significant (RED) route in the Safety Engineering Policy Memorandum 3-07.   
 
During the five (5) year period from 2009 to 2013 there were 34 crashes, of which 12 crashes (35.3%) resulted in 21 
injuries (3 Type A, 8 Type B and 1 Type C).  There were no fatalities.  The intersection of IL 47 and Walker Road was 
reported as a 5% location for the year 2012.  Rear-end (9), angle (6) and turning (4) crashes accounted for over half 
(55.9%) of all crashes, indicating a need for additional roadway capacity, auxiliary turn lanes and/or intersection 
improvements.  The addition of warranted through and auxiliary turn lanes would remove turning vehicles from the 
through traffic flow and increase maneuvering room for crash avoidance.  Wider paved shoulders and curb and gutter with 
associated reductions in the posted speed limit should reduce fixed object collisions, which accounted for 5 (14.7%) 
crashes.  The addition of a median would reduce the probability of sideswipe collisions in the opposite direction, which 
also accounted for 5 (14.7%) crashes, by increasing separation between opposing traffic.   
 
 Printed 10/30/2015 1 BDE 2601 (Rev. 11/03/14) 





ROADWAY FACT SHEET 
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

 
ROUTE:  FAP 326 (IL 47) 
SECTION:  (109, 110)R 
COUNTY:  KENDALL 
 
 
1. Contract No.:  66825 State Job No.:  P-93-039-08 
 
2. Highway Functional Classification:  Other Principal Arterial 

 
3. Is this a significant or approaching significant route?  Yes – significant route.  

If a significant route, are mobility goals met?  Yes – see Traffic Management Plan in 
Appendix A.   
 

4. Truck Route Classification:  Class II 
 
5. Type of Improvement & Design Policy:  IL 47 will be reconstructed to provide two (2) 

through lanes in each direction with appropriate auxiliary turn lanes.  The project will 
follow both Rural Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) and Suburban SRA design policy 
(Chapter 46 of the BDE Manual).   

 
6. Proposed Project Funding (Must be compatible with selected design guidelines):  NHPP 
 
7. Current ADT:  7,700 to 10,225 (2011) % Trucks in ADT:   5.4%  S.U.    18.3%  M.U. 

Anticipated Construction ADT (Year):  9,925 to 12,325 (2020) 
 
8. Surrounding Land Use:   Agricultural, Residential and Commercial  
 
 EXISTING PROPOSED 
 
9. Right-of-Way Width:  Varies   Varies  
 
10. No. of Lanes:  2 @ 11’   4 @ 12’/13’  
 
11. Roadway Width:  40’   104’ / 68’  
 
12. Traveled Way Width:  22’   2 @ 24’/25’  
 
13. Shoulder or Curb Type:  3’ HMA / 6’ Agg  8’ HMA/2’ Agg./2’ Turf  
      B-6.24 (suburban)  
 
14. Posted Speed:  45 / 50 / 55 mph   45 / 55 mph   
 
15. Design Speed:     45 / 60 mph  
 
16. Clear Zone Width (Rural):     30’  

Operational Offset (Suburban Minimum):     1.5’ (face of curb)  
Clear Zone Width (Suburban with 1:4 slopes):   24’-28’  

 Clear Runout Area (Suburban Desirable with 1:3 slopes):  12.5’-14.5’ (from toe)  
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17. Pavement Surface Condition (CRS)  (YEAR):  5.8 (2013)   

 
18. Describe existing conditions or proposed highway improvements adjacent to project 

limits:  Projects involving the expansion of IL 47 from two (2) to four (4) lanes south of 
Caton Farm Road and north of IL 71 are under construction.  A project involving the 
expansion of IL 71 from two (2) to four (4) lanes is being designed and is funded for 
construction in the multi-year program.    
 

19. Are there any bridges in this construction section?    Yes  X  No 
Give description of what must be done to each bridge in this segment and when work will 
be accomplished (See Structure Fact Sheet):   
 
  N/A   N/A  
 

20. What has the field check indicated for culvert extensions, side road culvert improvements, 
and other safety work?  Use a straight-line diagram or schematic plan to indicate 
proposed work including culvert extensions, guardrail, etc.:   The majority of culverts 
within project limits will need to be replaced since the widening will eliminate the existing 
ditches.  The major box culvert that crosses IL 47 immediately south of Caton Farm Road 
(SN 047-2010 – Tributary to West Aux Sable Creek) is in good condition and will be 
extended.  The major box culvert that crosses IL 47 north of Walker Road (SN 047-2006 
– Middle Aux Sable Creek) is under-reinforced and will need to be replaced.  See the 
Culvert Rehabilitation Diagram in Appendix A for a depiction of proposed culverts and 
existing culverts to be removed.  Safety work will include extending the major box culverts 
beyond the clear zone and providing traversable end sections for the minor culverts as 
well as wider shoulders and flatter slopes in many areas.   
 

21. Will ditch cleaning be necessary with this improvement?   X  Yes    No 
 

22. What has a review of crash data shown?   During the five (5) year study period from 
January 2009 to December 2013, there were a total of 34 crashes resulting in 21 injuries 
and no fatalities.  There were 22 property damage only crashes and 12 personal injury 
crashes.  The five (5) most common crash types (accounting for 85.3% of the crashes) 
were rear-end collisions at 26.5% (9), angle collisions at 17.6% (6), striking a fixed-object 
at 14.7% (5), sideswipes in the opposite direction at 14.7% (5) and turning collisions at 
11.8% (4).  Of these crashes, 64.7% (22) occurred under clear weather and 61.8% (21) 
under dry road conditions.       
 

23. List and indicate reasons for any design exceptions:   See Appendix B for the approved 
design exception requests and related discussions within the IDOT/FHWA coordination 
meeting minutes.   
 

24. Is resurfacing thickness in accordance with Department pavement rehabilitation criteria 
(see Chapter 53)? 

 
  X  Yes    No;  Reason(s)     
 
25. How will traffic be maintained during construction?  Staged construction.  See Traffic 

Management Plan in Appendix A. 
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26. Are there any railroad crossings involved?    Yes  X  No 
 
• RR Data: Trains/Day     # Tracks     Speed of Trains     

 
• RR Crossing Protection:  Existing:     Changes Proposed:     Yes    No 

 
• Type of proposed improvements at RR crossing:     

 
 EXISTING PROPOSED 

27. Sidewalks  Stagecoach Crossing  Maintain Existing  
    Windett Ridge Rd.  Extend to IL 47  
    Fairfax Way  Extend to IL 47  
 
28. Bicycle Accommodations (Rural) None  Paved Shoulders  

Bicycle Accommodations (Suburban) None  13’ Outside Lane   
  
29. ADA Accommodations Sidewalk Ramps  Sidewalk Ramps  
 
30. Parking  None  None   
 
31. Lighting   Combination lighting  Combination lighting  
   at Saravanos Drive  at Saravanos Drive   
 
32. Traffic Signals or Other Controls 

(Location)  Signals (Saravanos Dr.)  Signals (Saravanos Dr.)  
 
Are pre-emption devices and/or combination lighting included?  There is combination 
lighting and emergency vehicle pre-emption equipment on the existing traffic signals at 
Saravanos Drive.  The existing traffic signals at Saravanos Drive currently do not meet 
warrants.  Per the discussion during Project Study Group Meeting #2 on June 12, 2012, 
the existing traffic signals will remain until another decision regarding whether or not to 
perpetuate them is made when construction of this project becomes funded.    

 
33. Encroachments:   None identified.  
 
34. Drainage (flood plain, detention, flooding over the roads, etc.):   Maintenance records 

indicate a history of pavement flooding at the Tributary to West Aux Sable Creek (SN 
047-2010 at Caton Farm Road), Middle Aux Sable Creek (SN 047-2006 north of Walker 
Road), the Ament Road intersection and the IDOT maintenance facility north of Ament 
Road.  In 2002, a drainage study was completed to address the flooding near the Ament 
Road intersection and the IDOT maintenance facility.  Two (2) separate drainage projects 
were constructed in 2005 to alleviate the flooding in this area.  Stakeholders continue to 
indicate that the flooding problem still exists.  Zone A floodplain crosses the IL 47 corridor 
transversely at Middle Aux Sable Creek.   

 
35. Any Section 4(f) sites?    Yes  X  No 
 
36. Is an environmental survey request required by Department policy?   X  Yes    No 
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37. If applicable, Metropolitan Planning Organization approval date:  CMAP #09-09-0039, 

approved on October 21, 2014. 
 
38. Permit Status (Sections 404, 402, and 10 Permits, 401 Certification, etc.):  Section 404, 

401 and 402 Permits are required and will be obtained during Phase II. 
 
39. Have any special erosion control or tree retention commitments been made? 
 

   Yes  X  No 
 

If yes, has the District Landscape Architect/Specialist reviewed the commitments? 
 

   Yes    No 
 
40. Are there any existing public education facilities entrances onto the route? 
 [See Section 11:2.08(h)] 
 
    Yes  X  No 
 
 If yes, will they be improved?     Yes    No 
 
41. List agencies with jurisdiction or responsibility for roads and streets, structures, utilities, 

lighting, proposed enhancements, and other facilities within the project limits.  Kendall 
County, Kendall Township and the United City of Yorkville.   
 
Are there proposed jurisdictional transfers:      Yes  X  No 
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Side Road Fact Sheet (Revised May 28, 2015)
ROUTE: FAP 326 (IL Route 47)

SECTION: (109, 110) R

COUNTY: Kendall County

JOB NO.: P-93-039-08

PTB: 154 / Item #30

Road Name IL 47 Station Leg

Functional 

Classification Jurisdiction

Existing ADT 

(2011)

Projected ADT 

(CMAP 2040)

Urban 

BDE/BLR 

Criteria

Rural 

BDE/BLR 

Criteria

Posted / 

Design 

Speeds

Design 

Vehicle 
2, 3

Existing

Width

Urban

BDE/BLR

Width (min) 
4

Rural

BDE/BLR

Width (min)

Urban

Proposed

Width

Rural

Proposed

Width

Existing

Shoulders /

Curb

Proposed 

Shoulders / 

Curb
5

Clear

Zone 
6, 7, 8

Minimum K-Value

of Approach Curve

at IL 47

Provided K-Value

of Approach Curve

at IL 47 Design Exceptions Comments

Caton Farm Road 6636+56.31 West Local Road
Kendall Township

(TR 83)
85 100

BLR Figure 

33-3B
NP/40 WB-50 22' 18'

Varies

22'-36'
3'-5' Agg 4' Agg 6' 64 300

Caton Farm Road 6636+59.57 East Major Collector
Kendall County

(CH 23)
1285 2950

BLR Figure 

33-3A
NP/50 WB-55 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
3' HMA / 2' Agg 3' HMA / 2' Agg 20' 96 139

Walker Road 6689+31.56 West Major Collector
Kendall County

(CH 17)
1095 1600

BLR Figure 

33-3A
NP/50 WB-55 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
4' HMA / 2' Agg 4' HMA / 2' Agg 20' 96 110

Walker Road 6689+32.95 East Local Road
Kendall Township

(TR 58)
575 1500

BLR Figure 

33-3B
NP/50 WB-50 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
1'-3' Agg 4' Agg 20' 96 N/A

Ament Road 6768+81.86 West Local Road
Kendall Township

(TR 75)
600 950

BLR Figure 

33-3B
NP/50 WB-50 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
1'-3' Agg 4' Agg 16' 96 165

Ament Road 6768+87.70 East Local Road
Kendall Township

(TR 75)
250 650

BLR Figure 

33-3B
NP/50 WB-50 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
2'-4' Agg 4' Agg 12' 96 or 25 

9 116

Conservation Drive 6806+08.96 West Local Road Kendall Township
BLR Figure 

33-3E
NP/30 WB-50 24' 20' 26' N/A B-6.24 C&G 3.5' 37 37

Fairfax Way 6815+61.61 East Local Road
United City of 

Yorkville

BLR Figure 

33-3E
30/30 SU 59' 20' 59' B-6.12 C&G B-6.24 C&G 3.5' 37 N/A

Legion Road 6830+89.22 West Local Road
Kendall Township

(TR 71)
830 2050

BLR Figure 

33-3B
40/40 WB-50 22' 22'

Varies

22'-36'
1'-3' Agg 4' Agg 10' 64 or 16 

9 20
K-Value of

Approach Curve

Windett Ridge Road 6830+93.58 East Local Road
United City of 

Yorkville
570 1700

BLR Figure 

33-3E
30/30 SU 59' 22' 59' B-6.12 C&G B-6.24 C&G 3.5' 37 N/A

Bonnie Lane 6837+55.87 West Local Road Kendall Township
BLR Figure 

33-3E
NP/30 WB-50 24' 20' 26' N/A B-6.24 C&G 3.5' 37 44

Saravanos Drive 6848+09 West Local Road Private 247 
1 BLR Figure 

33-3E
NP/30 WB-50 36' 20' B-6.12 C&G N/A 2.5' 37 N/A

Note:  Widths are measured edge to edge of pavement.

1)  Data from IDOT intersection traffic counts (September 2010).

2)  Design vehicle is based on BDE Figure 36-1.R.

3)  On a local (residential) an SU can be the design vehicle, provided a WB-50 can physically make the turn with encroachment in accordance with BDE Figure 36-1.R.

4)  Minimum width is 30' face to face of curb per District 3 policy.

5)  Shoulder widths and material in excess of policy have been provided to match existing conditions, where necessary.

6)  See BLR Figure 35-2A.

7)  The clear zone for uncurbed roads functionally classified as local with an ADT ≤ 400 may be reduced to 6' [BLR Section 35-2.02 (d)].

8)  A minimum horizontal, obstruction-free clearance of 1.5' should be provided as measured from the gutter line of the curb [BLR Section 35-2.02(f)].
9)  Under restricted conditions where the SSD criteria is not pratical, the sag curves at intersection approaches may be based on K=(0.1V)

2
 [BDE Section 36-1.06 (c) (2)].



Checklist for Phase I Reports 
(Reference Chapter 12, BDE Manual) 

 
 
For proposed CE I projects: 

Complete the checklist skipping Section #2 (CE II Projects). 
 
For proposed CE II projects: 

Complete the entire checklist. 
 
For Non-CE projects:  

Use the parts of the checklist after Sections #1 and #2. 
 
 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CE) PROJECT ISSUES 
 
 
1. All CE Projects – Indicators of Potential for Unusual Circumstances 
 

• Requires an individual Section 404 permit N/A   A   See   
 (See Section 28-2 and Checklist Item 35) 
 
• Requires individual water quality certification N/A   A   See   
 from the Illinois Environmental Protection           
 agency (IEPA) (See Section 28-2 and 
 Checklist Item 36) 
 
• Involves stream channelization or relocation N/A   A   See   
 (See Checklist Item 17) 
 
• Involves a stream listed on the Nationwide N/A   A   See   
 Rivers Inventory (See Section 26-20 and 
 Checklist Item 19) 
 
• Involves highway relocation(s) and/or  N/A   A   See App. B  
 acquisition of more than 10 acres (4 ha) 
 total for a non-linear improvement or more 
 than 3 acres/mile (0.75 ha/km) for a linear 
 improvement (See Checklist Item 26) 

 
• Requires substantial changes in access, N/A   A   See   

access control, or travel patterns 
 
• Requires a temporary road, detour or N/A   A   See   

ramp closure, unless the use of such 
 facilities satisfies the conditions discussed 
 in Section 23 1.05(a) 
 

  

8 
S:Studies/Forms/Checklist for Phase I Reports Revised 1-05-15  Revised  D3 1-05-15 



• Exceeds the Illinois Department of Natural N/A   A   See   
Resources (IDNR) threshold for an 

 increase in 100-year water surface 
 elevation, or has potential for a “significant 
 encroachment” in floodplains, as defined 
 in Executive Order 11988 (See Section 26-7 
 and Checklist Item 14) 
 
• Requires the preparation of a Biological N/A   A   See   

Assessment for a Federally-listed 
 threatened or endangered species 
 or their critical habitat (See Section 26-9 
 and Checklist Item 5) 
 
• Involves a designated Nature Preserve, N/A   A   See   

Natural Area, or Land and Water Reserve 
(See Checklist Items 6 and 7)  

  
 
• May result in a “no adverse effect” or an N/A   A   See   

“adverse affect” finding for a historic or 
archaeological resource on or eligible  
for inclusion on the National Register 
of Historic Places (NRHP) (See 
Section 26-5 and Checklist Item 13) 

 
• May involve a “use” of land from a N/A   A   See   

Section 4(f) resource (See Section 
26-2 and Checklist Item 10) 
 

• Has potential for controversy on  N/A   A   See   
Environmental grounds as determined 
By FHWA, or inconsistency with 
Federal, State, or local requirements 
relating to the environment or planning 
 
 

2. CE II Projects – Additional Indicators of Potential for Unusual Circumstances. 
 

In addition to the preceding factors, evaluate the following indicators of potential for unusual 
circumstances for any action proposed as a CE II; 

 
• Involves business and/or residential  N/A   A   See App. D  

displacement(s)/relocation(s)  
 

• May cause economic impacts  N/A   A   See   
 

• May cause change(s) in land use  N/A   A   See   
and economic development 
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• May affect community cohesion  N/A   A   See   
 

• May affect public facilities and services  N/A   A   See   
 

• May involve impacts under Title VI N/A   A   See   
and/or to other protected groups 
 

• May involve Environmental Justice issues  N/A   A   See   
 

• Involves impacts to pedestrian  N/A   A   See   
and/or bicycle facilities 
 

• Involves work within an air quality  N/A   A   See   
nonattainment or maintenance area 
(See Sections 26-11 and 26-12 and 
Checklist Items 29 and 30) 
 

• May require analysis of Mobile Source  N/A   A   See   
Air Toxics (See Section 26-13 and 
Checklist Item 32) 
 

• May require Microscale CO analysis  N/A   A   See App. B  
(See Section 26-14 and Checklist 
Item 31) 
 

• May cause a highway traffic noise  N/A   A   See App. B  
impact (See Section 26-6 and 
Checklist Item 28) 
 

• May involve other natural resource  N/A   A   See App. A  
impacts (See Sections 26-15, 26-16, 
26-17, and 26-18) 
 

• May involve impacts to surface water N/A   A   See App. B  
and/or groundwater resources/quality 
(See Sections 26-19, 26-21, and 26-22 
and Checklist Items 17, 20, 21 and 24) 
 

• May involve impacts to wetlands  N/A   A   See   
(See Section 26-8 and Checklist 
Items 15 and 16) 
 

• May involve special waste sites  N/A   A   See App. B  
(See Section 27-2 and Checklist 
Items 33 and 34)  
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• May involve conversion of Section 6(f)  N/A   A   See   
land (See Section 26-3 and 
Checklist Item 11) or OSLAD land 
(See Section 26-4 and Checklist Item 12) 
 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 
 
 

3. Environmental and Cultural Surveys (See Chapter 27). 
 
 Required for all projects that would involve acquisition of additional right-of-way or 

easements (temporary or permanent), require any in-stream work or a drainage structure 
runaround, or that would potentially affect a recognized Illinois Natural Area Inventory 
Site or dedicated Illinois Nature Preserve, a wetland, or a location where a State- or 
Federal-listed species is known to occur.  The surveys are intended in response to 
submittal of an Environmental Survey Request to Bureau of Design & Environment 
(BDE). 

 
 Environmental and Cultural Surveys  N/A   A   See App. B  
 
 
4. State Endangered Species Act Compliance (See Sections 26-9 and 27-1). 

 
Consultation with Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) is required for projects 
that will jeopardize the continued existence of a State listed species or have an adverse 
impact on its designated habitat.  The consultation is done through the Environmental 
Survey Process (See Section 27-1). 
 
Project exempt from ESR submittal N/A   A   See   
 
BDE Biological Sign-off N/A   A   See App. B  
 
EcoCAT (Expires after 2 years) N/A   A   See   
 
Biological Resource Review  N/A   A   See App. B  
Memorandum and IDNR Response  
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
Incidental Take Authorization N/A   A   See   
 
Conservation Plan N/A   A   See   
 
 

5. Federal Endangered Species Act Compliance (See Section 26-9). 
 
 Coordination with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is required when a project 

“may affect” a Federally listed species or critical habitat.  The early coordination is done 
through the Environmental Survey Process. 
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BDE Biological Sign-off N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Biological Resource Review & USFWS N/A   A   See App. B  
Response 
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
Biological Assessment and Biological N/A   A   See   
Opinion 
 
Conservation Measures N/A   A   See   
 
 

6. Natural Areas and Land and Water Reserves (See Sections 26-9 and 26-19). 
 
Consultation with the IDNR is required when a project is likely to result in the adverse 
modification of a natural area or when an action will disrupt natural vegetation or natural 
communities on a Land and Water Reserve.  Coordination with the IDNR is accomplished 
through the Environmental Survey Process.  For impacts to a Land and Water Reserve, a 
finding is required by the Nature Preserves Commission that the action is in the public 
interest. 
 
Project impacts a Natural Area or N/A   A   See   
a Land and Water Reserve 
 
Biological Resource Review N/A   A   See   
memorandum and IDNR Response 
 
Land and Water Reserves Finding  N/A   A   See   
 
Commitments/Mitigation N/A   A   See   
 
 

7. Nature Preserves. 
 
 It is the public policy of the State to avoid the planning of any action that would adversely 

affect a Nature Preserve.  Coordination with the Illinois Nature Preserves Commission is 
required for projects that have the potential to affect Nature Preserves. 

 
Project involves a Nature Preserve N/A   A   See   
 
Coordination with the Nature N/A   A   See   
Preserves Commission 
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
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8. Tree, Forest, Savanna, and Prairie Resources (See Section 26-16). 
 
Coordination with IDNR is required for projects that would bisect or fragment a 20-acre (8 
ha) or greater block of trees not associated with a stream corridor or involve the loss of 
woody riparian habitat within a stream corridor.  Coordination with IDNR is also required 
for native prairie/savannas of any size that occur on or adjacent to highway right-of-way.  
Coordination with IDNR is accomplished through the Environmental Survey Process.  
Impacts to trees in the urban/suburban environment should be coordinated with a 
community’s urban forester or other appropriate officials (See Section 26-16 and 
Departmental Policy D&E-18). 
 
Project impacts areas of forest larger N/A   A   See   
than 20 acres (8 ha) in size 
 
Project impacts the woody riparian N/A   A   See   
corridor of a stream 
 
Project involves tree removal in the N/A   A   See App. A  
urban/suburban area 
 
Project involves prairie or savanna areas N/A   A   See   
 
Biological Resource Review N/A   A   See App. B  
Memorandum and IDNR Response 
 
Tree Assessment Report and N/A   A   See   
Community Response 
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
Mitigation N/A   A   See D&E-18  
 
 

9. Coordination with USFS/USFWS for Federal Lands (See Section 22-5). 
 

Required for involvement with Federal Lands (e.g., Shawnee National Forest, Midewin 
National Tallgrass Prairie). 
 
USFS/USFWS Response re: Federal Lands N/A   A   See   
 
 

10. Section 4(f) Evaluation (See Section 26-2). 
 
Required for Federally funded or approved projects that would use land from a significant 
publicly owned public park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any land 
from a significant historic site.  Section 4(f) Evaluations are approved by FHWA. 
 
FHWA confirms the property and the N/A   A   See   
proposed use are subject to Section 4(f) 

  

13 
S:Studies/Forms/Checklist for Phase I Reports Revised 1-05-15  Revised  D3 1-05-15 



Proposed use qualifies for a N/A   A   See   
de minimis impact determination 
 
Proposed use qualifies for a  N/A   A   See   
programmatic evaluation 
 
Proposed use requires an individual N/A   A   See   
Section 4(f) evaluation 
 
 

11. Section 6(f) Land Conversion Request (See Section 26-3). 
 
 Required when lands that have Land and Water Conservation (LAWCON) funds involved 

in their purchase or development will be converted to other than public outdoor recreation 
uses. 

 
National Park Service (NPS)/IDNR N/A   A   See   
Section 6(f) Land Conversion Approval 
 

 
12. OSLAD Land Conversion Request (See Section 26-4). 
 
 Required when lands that have Open Space Land Acquisition and Development 

(OSLAD) funds involved in their purchase or development will be converted to other than 
public outdoor recreational uses. 

 
IDNR OSLAD Land Conversion Approval N/A   A   See   
 
 

13. Historic Act Compliance (See Section 26-5. 
 
 Coordination with the Illinois State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is required for 

Federal and/or State funded projects that may affect properties included in or eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  Identification of properties 
on or eligible for the NRHP generally is accomplished through the Environmental Survey 
Process. 

 
Archaeological Resource(s) N/A   A   See   
 
Historic Building(s) N/A   A   See   
 
Historic Bridge(s) N/A   A   See   
 
Historic District(s) N/A   A   See   
 
BDE Cultural Resources Clearance N/A   A   See App. B  
 
SHPO Clearance N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
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Memorandum of Agreement (Results N/A   A   See   
from an approved Section 106 document) 
 
 

14. Floodplain Encroachment Studies (See Section 26-7 of BDE Manual and Section 3-004 
of the IDOT Drainage Manual). 

 
 Required for Federal and State funded projects that would involve encroachments in 

floodplains or that would otherwise affect base (100-year) floodplains. 
 

Project occurs in the 100-year floodplain N/A   A   See LDS  
 

The proposed structure will have an effective waterway opening equal to or greater than the 
existing structure and backwater surface elevations are not expected to increase.  As a result, 
there will be no significant adverse impacts on natural and beneficial flood plain values; there will 
be no significant change in flood risks; and there will be no significant increase in potential for 
interruption or termination of emergency service or emergency evacuation routes; therefore, it has 
been determined that this encroachment is not significant. 
 

Floodplain Encroachment Studies N/A   A   See   
 
 

15. Wetlands Analyses and Compensation (See Section 26-8) 
 
 Required for any project that affects wetlands.  Wetlands are identified, and necessary 

analyses are accomplished and coordinated, through the Environmental Survey Process. 
 

Wetlands identified in the project area N/A   A   See   
 
Project affects wetlands N/A   A   See   
 
Programmatic Review Action (BDE approval) N/A   A   See   
 
Standard Review Action (BDE confers with N/A   A   See   
IDNR) 
 
Results of IDNR and USFWS Coordination N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Wetland Impact Evaluation Form N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
Mitigation N/A   A   See   
 
Wetland Compensation Plan N/A   A   See   
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16. Wetlands Finding (See Section 26-8.05(e)). 
 
 Required for Federally-funded/regulated projects determined to have no practicable 

alternatives that avoid construction in wetlands. 
 

Project involves unavoidable N/A   A   See   
Wetland impacts 

 
Note  -  for CEs that involve wetland impacts: 
 
The FHWA issued a programmatic Wetland Finding for CEs on November 1, 2006 in 
compliance with Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands.  The Programmatic Wetland 
Finding is available for review on IDOT’s website 
at:  http://www.dot.il.gov/desenv/environmental/wetlandfindings.html. 
 
 
17. Streams and Aquatic Habitat (See Section 26-19). 

 
Early coordination with the appropriate agency or agencies is required for all projects that 
involve work within the stream banks that modifies or otherwise affects the streambed or 
stream banks.  Examples include cofferdams, riprap, construction haul roads, work pads, 
abutment construction, pier placement and/or removal, bank clearing and excavation, 
channel excavation, channel change, weir construction, scour repair, and other similar 
activities.  Early coordination with IDNR/USFWS is accomplished through the 
Environmental Survey Process.  The Corps of Engineers may require mitigation for some 
types of construction activities (such as channel changes, removal of riparian habitat, 
etc.).  Though permitting is a phase II activity, the phase I engineering report can lay the 
foundation for a quick and successful permitting effort by including appropriate 
information for the designer.  (See Biological Resource Review for information). 
 
Project affects stream classified N/A   A   See   
as navigable 
 
Project affects stream designated as N/A   A   See   
a Biologically Significant Stream 
 
Project affects stream rated as “A” N/A   A   See App. B  
or “B” for Diversity or Integrity 
 
Project affects stream designated N/A   A   See   
As an Illinois Natural Area 
 
Project affects stream designed as N/A   A   See   
Advanced Identification (ADID) 
 
Project affects stream that contains N/A   A   See   
Endangered or threatened species 
 
Stream Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
Stream Mitigation N/A   A   See   
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18. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act Coordination (See Part III, Appendix C). 
 
Required for Federally assisted projects involving construction which could affect the 
free-flowing characteristics of a Wild and Scenic River or river designated for study as a 
potential addition to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Systems.  (See Biological 
Resource Review for information.) 
 
Results of coordination with IDNR and N/A   A   See   
Federal agency responsible for river 
Segment (NPS, USFWS, Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) or Forest 
Service (FS)) 
 

 
19. Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) (See Section 26-20) 

 
Requires coordination with the NPS when a project has the potential for an adverse effect 
on a NRI stream.  The identification and coordination of NRI streams is accomplished 
through the Environmental Survey Process.  Additional coordination with BDE and NPS 
may be required.  
 
Project crosses or is adjacent N/A   A   See   
to a NRI stream 
 
BDE Determination of No Effect N/A   A   See   
 
BDE Biological Resource Review  N/A   A   See   
Memorandum/NPS response 
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
 

20. Impaired Streams (See Section 26-21) 
 

Requires identification of streams that the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
(IEPA) has listed as impaired in the most recent Integrated Illinois Water Quality Report 
and Section 303(d) List.  Also requires a determination that the project will not contribute 
to the causes of the stream’s impairment.  (See Biological Resource Review for 
information.) 
 
Project affects stream listed as impaired N/A   A   See   
 
Project will contribute to the impairment N/A   A   See   
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21. Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) (See Section 26-21) 
 
Requires identification of streams that have a draft or final TMDL.  Also requires a 
determination that the project will not contribute to causing pollutant levels to exceed the 
TMDL.  (See Biological Resource Review for information.) 
 
Projects affects stream with a N/A   A   See   
draft/final TMDL 
 
Project will contribute to exceeding N/A   A   See   
the TMDL threshold 
 
Project will comply with the TMDL N/A   A   See   
 
 

22. Storm Water Pollution Prevention (See Chapter 41) 
 

Sensitive environmental resources. N/A   A   See List Below  
(List specific items and locations.) 
 

• Tributary to West Aux Sable Creek; 
• Middle Aux Sable Creek and Floodplain; 
• Wetlands between 6650+50 and 6652+00 LT (outside proposed easement); 
• Wetlands between 6676+50 and 6680+00 LT (outside existing easement); 
• Wetlands between 6808+50 and 6812+50 LT (outside proposed ROW); 
• Wetlands between 6813+00 and 6815+50 RT (outside proposed ROW); and 
• Wetlands between 6817+00 and 6823+50 RT (outside existing ROW). 

 
This project crosses a Community Wellhead Protection Recharge Area for two (2) public 
wells mapped in the same area.  The name listed for these community wells was “Bonnie 
Lane Water Supply”.  The wellhead protection area is crossed by IL 47 approximately 865 
feet north of Bonnie Lane to approximately 1,180 feet south of Bonnie Lane.  This project 
also crosses a non-Community Water Supply (CWS) Phase I Wellhead Protection 
Recharge Area.  This area is associated with two (2) wells at Site 2394-25 and is crossed 
by IL 47 from approximately 585 feet north of Ament Road to approximately 1,500 feet 
south of Ament Road. 
 
Pollutants of concern N/A   A   See List Below 
(List specific items, such as soil sediment, and 
locations within and outside project limits.) 
 

• General construction debris; and 
• Soil sedimentation. 

 
Highly erodible soils and/or potentially erosive areas. N/A   A   See App. A  
(List specific locations.) 
 
Numerous soil types exist within project limits, many of which have a “K” value greater 
than 0.35 and thus are considered susceptible to erosion (see Physical Soil Properties 
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tables in Appendix A).  Below is a listing of potentially erosive areas, having longitudinal 
ditch grades equal to or greater than 3.00%: 
 

• IL 47 – 6837+00 to 6842+00 RT; 
• IL 47 – 6838+00 to 6840+00 LT; 
• Caton Farm Road – 112+00 to 112+50 LT; 
• Legion Road – 604+00 to 606+50 LT; and 
• Legion Road – 604+25 to 606+50 RT. 

 
Non-routine practices recommended.  (List specific N/A   A   See   
location, issue, and recommendation.) 

 
 
23. Karst Topography (See Section 26-22). 

 
Requires the identification of projects that occur within areas containing karst features 
(sinkholes, depressions, caves, and underground drainages). 

 
Project is within a karst region N/A   A   See   
 
Project affects karst feature(s) N/A   A   See   
 
Measures to minimize impacts N/A   A   See   
to karst feature(s) 
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
 

24. Special Resource Groundwater (See Section 26-22) 
 
Projects within the groundwater recharge area of a designated Special Resource 
Groundwater must be coordinated with IDNR.  These designated areas are identified 
through the Environmental Survey Process. 
 
Project occurs within a designated Special N/A   A   See   
Resource Groundwater recharge area 
 
Biological Resource Review  N/A   A   See   
Memorandum/IDNR Response  
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   
 
 

25. Sole Source Aquifer (See Section 26-22) 
 
Federally-funded projects in the project review area of a sole source aquifer must be 
coordinated with the US EPA Region V.  Currently the only sole source aquifer is 
Mahomet Sole Source Aquifer in Central Illinois. 
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Project occurs within sole source aquifer 
Project Review Area N/A   A   See   
 
Commitments N/A   A   See   

 
26. Federal AD1006 Form for Evaluation of Farmland Conversion Impacts (See 

Section 26-10). 
 
Required for Federally funded or approved projects that require additional right-of-way 
outside of any corporate limits and the proposed acquisition exceeds 3 acres/mile (0.75 
ha/km)  (total acquisition divided by project length) or total acquisition for spot 
improvements exceeds 10 acres (4 ha)  (includes bridges, intersections, rest areas, and 
weight stations). 
 
AD1006 Form N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Coordination with Natural Resource N/A   A   See App. B  
Conservation Service (NRCS) 
 
 

27. State Farmland Preservation Act Compliance (See 26-10). 
 
Required for State highway and bridge projects funded in whole or in part with State 
funds that require additional right-of-way outside any corporate limits and involve either or 
both of the following conditions: 

 
• right-of-way acquisition exceeds 3 acres/mile (0.75 ha/km)  (total acquisition divided 

by project length) or 10 acres (4 ha) total for a non-linear (spot) improvement 
including bridges, intersections, rest areas, and weigh stations; and or 

 
• the proposed improvement includes one or more alternate alignments in which the 

proposed right-of-way diverges from, and is not contiguous to the existing 
right-of-way. 

 
Response from Illinois Department N/A   A   See App. B  
of Agriculture (IDOA) 
 
 

28. Noise Analysis (Including Construction Noise; See Section 26-6). 
 
Required for projects involving the construction of a highway on new location or the 
physical alteration of an existing highway that significantly changes either the horizontal 
or vertical alignment or increases the number of through-traffic lanes. 
 
Construction Noise:  Trucks and machinery used for construction produce noise that may 
affect some land uses and activities during the construction period.  Residents along the 
alignment will, at some time, experience perceptible construction noise from 
implementation of the project.  To minimize or eliminate the effect of construction noise 
on these receptors, mitigation measures haven been incorporated into the Illinois 
Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction 
as Article 107.35. 
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Type III Project  N/A   A   See   
 
Projects classified as Type III (no noise wall or abatement) should be addressed in NEPA 
environmental documents or Phase I engineering reports and the following paragraph 
should be included: 
 
 The referenced project meets the criteria for a Type III project established in 23 

CFR Part 772.  Therefore, the proposed project requires no traffic noise analysis or 
abatement evaluation.  Type III projects do not involve added capacity, construction 
of new through lanes, changes in the horizontal or vertical alignment of the 
roadway, or exposure of noise sensitive land uses to a new or existing highway 
noise source. 

 
OR 

 
Type I Project  -  Noise Analysis N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Based on the traffic noise analysis and noise abatement evaluation, highway traffic noise 
abatement measures are not proposed as part of this improvement.  If significant 
changes are made to the design that are anticipated to affect the reasonableness or 
feasibility of noise abatement measures, those measures will be re-evaluated. 
 
 

29. Air Quality Conformity Documentation (See Section 26-11) 
 

Required for all State highway projects funded or approved by FHWA under Title 23 USC 
and to “regionally significant projects” in nonattainment or maintenance areas, regardless 
of whether such projects are Federally funded or approved under Title 23. 
 
Project is within a nonattainment N/A   A   See   
or maintenance area 
 
Statement on Conformity N/A   A   See Below  
 
No portion of this project is within a designated  A   
nonattainment or maintenance area for any of 
the air pollutants for which the USEPA has 
established standards.  Accordingly, a  
conformity determination under 40CFR Part 93 
(“Determining Conformity of Federal Actions to 
State or Federal Implementation Plans”) is not 
required 
 
                         OR 

 
This project is located within a designated  A    
nonattainment or maintenance area but is a 
project type which the USEPA has designated 
as exempt from regional emissions analyses of 
transportation plans and Transportation 
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Improvement Programs for purposes of 
determining with the State Implementation 
Plan (SIP).  This designation is based on the 
USEPA’s determination that the nature of 
the project is such that it would not affect 
the outcome of a regional emissions analysis. 
 
                         OR 
 
If the project is determined to be a project of  A    
air quality concern, a qualitative Hot-Spot 
Analysis will be required.  See BDE 26-11.03(d) 
for Statement required. 

 
 
30. Transportation Conformity Project-Level Qualitative Hot-Spot Analysis in PM2.5 and PM10 

Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas (See Section 26-12). 
 
For projects that are exempt: 
 This project is considered exempt from the  A    
 requirements of conformity per 40 CFR 
 93.126 or 40 CFR 93.128, as applicable. 
 USEPA has determined that such projects  
 meet the Clean Air Act’s requirements 
 without any further Hot-Spot analysis. 
 
                           OR 
 
For non-exempt projects and not an air quality concern: 
 This project is not an air quality concern   A    
 under 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1).  Due to [state 
 reason(s)], it has been determined that the 
 project will not cause or contribute to any 
 new localized PM2.5 or PM10 violations or  
 increase the frequency or severity of any 
 PM2.5 or PM10 violations.  USEPA has  
 determined that such projects meet the 
 Clean Air Act’s requirements without any 
 further Hot-Spot analysis. 
 
 
Required for Federally funded or approved projects that are an “air quality concern” in 
PM2.5 or PM10 nonattainment and maintenance areas. 
 
Project is within a PM2.5 or PM10 N/A   A   See   
nonattainment or maintenance area 
 
Project is an “air quality concern” and N/A   A   See   
requires qualitative hot-spot analysis 
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31. Microscale Carbon Monoxide (CO) Analysis (See Section 26-14). 
 
Evaluation of the need for microscale CO analysis is required for all projects.  Analysis 
may be necessary if the project will increase capacity, such as through the addition of 
through lanes or auxiliary turn lanes. 
 
Project adds through lanes or auxiliary N/A   A   See App. B  
turning lanes 
 
Sensitive receptor located at a “stopped N/A   A   See App. B  
condition” intersection 
 
Microscale CO analysis N/A   A   See App. B  
 
The following applies to exempt projects: 
 
In accordance with the IDOT-IEPA “Agreement on Microscale Air Quality Assessments 
for IDOT Sponsored Transportation Projects,” this project is exempt from a project-level 
carbon monoxide air quality analysis because the highest design-year approach volume 
on the busiest leg of the intersection is less than 5,000 vph or 62,500 ADT. 
 
 

32. Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) (See Section 26-13). 
 
The need for analyzing MSAT must be considered for all highway projects.  FHWA has 
identified three levels of analyses, as follows: 
 

• no analysis for projects with no potential for meaningful MSAT effect, 
• qualitative analysis for projects with low potential MSAT effects, or 
• quantitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential 

MSAT effects. 
 
- No potential for meaningful MSAT effects N/A   A   See   
 
 
For project types qualifying as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117(c), or for 
projects that are exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule under CFR 93.126: 
 

This project is of a type qualifying as a categorical N/A   A   See   
exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117(c), or 
exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule 
under 40 CFR 93.126, and, as such, a Mobile 
Source Air Toxics analysis is not required. 
 

                          OR 
 
For project types with no meaningful impacts on traffic volumes or vehicle mix such as 
found in 23 CFR 771.117(d) (See Section 23-1.04(c)), or 40 CFR 93.127 (See Section 
26-11.03(b) (Item #4)): 
 

This project has been determined to generate N/A   A   See    
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minimal air quality impacts for Clean Air Act 
criteria pollutants and has not been linked with 
any special Mobile Source Air Toxic (MSAT) 
concerns.  As such, this project will not result 
in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle mix,  
basic project location, or any other factor that 
would cause an increase in MSAT impacts of 
the project from that of the non-build alternative. 
 
Moreover, USEPA regulations for vehicle engines  
and fuels will cause overall MSATs emissions to 
decline significantly over the next several decades. 
Based on regulations now in effect, an analysis of 
national trends with USEPA’s MOBILE6.2 model 
forecasts a combined reduction of 72 percent in 
the total annual emission rate for the priority 
MSAT from 1999 to 2050 while vehicle-miles 
of travels are projected to increase by 145 
percent.  This will both reduce the background 
level of MSAT as well as the possibility of even 
minor MSAT emissions from this project. 

 
- MSAT qualitative analysis (See BDE 26-13.03(b) N/A   A   See   
 for project types). 
  

The annual average daily traffic (AADT) projected for this roadway reconstruction and 
widening project is less than 140,000 vehicles per day in the design year.  As such, 
this project is considered to have low potential for MSAT effects.  
 
The amount of MSAT emitted is proportional to the vehicle miles traveled, or VMT.  
The VMT estimated for the proposed improvements are slightly higher than that for 
the existing conditions, because the additional capacity increases the efficiency of the 
roadway and attracts rerouted trips from elsewhere in the transportation network.  
This increase in VMT would lead to higher MSAT emissions within the project 
corridor, but would also lead to lower MSAT emissions along parallel routes.  The 
emissions increase may also be offset somewhat by lower MSAT emission rates due 
to increased speeds from vehicles moving more efficiently along the roadway.  
Though the speed limit will be reduced in some areas, vehicles will not have to slow 
as frequently to accommodate other motorists turning; thus, overall average roadway 
speed will increase.  According to USEPA's MOVES2010b model, emissions of all of 
the priority MSAT decrease as speed increases. 
 
Baseline emissions will likely be lower than present levels in the design year as a 
result of the EPA's national control programs that are projected to reduce annual 
MSAT emissions by over 80 percent between 2010 and 2050.  Local conditions may 
differ from these national projections in terms of fleet mix and turnover, VMT growth 
rates, and local control measures.  However, the magnitude of the EPA-projected 
reductions is so great (even after accounting for VMT growth) that MSAT emissions in 
the study area are likely to be lower in the future in nearly all cases.  
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The proposed additional travel lanes will have the effect of moving some traffic closer 
to nearby homes, schools and businesses.  As a result, there may be localized areas 
where ambient concentrations of MSAT could be higher than existing conditions.  
However, the magnitude and the duration of these potential increases compared to 
existing conditions cannot be reliably quantified due to incomplete or unavailable 
information in forecasting project-specific MSAT health impacts.  In summary, where 
a highway is widened, the localized level of MSAT emissions for the proposed 
improvements could be higher relative to existing conditions, but this could be offset 
due to increases in speeds and reductions in congestion (which is associated with 
lower MSAT emissions).  Also, MSAT will be lower along parallel routes when traffic 
shifts away from them.  However, on a regional basis, EPA's vehicle and fuel 
regulations, coupled with fleet turnover, will over time cause substantial reductions 
that, in almost all cases, will cause region-wide MSAT levels to be significantly lower 
than today. 
 
 

- MSAT quantitative analysis (See BDE 26-13.03(c) N/A   A   See   
 for project types). 
 
 

33. Special Waste Assessment (SWA) (See Section 27-1). 
 
Special waste screening is required for all State highway projects. 
 
Level I or II screening N/A   A   See   
 
PESA performed  (Valid for 3 years.) N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Recognized Environmental Condition(s) N/A   A   See App. B  
(REC) identified 
 
REC(s) involved with project N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Commitment:  PSI to be tasked in Phase 2 N/A   A   See App. B  
 
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study N/A   A   See  
(RI/FS) and Risk Assessment 
 
Remediation N/A   A   See  
 
CERCLIS 
 
No listed CERCLIS sites are in proximity to  N/A   A   See   
the proposed project. 

 
A listed CERCLIS site is in proximity to the  N/A   A   See   
proposed project but it has been determined 
that the limits of the site(s) clearly indicate no 
property interest from the site(s) will be required. 
Show location of the sites(s) on a project 
location map or other exhibit. 
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The USEPA listing of potential, suspected, and known hazardous waste or hazardous 
substance sites in Illinois (i.e., the Comprehensive Environmental Response 
Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) list) has been reviewed to 
ascertain whether the proposed project will involve any listed site(s).  As a result of this 
review, it has been determined that the proposed undertaking will not require any 
right-of-way or easement from any site included in the CERCLIS listing as of 11/14/2011. 

 
Any listed hazardous waste or hazardous  N/A   A   See PSI to be  
substance site(s) involved in the proposed        completed in PH II 
project should be summarized including: 
 
• Results of the site assessment activities and 

PSI investigation when necessary. 
 
• Results of coordination with IEPA concerning 

the site(s) 
 
• Effect of the site(s) on the consideration of 

and/or selection of project alternatives, and 
• Plans for remediating the site(s) where such 

actions must be undertaken in association 
with the project. 

 
 

34. Validity of Special Waste Results (See Section 27-2.08). 
 
Property audits for special waste/regulated substance contamination are only considered 
valid for a period of six months.  Before submitting draft or final environmental documents 
or approved Phase I engineering documents, determine if more than six months have 
elapsed since the last evaluation for special waste/regulated substance contamination.  If 
more than six months have passed, reevaluate the project area to determine if land uses 
have changed on areas previously identified.  If so, further screening/investigations for 
special waste should be initiated.  
 
More than six months have elapsed N/A   A   See App. B  
since last SWA 
 
New REC(s) identified N/A   A   See   
 
New REC(s) involved with project N/A   A   See   

 
New RI/FS and Risk Assessment N/A   A   See   
 
Additional Remediation N/A   A   See   
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PERMITS AND CERTIFICATIONS 
 

 
35. Section 404 Permit (See Section 28-2) 

 
Required from the Corps of Engineers (Corps) for the discharge of dredged or fill material 
into waters of the United States. 

 
Project involves discharge(s) of dredged N/A   A   See Phase II  
or fill material subject to Section 404              
 
Discharge(s) eligible for nationwide permit N/A   A   See Phase II  
  
Discharge(s) eligible for regional permit N/A   A   See   
 
Discharge(s) require individual permit N/A   A   See   
 
 

36. Section 401 Water Quality Certification (Section 28-2). 
 
Required for an individual Section 404 permit, nationwide permit 23 (approved categorical 
exclusions), and some other regional and nationwide permits that have been conditioned. 
 
Individual Water Quality Certification N/A   A   See Phase II  

 
 
37. Section 9 Permit (See Section 28-2). 
 

Obtained from the US Coast Guard for the construction, modification, replacement or 
removal of bridges or causeways affecting navigable waters of the US.  Applied for by the 
Bureau of Bridges and Structures.  Requires an individual water quality certification from 
IEPA. 
 
Section 9 permit N/A   A   See   
 
 

38. Section 10 Permit (See Section 28-2). 
 
Obtained from the Corps for certain structures or work (other than bridges and 
causeways affecting the navigable waters of the United States. 
 
Section 10 permit N/A   A   See   
 

 
39. Section 402 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Point Source 

Permit (See Section 28-2). 
 
Required for projects (e.g., rest areas) that involve a point source discharge of pollutants 
into waters of the United States. 
 
NPDES point source permit N/A   A   See   
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40. Section 402 NPDES Construction Permit (See Section 28-2). 
 
Required for projects that will involve clearing, grading, and excavation activities that 
result in the disturbance of 1 acre (4047m2) or more of total land area. 
 
 
NPDES construction permit N/A   A   See Phase II  
 
 

41. IDNR/Office of Water Resources (OWR) Floodway Permit (See Section 28-3). 
 
Required for construction in the floodway of identified streams serving a tributary area of 
640 acres (259 hectares) or more in urban areas or 6400 acres (2590 hectares) or more 
in rural areas.  Applied for by Bureau of Bridges and Structures (for bridges) or district (for 
culverts, embankments, storm sewers, or other construction within the floodplains of 
applicable streams and rivers). 
 
Floodway permit N/A   A   See   
 

 
42. IDNR/OWR Public Waters Permit (See Section 28-3). 

 
Required for construction in rivers, lakes, streams, and waterways considered “public 
waters”.  (See list of Public Bodies of Water in IDOT Drainage Manual.)  Applied for by 
Bureau of Bridges and Structures (for bridges) or district (for culverts, embankments, 
storm sewers, or other construction affecting public waters).  Per Standard Specification 
501.02, designate as “Public Waters” on the plans. 
 
Public waters permit N/A   A   See   
 
 

43. IDNR/OWR Permit for Floodway Construction in Northeastern Illinois (See Section 28-3). 
 
Required for new construction within the regulatory floodways of rivers, lakes, and 
streams in Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will Counties, excluding the City of 
Chicago. 
 
Northeastern Illinois floodway N/A   A   See   
construction permit 

 
 

COORDINATION ISSUES 
 
 

44. Discussion at District Coordination Meeting (See Section 22-5.03). 
 
The environmental discussion should address the potential for unusual circumstances, 
the project classification (CE I, CE II, EA, EIS), the potential for significant environmental 
impact(s) or controversy, and the use of technical reports to determine issues of 
significance, as appropriate.  Include the meeting minutes in the Phase I report. 
 

28 
S:Studies/Forms/Checklist for Phase I Reports Revised 1-05-15  Revised  D3 1-05-15 



 See Appendix B  
 
 

45. Coordination with Division of Aeronautics (See Section 11-2). 
 
Required for projects that have obstructions greater than 15 feet (4.6 m) in height or that 
are on a new vertical or horizontal alignment and are within 2 miles (3.2 km) of public 
airports, within 1 mile (1.6 km) or private airports or within 0.5 miles (800 m) of a 
restricted landing strip. 
 
Response from Division of Aeronautics N/A   A   See   
 
 

46. Coordination with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) (See Section 11-2). 
 
Required for publicly owned airports. 
 
Response from FAA N/A   A   See   
 

 
47. Railroad Coordination. 

 
Required for projects involving a railroad crossing. 
 
Response from Railroad Company N/A   A   See   
 
 

48. Drainage District Coordination. 
 
Required for projects involving in-stream work affecting a water body under the 
jurisdiction of a drainage district. 
 
Response from drainage district N/A   A   See   
 
 

49. Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) Coordination (See Section 19-2). 
 
If the project is being developed using the principles of CSS, the results of coordination 
and meetings for the stakeholder involvement process should be appended to the 
Phase I engineering report. 

 
CSS Coordination N/A   A   See App. E  
 
 

50. Other Coordination. 
 
Examples include, but are not limited to, interested and/or affected officials, organizations 
local agencies and agencies with jurisdiction by law regarding a project issue. 
 
Coordination responses N/A   A   See App. B  
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OTHER ANALYSES 

 
 

51. Hydraulic Analysis/Report (See 2-602 of the IDOT Drainage Manual). 
 
Required for all drainage structures designed or reviewed by the Central Bureau of 
Bridges and Structures. 
 
Hydraulic analysis/report N/A   A   See Hyd. File  
 

 
52. Crash Data and Analysis (See Section 11-2). 

 
Required for all projects. 
 
 See Appendix A  

 
 
53. Bridge Condition Report (See Chapter 39). 

 
Required for all bridge work. 
 
Bridge Condition Report Approval Letter N/A   A   See App. C  
with proposed bridge drawing and recent 
Master Structure Report. 
 
 

54. Pavement Design (See Chapter 54). 
 
See Section 54-8 for submittal to BDE requirements. 
 
Pavement Design N/A   A   See App. A  
 
 

55. Preliminary Transportation Management Plan (See Chapter 13). 
 
Required to indicate how traffic will be maintained during reconstruction or rehabilitation. 
 
Preliminary Transportation Management Plan N/A   A   See App. A  

 
 
56. Geotechnical Report (See Section 11-2). 

 
Required for projects on new alignment or new pavement over 3000 yd2 (2500 m2).  A 
Structural Geotechnical Report is required for all structures requiring new foundations, 
(e.g., box culverts, bridges, retaining walls).  Notify the District Geotechnical Engineer by 
memo when a Roadway Geotechnical Report is required. 
 
Structure Geotechnical Report N/A   A   See Phase II  
 



Roadway Geotechnical Report  N/A   A   See Phase II  
         Memo Dated 2/10/2015 

 
57. Mailbox Supports (See Chapters 49 and 58). 

 
Have supports been investigated and N/A   A   See App. B  
property owners contacted? 
 

 
58. Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations (See Chapter 17). 

 
Have accommodations been considered N/A   A   See Roadway   
and investigated?   Fact Sheet & 

Appendix B  
 
On-road bicycle accommodations are being provided along IL 47 throughout project 
limits.  Within the rural section, bicyclists will be permitted to use the 8’ paved shoulder.  
Within the suburban section, a 13’ wide outside lane is being provided to accommodate 
bicyclists.  The City of Yorkville has plans for extending the existing shared-use path 
within Windett Ridge and has indicated that a separate path as part of the IL 47 project is 
neither necessary nor desired.  It is understood that the Kendall County Planning, 
Building and Zoning Department “Future Land Use and Transportation Plan” identifies 
several possible trails in the vicinity of the project corridor.  The proposed improvements 
along IL 47 will have no adverse impact on the future trail system.  
 
Existing sidewalks within project limits will be maintained and, where practical, will be 
extended to IL 47 with new sidewalk, ramps and crosswalks meeting ADA guidelines. 
 
 

59. Accessibility for the Disabled (See Chapter 58). 
 
Required for all projects in an urban section. 
 
Provisions for disabled access N/A   A   See Roadway   
   Fact Sheet  
 

60. Asbestos Determination Certification Form. 
 
Required for all structures that may be affected by the project.  If the structure has been 
determined to involve asbestos, place a copy of the form in the commitment file. 
 
Asbestos Determination Form N/A   A   See  
 
 

61. Invasive Species and/or Noxious Weeds Potential Concerns. 
 
 (See Section 26-18)  N/A   A   See   
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62. Potable Water Supply Wells  (See Section 26-22) N/A   A   See   
 

Only three (3) potable water supply wells have been identified.  While none of the wells 
are located within existing or proposed right-of-way and/or easements, all three (3) are 
within 50 feet of the existing and/or proposed right-of-way and thus do not meet the 
minimum setback requirements of 200 feet for a potable water supply well. 
 
This project crosses a Community Wellhead Protection Recharge Area for two (2) public 
wells mapped in the same area.  The name listed for these community wells was “Bonnie 
Lane Water Supply”.  The wellhead protection area is crossed by IL 47 approximately 865 
feet north of Bonnie Lane to approximately 1,180 feet south of Bonnie Lane.  This project 
also crosses a non-Community Water Supply (CWS) Phase I Wellhead Protection 
Recharge Area.  This area is associated with two (2) wells at Site 2394-25 and is crossed 
by IL 47 from approximately 585 feet north of Ament Road to approximately 1,500 feet 
south of Ament Road. 

 
• This project will not create any new potential  N/A   A   See   

 “routes” for groundwater pollution or any new 
 potential “sources” of groundwater pollution as 
 defined in the Illinois Environmental Protection 
 Act (415 ILCS 5/3, et seq.).  Accordingly, the 
 project is not subject to compliance with the 
 minimum setback requirements for community 
 water supply wells or other potable water  
 supply wells as set forth in 415 ILCS 5/14, et seq. 
 

OR 
 

• Project will create new potential routes for N/A   A   See   
ground water pollution. 

 
 
63. Waste Disposal Facilities 
 
 Such as septic tanks and/or leach fields.  N/A   A   See   
 

Only three (3) septic fields have been identified, none of which are located within existing 
or proposed right-of-way and/or easements. 

 
 
64. Consolidated Commitment List 

 
List all commitments for Phase I report N/A   A   See List Below  
as of report approval date. 
 
a. Construction measures will be implemented to minimize harm to water quality and 

sensitive resources, including wetlands.  General construction mitigation measures 
will include erosion control procedures in accordance with the IDOT Standard 
Specifications.  Detailed erosion control plans along with a Storm Water Pollution 
Protection Plan will be developed during the Phase II design to identify the erosion 
control measures to be implemented. 
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b. For side road traffic control, no two (2) adjacent side roads will be closed 

simultaneously.  Public service providers and the public will be notified prior to any 
temporary side road closures. 

 
c. Stewart Property:  A median opening will be provided at the existing private entrance 

located at Sta. 6620+64 RT.  The adjacent IL 47 project to the south will perpetuate 
the field entrance at Sta. 6620+64 LT. 

 
d. Lippold Property:  The existing field entrance near Sta. 6667+20 RT will be relocated 

to Sta. 6675+18 RT.  A median opening will be provided to service this field entrance 
and the private entrance on the other side of IL 47 (Sta. 6675+18 LT).  A median 
opening will also be provided for the private entrance located at Sta. 6667+95 RT. 

 
e. BGM Group, Inc. (4 Bonnie Lane):  Impacts to the existing parking lot in the northwest 

corner of IL 47 and Bonnie Lane will be avoided to the extent possible. 
 

f. Brucki Property:  Grading along the south side of Legion Road, west of the private 
entrance located at Sta. 603+98 RT, will be kept within the existing right-of-way in 
order to avoid impacts to the Brucki trees.      
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APPENDIX A 
 

Cost Estimate 

Traffic Data 

Preliminary Traffic Management Plan (TMP) 

Crash Summary and Data 

Pavement Design Approval Memo 

Pavement Cores 

Culvert Rehabilitation Diagram and Analysis 

Tree Removal Schedule 

Berm and Detention / Retention Facilities Schedule 

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Soil Data 
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Cost Estimate 
 



COST ESTIMATE
BASE YEAR 2015

ESTIMATED COST

IN THOUSANDS

WORK CLASSIFICATION TOTAL

1  Clearing:  Minor Removal Items 241

2  Pavement Removal 1520

3  Earthwork 2098

4  Topsoil 381

5  Drainage; Minor Structures 1072

6  Major Culverts 1138

7  Sub-base; Base; Surface; Shoulders 17294

8  High Tension Cable Barrier 127

9  Entrances 217

10  Traffic Signals - Modernization or New 50

11  Sidewalk 9

12  Concrete Curb & Gutter 631

13  Temporary Traffic Control (5%) 1385

14  Construction Layout 50

15  Field Office and Laboratory 48

16  Environmental Mitigation (Includes 146 trees @ $250/Tree Replacement) 39

17  Local Participation (Items Not Included Elsewhere) 0

18  Incidental Items (5%) 1385

19  ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION SUB-TOTALS (LINES 1-18) 27685

20  Structure Removal 0

21  Channel Excavation 0

22  Deck Repairs 0

23  Bridges 0

24  Detours - Bridges 0

25  Temporary Traffic Control - Bridges 0

26  Guardrail - Bridges 0

27  Handrail 0

28  BRIDGES CONSTRUCTION SUB-TOTAL (LINES 20-27) 0

29  Contingencies (5% of Lines 19 & 28) 1385

30  ROAD & BRIDGE CONST SUB-TOTAL (LINES 19, 28 & 29) 29070

31  Mobilization (6% of Line 30) 1744

32  PHASE 1 ESTIMATED CONST. COST (LINES 30 & 31) 30814

33  Utilities Adjustments (Reimbursable Costs) 1000

34  Land Acquisition & Relocations 2080

35  TOTAL PHASE 1 ESTIMATED COST (LINES 32-34) 33894
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Preliminary Traffic Management Plan 
(TMP) 

 



PRELIMINARY TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN (TMP) 
FAP ROUTE 326 (IL 47); SECTION (109,110)R; KENDALL COUNTY 

 
1.  Project Description:  
 
IL 47 is a major north-south arterial roadway that extends north from I-72 in Champaign County to the Illinois-

Wisconsin border.  IL 47 through the study area is 4.5 miles in length and extends north from approximately 2,000’ 

south of Caton Farm Road to approximately 700’ south of IL 71 (see Exhibit E-1).  Land use along IL 47 is zoned as 

agricultural for the southern three miles of the study area, which is located primarily in unincorporated Kendall 

County.  The northern portion of the study area is located within the corporate limits of the United City of Yorkville 

(City) and is zoned as a mixture of agricultural, residential and commercial land uses. IL 47 is, generally, a two-lane 

rural roadway with open ditch drainage in the southern, unincorporated area, and two-lanes with turn lane 

channelization at intersections in the northern section within the City.  The existing traffic volumes are near the 

capacity of the existing roadway, and the shortage of alternate north-south routes will continue to increase the 

demand in this corridor.  As a result, the proposed improvements on IL 47, generally, include reconstruction of the 

existing roadway to provide two (2) through lanes in each direction and auxiliary left-turn lanes where appropriate. 

 

IL 47 is functionally classified as an Other Principal Arterial, is designated as a Class II Truck Route and is on the 

National Highway System.  The existing posted speed limits vary from 45 mph to 55 mph.  The 2011 Average Daily 

Traffic (ADT) for IL 47 varies within the study limit from 7,770 to 10,225 vehicles per day, and the 2020 anticipated 

construction year ADT is projected to vary between 9,925 and 12,325 vehicles per day.  The majority of the ADT is 

assumed to be through traffic.  A total of 34 crashes occurred within the study area in the five-year study period 

from January, 2009 to December, 2013.  There were no fatal, and 12 injury crashes recorded during this five-year 

period.  The rural nature of the project location results in no dedicated bicycle and pedestrian facilities with the 

exception of sidewalks present for the northernmost 850’ of the project.  The sidewalks do not provide direct access 

to any property or establishments, therefore temporary accommodations are not required. 

 
IL 47 is designated as a Significant Route and the proposed construction will last longer than three days.  The 

reconstruction of IL 47 is therefore designated as a Significant Project – Long-Term as cited in the Illinois Bureau of 

Design and Environment Manual (BDE), Chapter 13 (Work Zone Transportation Management Plan). 

 
IL 47 is generally a two-lane roadway with 11’ lanes, 3’ paved shoulders and variable width aggregate shoulders.  

North of Ament Road, IL 47 has several 12’ wide right-turn lanes at various access points along the west side of the 

road.  IL 47 also has 12’ wide left-turn lanes at the intersections of Fairfax Way, Legion Road/Windett Ridge Road 

and Saravanos Drive.  The pavement throughout this area consists of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) over a PCC base, 

and the shoulders have an HMA depth suitable for traffic staging which are adequate to support traffic loading 

during construction staging.  Much of the existing pavement can be utilized for maintaining traffic while the new 

pavement is constructed.  ComEd owns property directly adjacent to IL 47 throughout much of the project corridor.  

South of Walker Road, ComEd’s property is on the west side of IL 47.  North of Walker Road, ComEd’s property is 

on the east side.  In an effort to mitigate impacts to ComEd’s property, the new roadway embankment and travel 

lanes for IL 47 are offset in different directions north and south of Walker Road.  As such, a crossover will be 

required just to the north of Walker Road. 

 

2. Work Zone Impacts:  
 
Stage construction is the preferred method of handling traffic.  It is anticipated that one (1) lane of traffic in each 

direction will be maintained through the work zones for the duration of construction.  From Caton Farm Road to 

Ament Road, the proposed improvements include a median divided, four-lane roadway which, due to right-of-way 

restrictions, requires a crossover just north of Walker Road.  Two-way traffic will remain on the existing pavement 

while the new adjacent roadway is constructed.  In the next phase, two-way traffic will shift to the new pavement 

while the existing pavement is reconstructed.  Existing turn lanes north of Ament Road to IL 71 will be used in 

conjunction with temporary pavement to serve as temporary travel lanes during construction.    Enough temporary 



pavement will be provided so that left-turn lanes can be maintained during construction where they exist today 

(Caton Farm Road, Fairfax Way, Legion Road/Windett Ridge Road and Saravanos Drive).  Access to several 

driveways to both commercial and private property will be provided, and no two adjacent crossroads will be closed 

at any given time.  Alternative access is available for all but one side road – Bonnie Lane.  Access to Bonnie Lane 

will be maintained during staged construction.  Temporary easements are available on both sides of Bonnie Lane 

should they be needed for maintaining access during construction. 

 

The preliminary impacts to the work zone along IL 47 were evaluated using traditional traffic control strategies to 

determine if Work Zone Safety and Mobility goals were met.  Based on this evaluation and previous experience 

with similar work in this area, the project is expected to meet safety and mobility goals.  During construction, one 

travel lane will be maintained in each direction with the stage construction alternative which is comparable to 

existing conditions and any work zone related queueing and delay is expected to be negligible. 

 

3. Selected Work Zone Impact Management Strategies: 
 
Alternatives: In order to provide travelers with safe passage through the work zone, two (2) traffic control options 

were investigated. 

 

The first alternative is construction staging where it is anticipated that three stages will be required.  Exhibits E-2 

through E-6 illustrate the stages by way of typical cross sections with explanations.  Construction staging within the 

project limits is a feasible option and has the benefit of allowing motorists to continue using the same route through 

the corridor.  However, in order to minimize safety issues, special provisions will be added due to construction 

occurring adjacent to travel lanes.  As per an IDOT safety memorandum dated March 1, 2015, a minimum buffer 

equal to one lane width will be provided between the travel lanes and construction work.  Maintenance of this buffer 

throughout the work zone will negate the need for temporary concrete barrier.  It is estimated that construction 

staging will last two years.  One lane in each direction will be maintained at all times, and no two adjacent 

crossroads will be closed at any given time.  The costs include temporary pavement, driveway access maintenance 

and a temporary crossover.  Assuming a rate of 5% of the construction cost, the cost for staged construction is 

approximately $1,373,000. 

 

The second alternative is a full detour.  Exhibit E-7 illustrates the detour route.  A full detour will reroute non-local 

traffic from IL 47 via US 52 and IL 71 while the IL 47 corridor is closed for construction.  As per IDOT guidelines, a 

state route detour is generally the most appropriate for roadways with an ADT greater than 5,000.  The total travel 

distance for this detour route is 26.3 miles (18.6 miles of adverse travel).  Based on vehicle operating costs, 2015 

traffic data, adverse travel of 18.6 miles and 1 year of construction, the vehicle operating cost is $14,494,000.  The 

local roads cannot be used as parts of the detour route because they are not paved or do not currently have the 

structural integrity for the traffic volume carried by IL 47.  Without this constraint, Ashley Road could be used as 

part of the detour route, and adverse travel would be reduced to 3.5 miles [(7.7 mi total detour)-(4.2 mi 

construction)].  However, provisions for maintaining access to and from properties adjacent to IL 47 would still be 

needed. 

 

Alternative Comparison: The work zone types and estimated costs are: 

 

Work Zone Type Cost 

Stage Construction $1,373,000 

Full Detour $14,494,000 

 

In addition to cost, there are other factors to consider when selecting a preferred work zone type.  The advantages 

and disadvantages associated with each alternative are presented below. 

 

 

 



 

 Stage Construction Full Detour 

A
d
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n
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 No adverse travel is required 

 Direct access to local properties and 

businesses is maintained 

 Uninterrupted construction resulting in 

shorter duration. 

 Construction workers exposure to motoring 

vehicles greatly reduced. 

 Additional material and equipment storage 

area available within work zone area. 

 Reduced cost associated with temporary 

traffic control and temporary pavement.  

D
is

a
d
v
a
n
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g

e
s
 

 Close proximity of traffic to construction 

operations (safety is reduced for workers and 

traveling public).   

 Access to work zone involves entry/exit from 

the travel lanes (mobility is reduced). 

 Construction duration and cost are increased. 

 Additional cost associated with temporary 

traffic control & protection, including 

temporary pavement. 

 Adverse travel (18.6 miles). 

 Access to local properties will be 

maintained, though owners may be 

inconvenienced by having to navigate 

through the work zone. 

The objective in selecting a work zone strategy is to meet safety and mobility goals.  Both options considered will 

have an impact on safety and mobility.  However, based on the economic analysis, the Full Detour Option will add 

over $9M in vehicle operating cost, which makes this option much less attractive than the Construction Staging 

Option. 

 

Coordination: The district has coordinated with public service providers (County, Township, City, Post Office, Fire 

Protection, Police, Ambulance Service, Schools, and transit providers) about the temporary closure of side roads 

during construction.  See the attached address list, letters and comment response sheets.  The Resident Engineer 

will ensure that any roadway or entrance closures are coordinated in advance with service providers and/or 

property owners.   

 

Public Information Plan (PIP): This is a Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) project.  In addition to routine public 

information measures which will be listed or referred to in the Phase II plans, Standard Specifications, Special 

Provisions and Highway Standards, project information will be conveyed to the public through contacting local 

officials, emergency services and schools, press releases of project scope, duration and temporary road closures, 

and the IDOT website. 

 

Transportation Operations Plan (TOP): The scope and location of this project do not warrant extensive 

transportation operations strategies. 

 

4. TMP Monitoring: 
 

During the project, the TMP will be monitored by District personnel for queue length and user delay.  Routine TMP 

monitoring measures will be listed or referred to in the Phase II plans and/or Special Provisions. 

 

The Resident Engineer overseeing the project will be responsible for evaluating the need to revise traffic control 

strategies and will coordinate these revisions with the Supervising Field Engineer. Contingency plans may be 

developed with the input of the contractor, the Implementation Section and the Bureau of Operations. 
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South of Caton Farm Road to IL 71 
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EX. ~ IL 47

CATON FARM ROAD TO NORTH OF WALKER ROAD

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH

  (see Exhibit E-2 for crossover staging)

- Construct temporary crossover pavement north of Walker Road for use in Stage 2B

  and new SB lanes north of Walker Road

- Construct new roadway embankments for new NB lanes south of Walker Road

- Maintain traffic on existing roadway per IDOT Highway Standards for off-road operations
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VAR. 11’-12’ VAR. 11’-12’

  gaps between existing right-turn lanes)

- Construct temporary pavement widening along the west side of IL 47 where necessary (fill

- Maintain traffic on existing roadway per IDOT Highway Standards for work adjacent to traveled way

3’ 3’
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EX. ~ IL 47

LANE

TURN
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VARIES 21’-31’
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Normal Posted Speed Limit: 50 MPH
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EX. ~ IL 47 PR. ~ IL 47

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

26’ 3’ 11’ 11’ 3’ 6’WORK ZONE

SB LANE NB LANE

EXISTING ROADWAY

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

PR. ~ IL 47

NORTH OF WALKER ROAD TO AMENT ROAD

Caton Farm Road to Ament Road

CATON FARM ROAD TO NORTH OF WALKER ROAD

EX. ~ IL 47

   and new SB lanes north of Walker Road

- Construct new roadway pavement/shoulders for new NB lanes south of Walker Road

- Maintain traffic on existing roadway per IDOT Highway Standards for off-road operations

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH
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Construction Zone Limits

Direction of Traffic Flow

Legend

STAGE 2A

AMENT ROAD TO IL 71

Exhibit E-4 - Construction Staging - Stage 2A

SB LANE NB LANE

TEMPORARY PAVEMENT

EXISTING PAVEMENT

PR. ~ IL 47

Ament Road to IL 71

Key Map
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- Construct new NB travel lanes, curb & gutter, and storm sewer laterals

   in Stage 1

- Shift traffic to existing SB lane, existing right-turn lane, and temporary pavement constructed

2’ 11’ 11’VAR. 0’-10’

LANE

TURN

LEFT

11’

LANE

BUFFER

3’VARIES 21’-31’

3’

WORK ZONE - NEW NB LANES

REMOVE PAVEMENT

6.5’

MAINTAIN LEFT TURNS IN STAGE 2B

FILL BACK IN W/TEMP. PAVEMENT TO

25’

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 50 MPH
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Construction Zone Limits

Direction of Traffic Flow

Legend

STAGE 2B

STAGE 2B

Exhibit E-5 - Construction Staging - Stage 2B

SB LANE NB LANE

NEW ROADWAY

WORK ZONE

EX. ~ IL 47 PR. ~ IL 47

3’ 12’ 12’ 8’ 2’

WORK ZONE

NB LANESB LANE

NEW ROADWAY

3’12’12’8’2’

PR. ~ IL 47

NORTH OF WALKER ROAD TO AMENT ROAD

Key Map
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Caton Farm Road to Ament Road

CATON FARM ROAD TO NORTH OF WALKER ROAD

EX. ~ IL-47

   and new NB lanes north of Walker Road

- Construct new roadway pavement/shoulders for new SB lanes south of Walker Road

   north of Walker Road constructed in Stage 2A

- Shift traffic to the new NB lanes south of Walker Road and to the new SB lanes

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH
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Construction Zone Limits

Direction of Traffic Flow

Legend

STAGE 2B

Exhibit E-5 - Construction Staging - Stage 2B

Key Map
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AMENT ROAD TO IL 71

11’ 11’

NB LANESB LANE

NEW ROADWAY

PR. ~ IL 47

Ament Road to IL 71

- Construct new SB travel lanes, curb & gutter, and storm sewer laterals

- Shift traffic to new NB lanes constructed in Stage 2A

  LANE AT SIDE ROADS.
  IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN EXISTING LEFT-TURN

NOTE: TEMPORARY PAVEMENT WILL BE PROVIDED

TEMP PAVEMENT FROM STAGE 2A

VAR. 0’-10’

LANE

TURN

LEFT

11’

LANE

BUFFER

WORK ZONE - NEW SB LANES

VARIES 20’-30’

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 50 MPH

STAGE 2A
25’ FROM 
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Construction Zone Limits

Direction of Traffic Flow

Legend

STAGE 3

Key Map
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WORK ZONE

SB LANE

NEW ROADWAY

12’

NB LANE

12’

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

PR. ~ IL 47

CATON FARM ROAD TO AMENT ROAD

12’

NB LANESB LANE

STAGE 3

AMENT ROAD TO IL 71

PR. ~ IL 47

Exhibit E-6 - Construction Staging - Stage 3

HIGH-TENSION CABLE BARRIER

Caton Farm Road to Ament Road

Stage 3 Construction

Ament Road to IL 71

- Complete construction of two-way left-turn lane, finalize grading and resoration

   complete final restoration

   grading within depressed median and install HTC barrier & mow strip, 

- Shift traffic to final configuration, remove temporary crossover, finalize

MOW STRIP

LANE

BUFFER

LANE

BUFFER

13’VARIES 8’-18’
 WORK ZONE

DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED) DRUMS (WHERE REQUIRED)

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 50 MPH

Normal Posted Speed Limit: 55 MPH

STAGE 2A
25’ FROM 

FROM STAGE 2B
 VAR. 20’-30’

10’-12’
VARIES

10’-18’
VARIES
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IL 47 - Caton Farm Road to IL 71

IL
 7
1

IL
 4

7

US 52

- IL 47 full road closure between Caton Farm Road and IL 71 (4.2 miles)Option 2 - Full Detour 

4.2 miles

Work Zone

3.5 miles

12.0 miles

14.3 miles

IL
 7
1

IL 126

Reroute NB and SB through traffic from IL 47 to US 52 and IL 71 (26.3 miles)

FOR INFORMATION ONLY
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Crash Summary and Data 



1/30/20153:00 PM
\\hrgyvnas\data\88100046\Engineering\reports\Combined Design Report\Appendices\Appendix A\A05 - Crash Summary and 
Supporting Data\Crash Summary.xls

CRASH  SUMMARY

WEATHER- ROAD CONDITION 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 TOTALS %

CLEAR-DRY 6 2 8 2 3 21 61.8%
CLEAR-WET 1 1 2.9%

FOG/SMOG-WET 1 1 2 5.9%

RAIN-WET 2 1 3 8.8%

SNOW-SNOW OR SLUSH 4 2 6 17.6%

UNKNOWN-ICE 1 1 2.9%

TOTALS: 14 4 10 2 4 34 100.0%

SEVERITY OF CRASH TOTALS %
PROPERTY DAMAGE ONLY 11 3 4 1 3 22 64.7%
PERSONAL INJURY - TYPE A 1 1 1 3 8.8%
PERSONAL INJURY - TYPE B 1 1 5 1 8 23.5%
PERSONAL INJURY - TYPE C 1 1 2.9%
NUMBER OF INJURIES 5 1 11 1 3 21
FATAL CRASH 0 0.0%
NUMBER OF FATALITIES 0

TOTALS: 14 4 10 2 4 34 100.0%

CRASH TYPE TOTALS %
REAR END 2 2 3 2 9 26.5%

SIDESWIPE-SAME DIR. 1 1 2.9%
SIDESWIPE-OPP. DIR 1 1 2 1 5 14.7%

TURNING 2 1 1 4 11.8%
ANGLE 1 3 2 6 17.6%

FIXED OBJECT 4 1 5 14.7%

HIT PEDESTRAIN 1 1 2.9%
PARKED VEHICLE 1 1 2.9%

ANIMAL 1 1 2 5.9%

TOTALS: 14 4 10 2 4 34 100.0%
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IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville
Kendall County

2009 - 2013 Crashes

Legend
_̂ 2009-2013 Crashes

GF 2012 5% Intersections

2012 5% Segments

Map Date: 1-30-15



2009-2013 Crashes
12/09/09 - 12/27/13

IL 47 @ Walker Rd.
6 Accidents 

Intersection Magic Pd' Programming 1988, 2000State of Il l inois DOT, IL  01/30/2015

(clear filter),  (0) accidents with insufficient data for display
Straight

Stopped

Unknown

Backing

Overtaking

Sideswipe

Parked

Erratic

Out of control

Right turn

Left turn

U-turn
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Nighttime
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Fixed objects:
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2009-2013 Crashes
04/05/11 - 05/12/11

IL 47 @ Ament Rd.
2 Accidents 

Intersection Magic Pd' Programming 1988, 2000State of Il l inois DOT, IL  01/30/2015

(clear filter),  (0) accidents with insufficient data for display
Straight

Stopped

Unknown

Backing

Overtaking

Sideswipe

Parked

Erratic
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Left turn
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General Pole
Signal Curb
Tree Animal

3rd vehicle

Extra data
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2009-2013 Crashes
01/14/09 - 12/12/11

IL 47 @ Legion Rd.
4 Accidents 

Intersection Magic Pd' Programming 1988, 2000State of Il l inois DOT, IL  01/30/2015

(clear filter),  (0) accidents with insufficient data for display
Straight
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County

Route Mile

Case 

Number

Collision Type

Fatal

Count

Injury

Count

Surface

Condition

Weather

Description

Lighting

Conditions

      Vehicle Direction

                1                            2

Crash

Date

Day of 

Week

Injury

Type

IL047  103.05 201301056119 Rear End  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight North North 05/02/13 ThuPD

IL047  101.85 201301084367 Rear End  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight South South 05/12/13 SunPD

IL047  103.05 201301248568 Angle  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight East South 10/19/13 SatPD

IL047  103.05 201301273076 Angle  0  3 Wet Fog/Smoke/Haze Dawn East South 12/27/13 FriA-Injury

IL047  105.17 201201274866 Sideswipe Opposite 

Direction

 0  1 Dry Clear Darkness Northwest Southeast 07/21/12 SatB-Injury

IL047  106.16 201201358123 Turning  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight North South 09/17/12 MonPD

IL047  104.79 201101160211 Turning  0  1 Dry Clear Daylight South South 02/24/11 ThuB-Injury

IL047  105.36 201101160199 Fixed Object  0  0 Wet Clear Daylight North 02/06/11 SunPD

IL047  104.50 201101160344 Angle  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight East South 04/05/11 TuePD

IL047  104.52 201101209646 Rear End  0  2 Dry Clear Daylight North North 05/21/11 SatB-Injury

IL047  103.01 201101209779 Sideswipe Opposite 

Direction

 0  1 Dry Clear Daylight North South 05/10/11 TueB-Injury

IL047  106.02 201101230266 Rear End  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight North North 07/10/11 SunPD

IL047  104.19 201101262599 Sideswipe Opposite 

Direction

 0  1 Wet Rain Daylight North South 07/28/11 ThuB-Injury

IL047  105.62 201101428836 Angle  0  2 Dry Clear Darkness East South 12/12/11 MonB-Injury

IL047  102.99 201101276167 Rear End  0  4 Dry Clear Daylight North North 07/05/11 TueA-Injury

IL047  104.50 201101209688 Angle  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight N/A Southeast 05/12/11 ThuPD

IL047  104.46 201001400728 Animal  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight North 10/13/10 WedPD

IL047  103.15 201001467557 Sideswipe Opposite 

Direction

 0  0 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Darkness North South 12/09/10 ThuPD

IL047  105.99 201001353723 Rear End  0  0 Dry Clear Darkness South South 10/11/10 MonPD

IL047  105.68 201001457398 Rear End  0  1 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Darkness South South 12/20/10 MonB-Injury

IL047  103.55 200901331781 Pedestrian  0  1 Wet Rain Darkness N/A North 10/25/09 SunA-Injury

IL047  105.68 200901011126 Turning  0  0 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Daylight East North 01/14/09 WedPD
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County

Route Mile

Case 

Number

Collision Type

Fatal

Count

Injury

Count

Surface

Condition

Weather

Description

Lighting

Conditions

      Vehicle Direction

                1                            2

Crash

Date

Day of 

Week

Injury

Type

IL047  103.30 200901044267 Sideswipe Same Direction  0  0 Ice Darkness South South 01/17/09 SatPD

IL047  103.15 200901246125 Parked Motor Vehicle  0  0 Dry Clear Darkness South West 04/07/09 TuePD

IL047  105.68 200901247959 Fixed Object  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight Northeast 06/21/09 SunPD

IL047  101.94 200901138637 Animal  0  0 Dry Clear Darkness South 06/21/09 SunPD

IL047  106.22 200901321425 Fixed Object  0  0 Dry Clear Darkness/ Lighted Road Southwest North 08/26/09 WedPD

IL047  106.20 200901361798 Turning  0  0 Wet Rain Daylight South South 10/09/09 FriPD

IL047  105.04 200901481912 Sideswipe Opposite 

Direction

 0  3 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Darkness North South 12/26/09 SatB-Injury

IL047  104.54 200901482057 Fixed Object  0  1 Dry Clear Darkness South 12/03/09 ThuC-Injury

IL047  104.85 200901482824 Rear End  0  0 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Daylight North North 12/26/09 SatPD

IL047  105.59 200901394861 Fixed Object  0  0 Dry Clear Daylight North 10/29/09 ThuPD

IL047  103.05 200901482071 Angle  0  0 Wet Fog/Smoke/Haze Darkness West South 12/21/09 MonPD

IL047  103.05 200901481832 Rear End  0  0 Snow or 

Slush

Snow Daylight South South 12/09/09 WedPD

Total Fatalities: Total Injuries: Total Crashes: 0  21  34
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Analysis Report - Crash Data Summary

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville - Kendall County



GCA-P011 GCA-R016-P03

1/30/2015

Page   1

IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville-Kendall County

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Details Report - Crash Data Summary

Route Mile Collision Type

Surface 

/Weather

Direction

Crash Date

/Time

Driver 

Condition

Vehcicle

Type

Maneuver Code Event 1 Event 2 Event 3

IL047  103.05 Dry

Clear

North

North

05/02/13Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Tractor With Semi-Tr

Van/Mini-Van10:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop - Left Turn

IL047  101.85 Dry

Clear

South

South

05/12/13Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

SUV09:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Skidding/Control Loss

Slow/Stop In Traffic

IL047  103.05 Dry

Clear

East

South

10/19/13Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Pickup

Tractor With Semi-Tr17:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Straight Ahead

IL047  103.05 Wet

Fog/Smoke/Haz

e

East

South

12/27/13Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Other

Tractor With Semi-Tr07:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic Ran Off Roadway

Motor Vehicle In Traffic Motor Vehicle In TrafficStraight Ahead

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.17 Dry

Clear

Northwest

Southeast

07/21/12Sideswipe Opposite Direc Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Fatigued

Normal

Pickup

Passenger02:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Negotiating A Curve

Negotiating A Curve

IL047  106.16 Dry

Clear

North

South

09/17/12Turning Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Pickup

Passenger15:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Turning Left

Straight Ahead

IL047  104.79 Dry

Clear

South

South

02/24/11Turning Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Van/Mini-Van

Pickup14:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Turning Right

IL047  105.36 Wet

Clear

North02/06/11Fixed Object Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal Passenger

15:00

Ran Off Roadway Ditch/EmbankmentSkidding/Control Loss

IL047  104.50 Dry

Clear

East

South

04/05/11Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

SUV

Passenger08:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Slow/Stop - Left Turn

Straight Ahead

IL047  104.52 Dry

Clear

North

North

05/21/11Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Truck Single Unit

Passenger08:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop - Left Turn

IL047  103.01 Dry

Clear

North

South

05/10/11Sideswipe Opposite Direc Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Truck Single Unit

Tractor With Semi-Tr10:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Avoiding Vehicle/Objects

IL047  106.02 Dry

Clear

North

North

07/10/11Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Pickup22:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop In Traffic

IL047  104.19 Wet

Rain

North

South

07/28/11Sideswipe Opposite Direc Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Tractor Without Sem06:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.62 Dry

Clear

East

South

12/12/11Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Alcohol Impaired

Normal

Pickup

Pickup21:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Straight Ahead

IL047  102.99 Dry

Clear

North

North

07/05/11Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

SUV

Passenger12:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop - Left Turn

IL047  104.50 Dry

Clear

N/A

Southeast

05/12/11Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

N/A

Normal

N/A

Passenger12:00

N/A

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

N/A N/AN/A

Skidding/Control Loss

IL047  104.46 Dry North10/13/10Animal Veh 1: Normal Pickup DeerStraight Ahead
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IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville-Kendall County

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Details Report - Crash Data Summary

Route Mile Collision Type

Surface 

/Weather

Direction

Crash Date

/Time

Driver 

Condition

Vehcicle

Type

Maneuver Code Event 1 Event 2 Event 3

Clear Veh 2: 09:00

IL047  103.15 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

North

South

12/09/10Sideswipe Opposite Direc Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Passenger23:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Skidding/Control Loss

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.99 Dry

Clear

South

South

10/11/10Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Passenger20:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop In Traffic

IL047  105.68 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

South

South

12/20/10Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Pickup17:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop - Right Turn

IL047  103.55 Wet

Rain

N/A

North

10/25/09Pedestrian Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

N/A

Normal

N/A

Tractor With Semi-Tr02:00

N/A

Pedestrian

N/A N/AN/A

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.68 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

East

North

01/14/09Turning Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Bus Up to 15 Passe09:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Turning Left

Straight Ahead

IL047  103.30 Ice South

South

01/17/09Sideswipe Same Direction Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

SUV

Passenger19:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Passing/Overtaking

Straight Ahead

IL047  103.15 Dry

Clear

South

West

04/07/09Parked Motor Vehicle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Had Been Drinking Pickup

Passenger00:00

Ran Off Roadway

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Mailbox Utility PoleStraight Ahead

Parked

IL047  105.68 Dry

Clear

Northeast06/21/09Fixed Object Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Had Been Drinking Passenger

07:00

CurbTurning Right

IL047  101.94 Dry

Clear

South06/21/09Animal Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal Passenger

01:00

DeerStraight Ahead

IL047  106.22 Dry

Clear

Southwest

North

08/26/09Fixed Object Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Other/Unknown

Other/Unknown

Unknown

Passenger20:00

Ran Off Roadway

Utility Pole

Utility PoleUnknown

Straight Ahead

IL047  106.20 Wet

Rain

South

South

10/09/09Turning Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Pickup

Tractor With Semi-Tr11:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Turning Left

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.04 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

North

South

12/26/09Sideswipe Opposite Direc Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Passenger19:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Skidding/Control Loss

Straight Ahead

IL047  104.54 Dry

Clear

South12/03/09Fixed Object Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Alcohol Impaired Passenger

22:00

Ran Off Roadway Curb OverturnSkidding/Control Loss

IL047  104.85 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

North

North

12/26/09Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Van/Mini-Van

Truck Single Unit14:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Slow/Stop In Traffic

Straight Ahead

IL047  105.59 Dry

Clear

North10/29/09Fixed Object Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal Pickup

12:00

Ran Off Roadway Ditch/Embankment Other ObjectAvoiding Vehicle/Objects

IL047  103.05 Wet

Fog/Smoke/Haz

e

West

South

12/21/09Angle Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Truck Single Unit

Pickup09:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Starting In Traffic

Straight Ahead
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IL 47 From Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville-Kendall County

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

GIS Crash Details Report - Crash Data Summary

IL047  103.05 Snow or 

Slush

Snow

South

South

12/09/09Rear End Veh 1: 

Veh 2: 

Normal

Normal

Passenger

Pickup15:00

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Motor Vehicle In Traffic

Straight Ahead

Slow/Stop - Left Turn
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Pavement Design Approval Memo 
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Pavement Cores 
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Culvert Rehabilitation Diagram and 
Analysis 



N S Station EXISTING PROPOSED
B B CULVERT CULVERT
L L SIZE SIZE REMARKS

6622+20 Begin Reconstruction

6635+97 DBL 8'x6' RCB SN 047-2010

Caton Farm Road Centerline Caton Farm Road (West)
6636+56.31 48"x36" CMP 48" RCP Under Caton Farm Road (West)

24" CMP 24" RCP Under Caton Farm Road (East)

6678+93 3'x2' RCB 10'x4' RCB  * Skewed 11.55° LT Ahead

Walker Road Centerline Walker Road (West)
6689+31.56

6702+50 DBL 12'x7' RCB SN 047-2006

RSAP used for end treatment analysis

Extend culvert to clear 
zone and add end 
section

CULVERT REHABILITATION DIAGRAM

    N

6658+00 30" RCP

Extend existing box culvert

TREATMENT
END

RSAP used for end treatment analysis

Extend culvert to clear 
zone and add flared 
wingwalls

All entrance culverts are to be 
removed and replaced with new 
culverts and end sections to be 
designed in Phase II.

Standard end section 
which matches foreslope
Standard end section 
which matches foreslope

Replace existing box culvert
Extend culvert to clear 
zone and add flared 
wingwalls

6659+01 2'x2' RCB Remove

RSAP used for end treatment analysis

Provide traversable end 
section and grate which 
matches foreslope



N S Station EXISTING PROPOSED
B B CULVERT CULVERT
L L SIZE SIZE REMARKS

CULVERT REHABILITATION DIAGRAM

    N TREATMENT
END

Ament Road Centerline Ament Road (West)
6768+81.86 24" CMP

6785+15 DBL 45"x29" RCP DBL 12'x3' RCB * Skewed 15.00° RT Ahead

Fairfax Way 6815+61.61 Centerline Fairfax Way

6819+50 7'x4' RCB  *

Provide traversable end 
section and grate which 
matches foreslope

6720+00

Under Ament Road (East) - Remove 
and replace with storm sewer

6774+50 24" RCP

6777+79 2'x2' RCB Remove

6793+79 2'x2' RCB

Remove

Provide end section 
where 1:3 slope meets 
culvert

Remove

6823+00 DBL 2'x2' RCB

6817+21 3'x2' RCB Remove

Combines flows from adjacent 
culverts to the north and south
RSAP used for end treatment analysis

6765+48 4'x3' RCB

RSAP used for end treatment analysis

Standard end section 
which matches foreslope

36" EQ-RS RCP
Provide traversable end 
section and grate which 
matches foreslope

Remove and replace with storm sewer



N S Station EXISTING PROPOSED
B B CULVERT CULVERT
L L SIZE SIZE REMARKS

CULVERT REHABILITATION DIAGRAM

    N TREATMENT
END

Legion Road
Windett Ridge Road 6830+89.22

Bonnie Lane
6837+55.87

6839+39 4'x3' RCB 8'x4' RCB  * Skewed 29.00° LT Ahead

Saravanos Drive
6848+10

6852+25 End Reconstruction

*

RSAP used for end treatment analysis
Provide end section 
where 1:3 slope meets 
culvert

Culvert is sized for standard precast culvert.  The culvert will 
be buried to provide the opening necessary for hydraulic 
purposes.

Centerline Saravanos Drive

Centerline Legion Road

Centerline Bonnie Lane

6834+10 2'x2' RCB Remove and replace with storm sewer



Culvert analysis 
 
IL 47 from Caton Farm Road to IL 71 
Contract 66825 
 
Clear zone on mainline  in rural section is assumed at 30’,  
 in suburban section with 1:4 foreslope is assumed at 24’-28’. 
 in suburban section with 1:3 foreslope is assumed at 12.5-14.5 from toe of slope 
 
BDE section 38-4.02 list order of evaluation of hazard –  
 
And from 38-4.06(b), for culverts 27” or greater reviewed in the order listed which mimics the order from 
section 38-4.02 

1. eliminate the structure; 
2. provide a traversable end section; 
3. extend the culvert opening beyond the clear zone with smooth, traversable graded earth transitions; 
4. shield the culvert with a roadside barrier; or 
5. delineate the structure if the above alternatives are not appropriate. 

 
Since the culverts cannot be eliminated providing a traversable end section was suggested.  If a standard grate 
could not be provided on a traversable end section then the culvert was analyzed using the RSAP.   
See table for end treatment, analyzing the options.   
 
Station 
 

Proposed Size 
Analyzed  

Skew Remarks Proposed End Treatment  

6635+97 DBL 8’x6’ 1.46° RSAP used extend the culvert opening 
beyond the clear zone with 
smooth, traversable graded earth 
transitions with cast in place 
wingwalls 

Analysis Due to the location of the Caton Farm Road and the safety 
concerns, the wrap around guardrail was not considered.  
Because of the size of the culvert placing the wingwall and 
7’ drop inside the clear zone was not considered.  Special 
Bridge Office design grate was used for analysis 

6636+56.31 48” RCP Parallel Caton Farm Road West 

BLRS Clear zone = 6’ 

standard end section which 
matches the foreslope 

Analysis End section is outside the clear zone with normal 1:6 
foreslopes for both IL 47 and Caton Farm Road West 

6636+56.31 24” RCP Parallel Caton Farm Road East  

BLRS Clear zone = 24’ 

standard end section which 
matches the foreslope 

Analysis Culvert < 27” 
6658+00 30” RCP 0°  provide a traversable end section 

which matches the foreslope with 
grate Analysis Since standard traversable grate is feasible it should be 

provided 

6678+93 10’x4’ RCB 11.55° RSAP used extend the culvert opening 
beyond the clear zone with 
smooth, traversable graded earth 
transitions 

Analysis Special Bridge Office design grate was used for analysis 

6702+50 DBL 12’x7’ RCB 3.25° RSAP used 

 

extend the culvert opening 
beyond the clear zone with 
smooth, traversable graded earth 
transitions Analysis Because of the size of the culvert, placing the wingwall 

and 8’ drop inside the clear zone was not considered.  
Special Bridge Office design grate was used for analysis 



6720+00 36” EQ-RS RCP 0°  provide a traversable end section 
which matches the foreslope with 
grate Analysis Since standard traversable grate is feasible it should be 

provided 
6774+50 24” RCP 0°  standard end section which 

matches the foreslope Analysis Culvert < 27” 
6785+15 DBL 12’x3’ RCB 15° RSAP used provide a traversable end section 

which matches the foreslope with 
special grate Analysis Special Bridge Office design used for analysis.  Extending 

the culvert to the clear zone was not analyzed because of 
ROW issues. 

6819+50 7’x4’ RCB 0° RSAP used provide end section which 
matches the foreslope where the 
1:3 fore slope meets the culvert 
headwall 

Analysis There are ROW concerns so extending to the clear zone 
was not analyzed.   

6839+39 8’x4’ RCB 29° RSAP used provide end section which 
matches the foreslope where the 
1:3 fore slope meets the culvert 
headwall 

Analysis Skew angle greater than +15, grate cannot be used.  
There are ROW concerns so extending to the clear zone 
was not analyzed.  The left side was chosen as the 
primary side since it is closer to the EOP.   

     
 
BDE section 38-4.01 
The severity of a specific roadside hazard will depend upon many factors. The Roadside Safety Analysis 
Program (RSAP) may be used to quantify the relative severity of roadside hazards. 
 
38-4.03(b) Cost-Effectiveness Method 
Where practical, the designer should use an approved cost-effectiveness methodology to determine roadside 
barrier warrants. This will provide an objective means to analyze many of the factors that impact roadside 
safety, and it will support effective use of funds to realize safety benefits. It will also promote uniformity of 
decision-making for roadside safety throughout the Department 
 
Each culvert that was reviewed with the RSAP was analyzed with the options that would be considered 
feasible to build.  The alternatives considered were: 

• Placing an end section or wingwall on the culvert where the foreslope met the headwall. 
• Adding a grate to the end section placed where the foreslope met the headwall. 
• Adding guardrail 

o In the rural section the guardrail would be placed at the edge of the shoulder 
o In the urban section the guardrail would be placed 6” or 4’ from the face of the curb. 

• Extending the culvert to the clear zone then placing an end section or wingwall. 
 
 
Crash data was reviewed within 1000’ of each culvert.  There were 1, 2, or 3 accidents at each location not 
including the intersection accidents.  The types included hitting an animal, sideswipe in opposite direction, 
sideswipe in same direction, rear end, hitting a parked vehicle, and turning.  None of the accidents were off the 
road types. 
 

 



Description and construction dollars for each alternate 
Bold indicated the RSAP’s preferred alternate based on the cost / benefit ratio 
 
Station 6635+97 Double 8’x6’ box – SN 047-2010 
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:6 slope meets the culvert headwall. (+28’ from EOP) 
Alternate 1 – $51,300 – place 1:6 end sections and grate on base culvert end 
Alternate 2 – $9,600 – extend culvert to clear zone and add cast in place wingwalls 
 
Station 6678+93 10’x4’ box 
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:4 slope meets the culvert headwall. (+20’ from EOP) 
Alternate 1 – $10,800 – add 10’x4’ end section to base culvert. 
Alternate 2 – $16,500 – add 10’x4’ end section to base culvert and a grate. 
Alternate 3 – $19,850 – add 10’x4’ end section to base culvert and guardrail. 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $952/year (added as maintenance cost) 
Alternate 4 – $15,700 – extend to clear zone and add 10’x4’ end section. 
 
Station 6702+50 Double 12’x7’ box – SN 047-2006 
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:4 slope meets the culvert headwall. (+25’ from EOP) 
Alternate 1 – $10,900 – cast in place wingwalls to base culvert end 
Alternate 2 – $74,800 – place 1:4 end sections and grate on base culvert end 
Alternate 3 – $20,100 – add wingwalls to culvert and guardrail 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $952/year (added as maintenance cost) 
Alternate 4 – $21,000 – extend culvert to clear zone and place wingwalls 
 
Station 6785+15 Double 12’x3’ box  
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:3 slope meets the culvert headwall. (+20’ from EOP) 
Alternate 1 – $11,557 – cast in place wingwalls to base culvert end 
Alternate 2 – $25,884 – place 1:3 end sections and grate on base culvert end 
Alternate 3 – $19,007 – add wingwalls to culvert and guardrail at 6” from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $919/year (added as maintenance cost) 
Alternate 4 – $19,320 – add wingwalls to culvert and guardrail at 4’ from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $817/year (added as maintenance cost) 
 
Station 6819+50 7’x4’ box culvert 
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:3 slope meets the culvert headwall. 
Alternate 1 – $7,500 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end 
Alternate 2 – $15,300 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end and add guardrail at 6” from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $952/year (added as maintenance cost) 
Alternate 3 – $19,000 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end and add guardrail at 4’ from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $885/year (added as maintenance cost) 
 
Station 6839+39 8’x4’ box culvert 
The base is to extend the culvert to the point where a 1:3 slope meets the culvert headwall. 
Alternate 1 – $6,100 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end 
Alternate 2 – $8,200 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end and add a grate 
Alternate 3 – $13,300 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end and add guardrail at 6” from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $885/year (added as maintenance cost) 
Alternate 4 – $12,800 – place 1:3 end section at culvert end and add guardrail at 4’ from face of curb 
  Guardrail will be replaced in 10 years costing $749/year (added as maintenance cost) 
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Tree Removal Schedule 
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Tree Survey 

 

Route    FAP 326 (IL Route 47)  County Kendall County 

 
Section (109,110) R  Job No. P-93-039-08 

 

Location Size Comments (Please include the reason for removal 

Station Offset Units or the commitment to save.) 

6637+59 
 

80.9' RT 36 Located within the construction limits 

6637+94 103.5' RT 30 Located within the construction limits 

6638+15 79.2' RT 32 Located within the construction limits 

6648+21 51.0' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6648+24 72.6' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6648+26 93.7' RT 
 

10 Located within the construction limits 

6648+47 47.3' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6648+50 69.5' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6648+52 90.5' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6667+32 10.1' RT 16 Located within the construction limits 

6667+56 34.7' RT 3 Located within the construction limits 

6667+68 9.9' RT 9 Located within the construction limits 

6667+85 20.7' RT 16 Located within the construction limits 

6668+17 73.8' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6668+18 47.4' RT 16 Located within the construction limits 

6668+24 15.6' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6668+41 35.0' RT 2 Located within the construction limits 

6668+57 60.6' RT 28 Located within the construction limits 

6668+85 12.1' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6668+85 43.3' RT 2 Located within the construction limits 

6668+86 53.0' RT 16 
 

Located within the construction limits 

6669+97 31.6' RT 40 Located within the construction limits 

6670+25 31.2' RT 42 Located within the construction limits 

6670+53 32.4' RT 18 
 

Located within the construction limits 

6670+53 50.3' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6670+53 71.3' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6685+63 49.8' RT 16 Located within the construction limits 

6685+93 17.1' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6686+30 21.5' RT 1 Located within the construction limits 

6686+85 56.3' RT 13 
 

Located within the construction limits 

6762+84 43.3' LT 3 Located within the construction limits 

 
All trees located within the construction limits are included in the table. 

 

The following general note will be added to the plans: 
 
Only those trees designated by the Engineer or listed in the Tree Removal Schedule shall be removed.  The Contractor 
shall protect all remaining trees from damage due to his operations. 
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Tree Survey 

 

Route FAP 326 (IL Route 47)  County Kendall County 

 
Section (109,110) R  Job No. P-93-039-08 

 

Location Size Comments (Please include the reason for removal 

Station Offset Units or the commitment to save.) 

6763+21 45.4' LT 24 Located within the construction limits 

6763+88 45.2' LT 15 Located within the construction limits 

6764+38 45.9' LT 18 Located within the construction limits 

6764+74 48.9' LT 27 
 

Located within the construction limits 

6765+35 42.7' LT 26 Located within the construction limits 

6765+93 44.5' LT 24 Located within the construction limits 

6766+47 40.9' LT 27 Located within the construction limits 

6767+13 41.7' LT 16 
 

Located within the construction limits 

6767+49 42.1' LT 20 Located within the construction limits 

6767+85 41.6' LT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6774+01 69.4' LT 38 Located within the construction limits 

6795+30 71.6' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6796+14 72.6' LT 3 Located within the construction limits 

6796+97 70.7' LT 5 Located within the construction limits 

6797+81 69.1' LT 5 Located within the construction limits 

6836+57 77.0' RT 50 Located within the construction limits 

6836+71 89.7' RT 34 Located within the construction limits 

6836+73 74.1' RT 38 Located within the construction limits 

6836+79 61.3' RT 9 Located within the construction limits 

6836+97 60.1' RT 14 Located within the construction limits 

6837+12 77.4' RT 28 Located within the construction limits 

6837+28 78.1' RT 36 Located within the construction limits 

6837+42 104.2' RT 40 Located within the construction limits 

6837+46 59.3' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6837+54 58.4' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6837+82 59.6' RT  6 Located within the construction limits 

6838+10 59.5' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6838+22 53.7' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6838+23 89.8' RT 48 Located within the construction limits 

6838+70 80.3' RT 20 Located within the construction limits 

6838+73 79.6' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

 
All trees located within the construction limits are included in the table. 

 

The following general note will be added to the plans: 
 
Only those trees designated by the Engineer or listed in the Tree Removal Schedule shall be removed.  The Contractor 
shall protect all remaining trees from damage due to his operations. 
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Tree Survey 

 

Route FAP 326 (IL Route 47)  County Kendall County 

 
Section (109,110) R  Job No. P-93-039-08 

 

Location Size Comments (Please include the reason for removal 

Station Offset Units or the commitment to save.) 

6838+76 96.6' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6838+79 67.0' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6838+80 97.9' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6838+81 89.7' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6838+94 63.8' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6838+94 87.4' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6838+94 97.5' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6839+10 63.0' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6839+13 74.0' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+16 57.6' RT 2 Located within the construction limits 

6839+17 71.6' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+20 90.9' RT 18 Located within the construction limits 

6839+23 108.1' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+24 77.2' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6839+24 77.6' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+24 94.5' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6839+25 58.6' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+29 62.5' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6839+29 68.5' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6839+34 73.7' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6839+36 68.8' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6839+37 57.1' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6839+39 74.3' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6839+40 53.2' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6839+40 59.3' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6839+52 60.5' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6839+53 61.0' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6839+54 60.6' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

6839+55 59.6' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

6840+08 59.4' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

 
All trees located within the construction limits are included in the table. 

 

The following general note will be added to the plans: 
 
Only those trees designated by the Engineer or listed in the Tree Removal Schedule shall be removed.  The Contractor 
shall protect all remaining trees from damage due to his operations. 
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Tree Survey 

 

Route FAP 326 (IL Route 47)  County Kendall County 

 
Section (109,110) R  Job No. P-93-039-08 

 

Location Size Comments (Please include the reason for removal 

Station Offset Units or the commitment to save.) 

6841+02 70.8' LT 18 Located within the construction limits 

6841+52 64.2' RT 15 Located within the construction limits 

6842+61 67.3' RT 20 Located within the construction limits 

6842+72 60.1' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6842+96 59.9' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

6843+02 63.8' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6843+16 65.3' RT  10 Located within the construction limits 

6844+18 60.4' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+23 59.7' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+33 61.9' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+42 60.4' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+56 59.2' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+66 60.1' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+66 60.3' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6844+76 62.4' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6845+87 57.1' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6846+22 58.4' LT 2 Located within the construction limits 

6850+38 52.5' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

6850+57 56.2' RT 16 Located within the construction limits 

6851+80 54.3' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

6852+21 55.8' LT 2 Located within the construction limits 

104+49 41.1' RT 9 Located within the construction limits 

105+49 44.5' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

112+29 62.2' LT 24 Located within the construction limits 

207+39 44.7' LT 40 Located within the construction limits 

207+69 45.5' LT 24 Located within the construction limits 

208+16 46.6' LT 30 Located within the construction limits 

211+67 33.4' RT 36 Located within the construction limits 

212+53 42.9' RT 6 Located within the construction limits 

212+55 40.8' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

212+56 32.4' RT 12 Located within the construction limits 

 
All trees located within the construction limits are included in the table. 

 

The following general note will be added to the plans: 
 
Only those trees designated by the Engineer or listed in the Tree Removal Schedule shall be removed.  The Contractor 
shall protect all remaining trees from damage due to his operations. 
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Tree Survey 

 

Route FAP 326 (IL Route 47)  County Kendall County 

 
Section (109,110) R  Job No. P-93-039-08 

 

Location Size Comments (Please include the reason for removal 

Station Offset Units or the commitment to save.) 

212+58 39.3' RT 10 Located within the construction limits 

212+58 31.3' RT 60 Located within the construction limits 

308+80 34.7' LT 12 Located within the construction limits 

309+03 34.9' LT 24 Located within the construction limits 

311+66 52.2' RT 18 Located within the construction limits 

311+76 58.1' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

312+73 24.6' RT 13 Located within the construction limits 

313+43 41.2' RT 8 Located within the construction limits 

314+23 26.1' RT 18 Located within the construction limits 

501+25 34.2' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

501+31 45.7' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

501+40 39.5' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

501+41 34.0' RT 4 Located within the construction limits 

605+73 37.5' LT 6 Located within the construction limits 

605+76 37.4' LT 6 Located within the construction limits 

605+83 50.0' LT 30 Located within the construction limits 

606+07 49.0' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

606+12 52.9' LT 12 Located within the construction limits 

610+11 33.1' RT 3 Located within the construction limits 

610+13 43.8' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

610+31 34.0' RT 3 Located within the construction limits 

610+33 44.3' LT 4 Located within the construction limits 

610+36 0.9' RT 3 Located within the construction limits 

                        

                        

                        

                        

                        

                        

                        

                        

 
All trees located within the construction limits are included in the table. 

 

The following general note will be added to the plans: 
 
Only those trees designated by the Engineer or listed in the Tree Removal Schedule shall be removed.  The Contractor 
shall protect all remaining trees from damage due to his operations. 
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Berm and Detention / Retention 
Facilities Schedule 



            IL 47 BERM & DETENTION/RETENTION FACILITY LOCATIONS and requirements to satisfy the setback policy / laws
 APPROX. 

BEGIN 
STATION

APPROX. 
END 

STATION
SIDE TYPE OF BERM CASE* LOCAL 

JURISDICTION
BERM 

HEIGHT
Hd

MAX. POND 
DEPTH

DISTANCE FROM 
CURRENT ROW LINE

APPROX. POLICY 
DISTANCE REQD.

DISTANCE FROM 
PROP. ROW LINE

OWNER OR SUBDIVISION PERMIT NO. WORK REQUIRED TO MEET POLICY & IMPACTS
CONST. COST TO 

MEET POLICY
ROW COST TO 
MEET POLICY

TOTAL COST TO 
MEET POLICY

PROPOSED ACTION

IL 47

6806+50 6807+75 LT DETENTION II KENDALL CO. N/A 2' 2' 22' 13' 7' Old Second National Bank 3-1066-91 Fill in non-compliant area. Recreate detention by extending basin into 
parking lot to avoid the septic field. Remove a portion of parking lot.

$1,750 $25,000 $26,750 None, Proposed improvement only affects the set-back 
and has no impact to detention facility.

6808+75 6811+00 LT WETLAND / 
RETENTION 

II YORKVILLE N/A 5.5 3.5 26.5' 18.25' 11.5 Kleinwachter Subdivision 10260 Fill in non-compliant area. Recreate detention loss from each basin 
attached to that basin. Mitigate the wetland disturbance.

$11,400 $10,000 $21,400 None, Proposed improvement only affects the set-back 
and has no impact to detention facility.

6823+50 6830+00 RT LANDSCAPE IV YORKVILLE 1.5' - 5' N/A N/A
0'                                

Part of berm on exist 
ROW

10' 0'                                
No proposed ROW

Windett Ridge Subdivision 3-9059-05 Remove non-compliant berm and brick pillar. Recreate berm and a brick 
pillar in compliant area.  Relocate non-compliant trees.

$14,700 $8,000 $22,700
None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading.  
Berm is partially on IDOT existing ROW.  No ROW is 
proposed.

6832+00 6835+75 RT LANDSCAPE IV YORKVILLE 10' N/A N/A
0'                                

Part of berm on exist 
ROW

10'
0'                                    

Part of berm on exist 
ROW

Windett Ridge Subdivision 3-9059-05 Remove non-compliant berm, brick wall, fence and landscaping. 
Recreate them in compliant area.

$54,500 $8,000 $62,500 None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading.  
Berm is partially on IDOT existing ROW.

6844+50 6845+50 LT DETENTION II YORKVILLE N/A 4.5' 4'
0'                                

Part of berm on exist 
ROW

16.75' 0'                                
No proposed ROW

Stagecoach Subdivision (Commercial) 3-9322-06 Remove non-compliant berm, detention basin, and landscaping. 
Recreate detention, berm and landscape in compliant area

$9,100 $3,000 $12,100
None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading.  
Berm is partially on IDOT existing ROW.  Not acquiring 
proposed ROW.

6845+50 6847+75 LT LANDSCAPE IV YORKVILLE 1' - 3' N/A N/A 0' 10' 0'                              No 
proposed ROW

Stagecoach Subdivision (Commercial) 3-9322-06 Remove non-compliant berm. Recreate berm compliant area.  Relocate 
non-compliant trees.

$6,400 $3,000 $9,400 None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading.  

6848+50 6852+25 LT LANDSCAPE IV YORKVILLE 3' N/A N/A 0' 10' 0'                              No 
proposed ROW

Stagecoach Subdivision (Commercial) 3-9322-06 Remove non-compliant berm. Recreate berm compliant area.  Relocate 
non-compliant trees.

$8,400 $4,000 $12,400 None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading.  

AMENT ROAD

305+25 305+70 RT DRY DETENTION II KENDALL CO. 2' 2' 2'
0'                                

Part of detention on 
exist ROW

13'
0'                                  

Part of detention on 
exist ROW

Cross Evangelical Lutheran Church M11-90 Fill in non-compliant area. Recreate detention. $1,800 $5,000 $6,800 None.  Only minor impacts to berm due to ditch grading 
west of CE+05.  

* Seven cases as defined in the IDOT Drainage Manual (July 2011) Section 1-802.
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Storm Water Pollution Prevention 
Soil Data 



Middle aux Sable Creek

Walker Rd

Caton Farm Rd

P
en

m
an

 R
d

152A

152A

145B

152A

152A

198A

145A

59A

59A

145B

59A

145B

198A

59
A

198A

145B
2

14
5B

14
5B

149A

44
2A

152A

60C2
14

5B
2

59
A

14
8B

19
8A

145C2

145B

145B

442A

145C2

145B

59A

145B2

59A

59A

442A

145C2

379200

379200

379600

379600

380000

380000

380400

380400

380800

380800

381200

38120046
01

60
0

46
01

60
0

46
02

00
0

46
02

00
0

46
02

40
0

46
02

40
0

46
02

80
0

46
02

80
0

46
03

20
0

46
03

20
0

46
03

60
0

46
03

60
0

46
04

00
0

46
04

00
0

46
04

40
0

46
04

40
0

46
04

80
0

46
04

80
0

0 1,000 2,000 3,000500
Feet

0 300 600 900150
Meters

41° 35' 12''

88
° 

25
' 1

6'
'

41° 33' 25''

88
° 

25
' 1

4'
'

41° 33' 24''

41° 35' 10''
88

° 
26

' 5
9'

'
88

° 
27

' 1
''

Map Scale: 1:15,700 if printed on A size (8.5" x 11") sheet.

Soil Map—Kendall County, Illinois

Natural ResourcesNatural ResourcesNatural ResourcesNatural Resources
Conservation ServiceConservation ServiceConservation ServiceConservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/4/2009
Page 1 of 3



MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Units

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features
Gully

Short Steep Slope

Other

Political Features
Cities

Water Features
Oceans

Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Map Scale: 1:15,700 if printed on A size (8.5" × 11") sheet.

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:12,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:  http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System:  UTM Zone 16N NAD83

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  Kendall County, Illinois
Survey Area Data:  Version 6, Apr 15, 2009

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:  7/7/2007; 7/21/2007

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Kendall County, Illinois (IL093)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

59A Lisbon silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 38.5 9.3%

60C2 La Rose silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes,
eroded

4.5 1.1%

145A Saybrook silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 22.3 5.4%

145B Saybrook silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 79.1 19.1%

145B2 Saybrook silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes,
eroded

13.2 3.2%

145C2 Saybrook silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes,
eroded

4.9 1.2%

148B Proctor silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 3.3 0.8%

149A Brenton silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 5.2 1.3%

152A Drummer silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent
slopes

183.7 44.3%

198A Elburn silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 52.8 12.7%

442A Mundelein silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 7.3 1.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 414.8 100.0%

Soil Map–Kendall County, Illinois

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/4/2009
Page 3 of 3
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Map Scale: 1:21,300 if printed on A size (8.5" × 11") sheet.

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:12,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:  http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System:  UTM Zone 16N NAD83

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  Kendall County, Illinois
Survey Area Data:  Version 6, Apr 15, 2009

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:  7/21/2007

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Kendall County, Illinois (IL093)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

59A Lisbon silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 115.4 9.9%

60B2 La Rose silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes, eroded 14.3 1.2%

60C2 La Rose silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded 80.6 6.9%

60C3 La Rose clay loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes,
severely eroded

86.5 7.4%

67A Harpster silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 2.7 0.2%

145B Saybrook silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 185.5 15.9%

145B2 Saybrook silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes, eroded 146.0 12.5%

145C2 Saybrook silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes,
eroded

17.3 1.5%

149A Brenton silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 17.7 1.5%

152A Drummer silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 109.7 9.4%

193B Mayville silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 28.8 2.5%

224C2 Strawn silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded 86.7 7.4%

224C3 Strawn clay loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes,
severely eroded

5.9 0.5%

224D2 Strawn silt loam, 10 to 18 percent slopes, eroded 2.2 0.2%

224D3 Strawn clay loam, 10 to 18 percent slopes,
severely eroded

7.3 0.6%

330A Peotone silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 17.9 1.5%

356A Elpaso silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 223.3 19.2%

442A Mundelein silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4.3 0.4%

802B Orthents, loamy, undulating 3.7 0.3%

8082A Millington silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes,
occasionally flooded

9.1 0.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 1,164.9 100.0%

Soil Map–Kendall County, Illinois

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/4/2009
Page 3 of 3
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Design Criteria Checklist (Rural) 
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   Formerly BDE 31-8 

 

 

Rural Section 

Design Criteria Checklist 

 

1. Application 
 

The Design Criteria Checklist is intended to summarize and document a proposed project’s compliance with 
the relevant Level One and Level Two design criteria. The checklist must be completed for each new 
construction, reconstruction, or 3R project. The checklist is then included in the Phase I engineering report and 
becomes a part of the permanent project file. 
 

For both the Level One and Level Two criteria, check the appropriate boxes on the checklist as applicable. For 
any criteria not met, a design exception must be processed / approved per Chapter 31-8 of the BDE Manual. 
 

2. Project Identification 
 

State Job No.: P-93-039-08 Marked Route No.: FAP 326 (IL 47) 

Functional Classification: Other Principal Arterial 
(Rural SRA Design Criteria)  

Highway Type: Existing: Rural 2-lane, 2-way. 
Proposed: Rural 4-lane, 2-way 
with median. 

County/City: Kendall County / United City of Yorkville Project Length: 2.5 mi (Rural) / 4.4 mi (Total)  

Project Location:  

The overall project is from approximately 1,400' south of Caton Farm Road to approximately 600' south of IL 71.  
The rural section of the project is from approximately 1,400' south of Caton Farm Road to approximately 1,400' 
south of Ament Road. 

 

3. Project Scope of Work 

 
 a. Is project located on NHS?  Yes  No 

 
 b. Check the appropriate box. See Section 31-6 for definitions. 

 
  New construction  *Reconstruction  3R (non-freeway)  *3R (freeway) 

 
 *Note: May include "Allowed to Remain in Place" criteria. “ 

 
 c. Provide a brief project description: 

 
 Reconstructing IL 47, south of Caton Farm Road to south of Ament Road, using Rural SRA policy with 

60 mph design speed to provide two (2) lanes in each direction with a 32' wide median (including 6' 
inside shoulders) and 12' outside shoulders. 

 
4. Evaluating Exceptions 

 
 When evaluating exceptions to design criteria, the primary considerations are: safety, capacity, 

 
 compatibility with adjacent sections, time to construction of ultimate improvement, and construction costs. 

 
5. District Coordination Meetings 

 
 Has project been discussed at district coordination meetings?  Yes  No 

  
See December 11, 2014 meeting minutes in Appendix B.  
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Level One Design Criteria Checklist 

 
Route: FAP 326 (IL 47) Section: (109, 110) R County: Kendall 
 

Design Criteria for Mainline Only 

(Provide numerical value for project, where indicated.) 

Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

Yes No N/A 

1. Design Speed: 60 mph (km/h)    

2. Lane Widths: 12' feet (meters)    

3. Through Travel Lane Cross -     

 Slopes in Percent Lane 1 1.5     

 Lane 2 1.5     

 Lane 3           
 

   
4. Shoulder Widths:  6’ feet (meters) (inside)    

 10’ paved feet (meters) (outside)    
 

   
5. Horizontal Curvature (Minimum Radius for    

 selected design speed) 1,330' feet (meters) 

6. Superelevation Rates  (emax = 
Note: All curves designed for normal crown. 

6.0 %) 

 

   

7. Stopping Sight Distance at Crest Vertical Curves  
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars)  K = 151 

   

8. Stopping Sight Distance at Sag Vertical Curves 
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars)  K = 136 

   

9. Stopping Sight Distance on Inside of Horizontal Curves 
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars) 

   

10. Clear Roadway Bridge Widths:       feet (meters)    

11. Structural Capacity of Bridges:          

12. Vertical Clearances:          

13. Maximum Grades: 3%    

Note: Criteria numbers 1, 2, 3, and 4 apply throughout the project. The remaining criteria apply to specific 

sites within the project limits. 

  

Design exception for 2% cross-

slope approved by BDE on 

6/14/13. 

Design exception for 12’ 

shoulders (8’ paved) approved 

by BDE on 8/9/12. 
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Level Two Design Criteria Checklist 

 
Route: FAP 326 (IL 47) Section: (109, 110) R County: Kendall 
 

Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

1. Design Speed:          

a. Level of Service (mainline)    

LOS C 

b. SSD application at horizontal 
curves (downgrade adjusted 
SSD used) 

Note: No prop. grades require adjustment. 

Horz. 
   

570' 

c. SSD application for vertical 
curves (downgrade adjusted 
SSD used) 

Note: No prop. grades require adjustment. 

Vert. 
   

570' 

d. Truck SSD (level) (at specific sites)    

No high volume truck generators within project limits. 

2. Horizontal Alignment (Mainline)    

a. Traveled way widening    

      

b. Superelevation transition lengths    

      

c. Superelevation distribution between tangent     

and curve       

d. “Breakover” of outside shoulder on super-    

elevated curves       

e. Relative longitudinal slope of shoulder to edge of 
traveled way on high side of S.E. curve 

   

adjacent to bridge with S.E.       

f. Superelevation development at reverse     

curves       

g. Is superelevation transition length located off of 
bridges and bridge approach pavements? 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

3. Vertical Alignment (Mainline)    

a. Minimum grades considering drainage    

0.5% desirable; 0.0% allowable - BDE Section 33-2.03(1)  

b. Critical length of grade    

      

c. Warrants for truck-climbing lanes    

      

d. Design criteria for truck-climbing lanes (e.g., lane 
width and shoulder width) 

   

      

e. Minimum length of vertical curves for selected 
design speed 

   

3V = 180' (minimum proposed = 200') 

f. Maximum length of vertical curves (drainage of 
curbed facilities and bridges) 

   

      

4. Cross Section Elements (Mainline)    

a. Design of parking lanes:    

• Cross-slope       % 

• Width       feet (meters)    

 
b.  Design of sidewalks:    

• Cross-slope       % 

• Width       feet (meters)    

• Longitudinal slopes       %    

    
c. Type of curb and gutter used on median:    

      

d. Drainage of raised curb medians: 

   
• Direction of flow of median surface or  

 pavement        

• Direction of cross-slope on gutter       %    

 
e. Type of curb and gutter used along outside    

edges of pavement        

 
f. TWLTL width: 

   • Flush type       feet (meters) 

• Traversable type       feet (meters)    
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

g. Median widths: 
   • Urban       feet (meters) 

• Suburban       feet (meters)    

• Rural 50' Depressed feet (meters)    
    

h. Shoulder cross slopes 4% (Paved) 

4%-6% (Aggregate) 

5%-8% (Turf) 

    

i. Fill slopes: 1:4  (V:H)     

j. Outside roadway ditch: 
   • Slopes 1:4 / 1:3 • Depth Varies 

• Widths 6'     

 
Median ditch: 

   

• Widths 2' • Slopes 1:5 (min) *    

• Depth Varies     

    

k. Cross-section transitions into bridges/    

underpasses       

l. Use of mountable curbs (V > 45 mph (70 km/h))    

      

m. Cross-section transition details (e.g., four-lane     

to two-lane) 
Note:  For the transition from depressed median to TWLTL 
and shoulders to curb and gutter. 

 

n. Design of frontage roads: 
   • Des. speed       • Pvmt. width       

• Shld. width       • Cross-slopes          

• Super. rate       • Ditch slopes          
    
5. Roadside Safety    

a. Horizontal clearances: 
   • Clear zones on tangent sections 30’ (Fig. 38-3.A) 

• Clear zones on outside of horizontal curves    
No adjustment for curve radii greater than 2,860'.  

b. Barrier warrants    

      

c. Barrier length of need    

      

 d.  Deceleration criteria for impact attenuators    

      

Design exception for a 32’ wide, depressed 

median was approved by BDE on 6/14/13. 

Design exception for 2’ wide ditch approved by BDE 8/9/12. 

*Required slope is 1:8 or flatter in areas with HTC median barrier. 



Printed 2/27/2015 Page 6 of 9 BDE 3108 (Rev. 01/21/14) 

   Formerly BDE 31-8 

Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

6. Intersections 

See Side Road Fact Sheet 

   

a. Accommodation of design vehicle    

(Identify Vehicle) Varies per BDE Fig. 36-1.R  

 
b. Level of service: 

   • Through Lanes LOS C  

• Turn Lanes LOS C     
 

c. Skew angle    

Within 15 degrees of perpendicular 

d. Profiles    

BDE Section 36-1.06(a) 

e. Volume guidelines for turn-lanes: 
   • Right-turns BDE Section 36-3.01(a)  

• Left turns BDE Section 36-3.01(b)    
 

f. Design of right-turn lanes          

 Design of left-turn lanes          

 Approach Taper          

g. Turn-lane tapers Departure Taper          
           See #6(f) for DE info. Bay Taper 265’    

h. Turning roadway widths          

i. Turn-lane Deceleration (Rural) 265'    

 lengths Storage (Urban)          

j. Intersection sight distance:    
 List criteria and type: BDE Section 36-6   

        

 
k. Median opening length:    

 40' (min.)  

 
l. Minimum corner island size:    

        

 
m. Does right-turn radius accommodate design vehicle 

without encroachment? 

   

Yes 

n. Driveway widths    

Field Rural: 24' 

Private Rural: 12'-24' 

Commercial Rural: 24'-35' 

 
  

Design exception for NB and SB left-turn lane storage and taper (195’/195’) 

between Sta. 6668+65 and Sta. 6674+50 approved by BDE on 10/9/14. 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

o. Type of traffic control: 
   • Two-way stop       

• All-way stop          

• Traffic signals          
    

p. Is maximum grade exceeded on any approach?    

No 

q. Max “e” for intersections on curve    

      

7. Interchanges    

a. Exit 
Terminal 

Standard Type          

Design speed of first curve          

Are any exit terminals located 
on mainline horizontal curve?       

   

b. Entrance 
Terminal 

Standard Type          

Length of tangent after the 
entering curve 

         

Design speed of entering 
curve 

         

c. Design speed of ramp proper:    

       mph (km/h) 

 
d. Design speed of crossroad:    

       mph (km/h) 

 
e. Maximum ramp grades:    

• Exit ramp       % 

• Entrance ramp       %    
 

f. Ramp pavement width    

      

g. Ramp shoulder widths    

• Left        

• Right           
 

h. Horizontal ramp curvature in conjunction with 
selected design speeds 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

i. Superelevation 
development on 
ramps 

Superelevation Rate       
   

Transition Length       
   

Distribution Between 
Tangent & Curve 

      
   

j. Vertical curvature compliance with selected design 
speed on ramp 

   

      

k. Length of access control at crossroad    

      

l. Type of traffic control at crossroad: 
   • Stop signs       

• Traffic signals          

• Free flow          
    

m. Is length of crest vertical curve used on crossroad 

≥ that required by the selected design speed of 
crossroad? 

   

      

n. Are crossroad approach grades through ramp/ 

crossroad intersections ≤ 2%? 

   

      

o. Are ramp/crossroad intersections located on a 
tangent section of crossroad alignment? 

   

      

p. Is decision sight distance available in advance of 
exit gore? 

   

      

q. Is clear recovery area available beyond gore nose?    

      

r. Level of service: 
   • Exit terminal        

• Entrance terminal           

• Ramp proper           

• Weaving area           

• Ramp/crossroad intersection           
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

 

 

 

 

 

     Prepared By:  Anthony P. Simmons, P.E. – HR Green, Inc.  

 Designer (IDOT or Consultant) 

  Upgrade          

  Downgrade          

  Inside Lane          

s. Freeway lane 
drops 

Location Outside Lane       
   

  At Exit 
Terminal 

      
   

  Beyond Exit 
Terminal 

      
   

 Taper Length          
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Suburban Section 

Design Criteria Checklist 

 

1. Application 
 

The Design Criteria Checklist is intended to summarize and document a proposed project’s compliance with 
the relevant Level One and Level Two design criteria. The checklist must be completed for each new 
construction, reconstruction, or 3R project. The checklist is then included in the Phase I engineering report and 
becomes a part of the permanent project file. 
 

For both the Level One and Level Two criteria, check the appropriate boxes on the checklist as applicable. For 
any criteria not met, a design exception must be processed / approved per Chapter 31-8 of the BDE Manual. 
 

2. Project Identification 
 

State Job No.: P-93-039-08 Marked Route No.: FAP 326 (IL 47) 

Functional Classification: Other Principal Arterial 
(Suburban SRA Design 
Criteria)  

Highway Type: Existing: Rural 2-lane, 2-way. 
Proposed: Closed Suburban 
4-lane with TWLTL. 

County/City: Kendall County / United City of Yorkville Project Length: 1.9 mi (Suburban) / 4.4 mi (Total)  

Project Location:  

The overall project is from approximately 1,400' south of Caton Farm Road to approximately 600' south of IL 71.  
The suburban section of the project is from approximately 1,400' south of Ament Road to approximately 600' 
south of IL 71. 

 

3. Project Scope of Work 

 
 a. Is project located on NHS?  Yes  No 

 
 b. Check the appropriate box. See Section 31-6 for definitions. 

 
  New construction  *Reconstruction  3R (non-freeway)  *3R (freeway) 

 
 *Note: May include "Allowed to Remain in Place" criteria. “ 

 
 c. Provide a brief project description: 

 
 Reconstructing IL 47, south of Ament Road to south of IL 71, using Suburban SRA policy with 45 mph 

design speed to provide two (2) lanes in each direction with a two-way left-turn lane and curb and gutter 
along the outside edge of pavement. 

 
4. Evaluating Exceptions 

 
 When evaluating exceptions to design criteria, the primary considerations are: safety, capacity, 

 
 compatibility with adjacent sections, time to construction of ultimate improvement, and construction costs. 

 
5. District Coordination Meetings 

 
 Has project been discussed at district coordination meetings?  Yes  No 

  
See December 11, 2014 meeting minutes in Appendix B.  
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Level One Design Criteria Checklist 

 
Route: FAP 326 (IL 47) Section: (109, 110) R County: Kendall 
 

Design Criteria for Mainline Only 

(Provide numerical value for project, where indicated.) 

Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

Yes No N/A 

1. Design Speed: 45 mph (km/h)    

2. Lane Widths: 

 

12', 13' 

 

feet (meters)    

3. Through Travel Lane Cross -     

 Slopes in Percent Lane 1 2.0     

 Lane 2 2.0     

 Lane 3           
 

   
4. Shoulder Widths:   feet (meters) (inside)    

  feet (meters) (outside)    
 

   
5. Horizontal Curvature (Minimum Radius for    

 selected design speed) 715' feet (meters) 

6. Superelevation Rates  (emax = 
Note: All curves designed for normal crown. 

4.0 %) 

 

   

7. Stopping Sight Distance at Crest Vertical Curves  
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars)  K = 61 

   

8. Stopping Sight Distance at Sag Vertical Curves 
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars)  K = 79 

   

9. Stopping Sight Distance on Inside of Horizontal Curves 
(Level SSD for Passenger Cars) 

   

10. Clear Roadway Bridge Widths:       feet (meters)    

11. Structural Capacity of Bridges:          

12. Vertical Clearances:          

13. Maximum Grades: 6%    

Note: Criteria numbers 1, 2, 3, and 4 apply throughout the project. The remaining criteria apply to specific 

sites within the project limits. 

  

13’ outside lane for bicycle accommodation. 
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Level Two Design Criteria Checklist 

 
Route: FAP 326 (IL 47) Section: (109, 110) R County: Kendall 
 

Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

1. Design Speed:          

a. Level of Service (mainline)    

LOS C 

b. SSD application at horizontal 
curves (downgrade adjusted 
SSD used) 

Note: No prop. grades require adjustment. 

Horz. 
   

360' 

c. SSD application for vertical 
curves (downgrade adjusted 
SSD used) 

Note: No prop. grades require adjustment. 

Vert. 
   

360' 

d. Truck SSD (level) (at specific sites)    

No high volume truck generators within project limits. 

2. Horizontal Alignment (Mainline)    

a. Traveled way widening    

      

b. Superelevation transition lengths    

      

c. Superelevation distribution between tangent     

and curve       

d. “Breakover” of outside shoulder on super-    

elevated curves       

e. Relative longitudinal slope of shoulder to edge of 
traveled way on high side of S.E. curve 

   

adjacent to bridge with S.E.       

f. Superelevation development at reverse     

curves       

g. Is superelevation transition length located off of 
bridges and bridge approach pavements? 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

3. Vertical Alignment (Mainline)    

a. Minimum grades considering drainage    

0.30% (minimum proposed = 0.39%)  

b. Critical length of grade    

      

c. Warrants for truck-climbing lanes    

      

d. Design criteria for truck-climbing lanes (e.g., lane 
width and shoulder width) 

   

      

e. Minimum length of vertical curves for selected 
design speed 

   

3V = 135' (minimum proposed = 150') 

f. Maximum length of vertical curves (drainage of 
curbed facilities and bridges) 

   

K ≤ 167 

4. Cross Section Elements (Mainline)    

a. Design of parking lanes:    

• Cross-slope       % 

• Width       feet (meters)    

 
b.  Design of sidewalks:    

• Cross-slope 2 % 

• Width 5 feet (meters)    

• Longitudinal slopes 5 %    

    
c. Type of curb and gutter used on median:    

      

d. Drainage of raised curb medians: 

   
• Direction of flow of median surface or  

 pavement        

• Direction of cross-slope on gutter       %    

 
e. Type of curb and gutter used along outside    

edges of pavement B-6.24  

 
f. TWLTL width: 

   • Flush type 12' or 14' feet (meters) 

• Traversable type 

•  

      feet (meters) 

 
   

13’ matches adjacent project to the north.  The typical section 

was discussed at the PSG Meeting on October 26, 2011 and at 

the IDOT/FHWA Coordination Meeting on August 9, 2012. 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

g. Median widths: 
   • Urban       feet (meters) 

• Suburban       feet (meters)    

• Rural       feet (meters)    
    

h. Shoulder cross slopes              % 

 

    

i. Fill slopes: 1:3 max          (V:H) 

1:4 desirable       

    

j. Outside roadway ditch: 
   • Slopes 1:3 (max) • Depth Varies 

• Widths 6'     

 
Median ditch: 

   

• Widths       • Slopes          

• Depth           

    
k. Cross-section transitions into bridges/    

underpasses       

l. Use of mountable curbs (V > 45 mph (70 km/h))    

      

m. Cross-section transition details (e.g., four-lane     

to two-lane) 
Note:  For the transition from depressed median to TWLTL 
and shoulders to curb and gutter. 

 

 

n. Design of frontage roads: 
   • Des. speed       • Pvmt. width       

• Shld. width       • Cross-slopes          

• Super. rate       • Ditch slopes          
    
5. Roadside Safety    

a. Horizontal clearances: 
   • Clear zones on tangent sections 

1.5’ operational offset from face of curb (min) 

24’-28’ uncurbed clear zone (with 1:4 slopes) 

12.5’-14.5’ from toe of slope (desirable with 1:3 slopes) 

 

 

• Clear zones on outside of horizontal curves 
30’ uncurbed clear zone (PI STA 6857+29.88) 

No other curves require adjustment (R > 2,860’) 

   

 
b. Barrier warrants    

      

c. Barrier length of need    

      
 d.  Deceleration criteria for impact attenuators    

      

Design exception for a 32’ wide, depressed 

median was approved by BDE on 6/14/13. 

Design exception for 2’ wide ditch approved by BDE 8/9/12. 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

6. Intersections 

See Side Road Fact Sheet 

   

a. Accommodation of design vehicle    

(Identify Vehicle) Varies per BDE Fig. 36-1.R  

 
b. Level of service: 

   • Through Lanes LOS C  

• Turn Lanes LOS D     
 

c. Skew angle    

Within 15 degrees of perpendicular 

d. Profiles    

BDE Section 36-1.06(a) 
Design exception for sag curve on Legion Road approach to IL 
47 (K=20 versus 64 minimum) approved by BDE on 12/11/14. 

e. Volume guidelines for turn-lanes: 
   • Right-turns BDE Section 36-3.01(a)  

• Left turns BDE Section 36-3.01(b)    
 

f. Design of right-turn lanes          

 Design of left-turn lanes          

 Approach Taper          

g. Turn-lane tapers Departure Taper          

 Bay Taper 200’    

h. Turning roadway widths          

i. Turn-lane Deceleration (Rural)          

 lengths Storage (Urban) 185'    

j. Intersection sight distance:    
 List criteria and type: BDE Section 36-6   

        

 
k. Median opening length:    

        

 
l. Minimum corner island size:    

        

 
m. Does right-turn radius accommodate design vehicle 

without encroachment? 

   

Yes 

n. Driveway widths    

Field Rural: 24' 

Private Rural: 12'-24' 

Commercial Rural: 24'-35' 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

o. Type of traffic control: 
   • Two-way stop       

• All-way stop          

• Traffic signals          
    

p. Is maximum grade exceeded on any approach?    

No 

q. Max “e” for intersections on curve    

      

7. Interchanges    

a. Exit 
Terminal 

Standard Type          

Design speed of first curve          

Are any exit terminals located 
on mainline horizontal curve?       

   

b. Entrance 
Terminal 

Standard Type          

Length of tangent after the 
entering curve 

         

Design speed of entering 
curve 

         

c. Design speed of ramp proper:    

       mph (km/h) 

 
d. Design speed of crossroad:    

       mph (km/h) 

 
e. Maximum ramp grades:    

• Exit ramp       % 

• Entrance ramp       %    
 

f. Ramp pavement width    

      

g. Ramp shoulder widths    

• Left        

• Right           
 

h. Horizontal ramp curvature in conjunction with 
selected design speeds 
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

i. Superelevation 
development on 
ramps 

Superelevation Rate       
   

Transition Length       
   

Distribution Between 
Tangent & Curve 

      
   

j. Vertical curvature compliance with selected design 
speed on ramp 

   

      

k. Length of access control at crossroad    

      

l. Type of traffic control at crossroad: 
   • Stop signs       

• Traffic signals          

• Free flow          
    

m. Is length of crest vertical curve used on crossroad 

≥ that required by the selected design speed of 
crossroad? 

   

      

n. Are crossroad approach grades through ramp/ 

crossroad intersections ≤ 2%? 

   

      

o. Are ramp/crossroad intersections located on a 
tangent section of crossroad alignment? 

   

      

p. Is decision sight distance available in advance of 
exit gore? 

   

      

q. Is clear recovery area available beyond gore nose?    

      

r. Level of service: 
   • Exit terminal        

• Entrance terminal           

• Ramp proper           

• Weaving area           

• Ramp/crossroad intersection           
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Design Criteria Does the proposed design meet IDOT criteria? 

 Yes No N/A 

 

 

 

 

 

     Prepared By:  Anthony P. Simmons, P.E. – HR Green, Inc.  

 Designer (IDOT or Consultant) 

  Upgrade          

  Downgrade          

  Inside Lane          

s. Freeway lane 
drops 

Location Outside Lane       
   

  At Exit 
Terminal 

      
   

  Beyond Exit 
Terminal 

      
   

 Taper Length          
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Biological Resources Clearance 







List Revised October 2013

County Species Status Habitat

Illinois County Distribution
Federally Endangered, Threatened, and Candidate Species

Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) Endangered Caves, mines (hibernacula);
Small stream corridors with well developed 
riparian woods; upland forests (foraging)

Northern long-eared bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as 
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and mines - swarming in 
surrounding wooded areas in autumn. Roosts and 
forages in upland forests and woods.

Eastern prairie fringed orchid
(Platanthera leucophaea )

Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

Kendall
Field Office to Contact: 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Rock Island Illinois 
Field Office
1511 47th Avenue 
Moline, Illinois 61265 
(309) 757-5800
e:mail RockIsland@fws.gov 
FAX: 309-757-5807

mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
mailto:%20RockIsland@fws.gov
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Transportation Review for Ecological Compliance: Report of Possible Resource Conflicts

Sequence #: 16476

IL 47
Resource in Vicinity of Project Polygon
*Ducks Unlimited Wetlands
*INHS Wetland
*National Wetlands Inventory
INAI & NP w/in 1 mile
*none found

No Resource Found
*INAI
*T&E
*Nature Preserve
*Roadside Prairie Inventory

County: KENDALL
Section(PLSS): 3 36N7E4
Area: -1.21057 sq. miles = -774.76299 acres
Report created by Vincent Hamer

Printed 8/29/2014 10:45:47 AM

Include as additional 
 documentation with 
 permit applications 
 (USACE).

¯

3,000 0 3,0001,500 Feet









 
Wetland Impact Review Tool Report:  Report of Possible Resource Conflicts. 

Resource in Vicinity of Project 
Polygon  

• National Wetlands Inventory 
(NWI) 

Resource within Buffer 
No Resource Found  

• Threatened and Endangered 
Species  

• Natural Area Inventory  
• Nature Preserve/LWR 

County: KENDALL. Section (PLSS): 
336N 7E16.  

Area: 2.493 square miles = 
1605.211 acres  

Parcel ID: #16476 - IL 47 from South of Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in 
Yorkville 

 
 

Report generated by: Barb Traeger  Fri Mar 25 09:26:04 CDT 2011  
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Wetland Impact Evaluation 



Wetlands

Cleared for Design Approval: 09/08/2014

Cleared for Letting: 09/08/2014

Submittal Date: 03/17/2011 Sequence No: 16476

Contract #: 66825

Project Length: km miles

93-039-08

District: 3

Counties: Kendall

Route: FAP 326 Marked: IL 47

Street: Section: (109, 110)R

Municipality(ies): Yorkville 4.8280 3

FromTo (At): South of Caton Farm Road to IL 71 in Yorkville

Quadrangle: Plattville Township-Range-Section: T36N, R7E, Sec.33,28,31,16,9

Anticipated Design Approval: 12/01/2011

Requesting Agency: DOH

Job No.: P-

Wetland Impacts Evaluation

Project No:

Mitigation:

Wetland Impacts and Mitigation Required

Submittal Date: 09/03/2014

Summarize briefly why there are no practicable 
alternatives to the use of the wetland(s):

Does the project have wetland impacts? No Type:

Wetland mitigation is being proposed: Reviewed

Briefly describe the measures considered to 
avoid and minimize adverse impacts to the 
wetlands:

Submitted By:

Memo Date: 09/08/2014

Memo: There will be no impacts to wetlands

Memo By: Vince Hamer

Memo Date: 09/03/2014

Memo: Wetland Impact Evaluation for contract # 66825
Wetland Site #6 (Wet Forbland) - Sta. 6650+74 to Sta. 6651+78 (109' LT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.
Wetland Site #5 (Wet Forbland) - Sta. 6676+83 to Sta. 6679+94 (127' LT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.
Wetland Site #4 (Wetland Pond) - Sta. 6808+78 to Sta. 6811+00 (90'LT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.
Wetland Site #3 (Wetland Pond) - Sta. 6811+14 to Sta. 6812+54 (92' LT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.
Wetland Site #2 (Marsh) - Sta. 6817+38 to Sta. 6823+13 (56' RT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.
Wetland Site #1 (Marsh) - Sta. 6813+22 to Sta. 6815+17 (94' RT)
No wetland impacts will occur.  Erosion control measures will be placed to protect the wetland 
site.

Memo By: Roger F. Rynke
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Table 6.1 – Noise Impact Summary 

Common Noise 
Environment ID / 

Receptor  

Noise 
Abatement  
Criterion 

dB(A)  

No. of 
Receptors 

Represented 

Existing 

2040  
No-Build 

Alternative 2040 Build Alternative  

 

Dist. to IL 47 
Nearest Edge 
of Pavement 

(ft) 

Noise 
Level 
dB(A)  

Noise Level 
dB(A)  

Dist. to IL 47 
Nearest Edge 
of Pavement 

(ft) 

Noise 
Level 
dB(A)  Increase 

Impact 
(Yes/No) 

CNE 1 Res 1 66 2 74 69 72 47 72 3 Yes 

 Res 2 66 1 145 64 67 78 70 6 Yes 

 Res 3 66 1 415 56 59 347 60 4 No 

 Res 4 66 1 147 64 67 78 70 6 Yes 

 Res 5 66 1 85 68 71 NA NA NA Relocated* 

 Res 6 66 1 86 68 71 NA NA NA Relocated* 

 Res 7  66 1 173 66 68 165 68 2 Yes 

CNE 2 Res 8 66 2 339 58 60  271 62 4 No 

 Res 9 66 1 87 66 69 69 70 4 Yes 

 Play 1 66 12 428 55 57 325 59 4 No 

 Play 2 66 12 189 60 62 171 63 3 No 

 Cem 1 66 1 255 59 62 236 64 5 No 

CNE 3 Res 10 66 2 122 67 70 103 71 4 Yes 

 Res 11 66 1 468 56 59 450 60 4 No 

 Res 12 66 1 188 63 66 175 66 3 Yes 

CNE 4 Res 16 66 5 338 58 61 325 61 3 No 

CNE 5 Res 13 66 10 175 62 65 160 65 3 No 

CNE 6 Res 14 66 5 200 61 64 179 65 4 No 

CNE 7 Res 15 66 4 96 65 68 76 70 5 Yes 

*Anticipated to be relocated as part of the proposed improvements. 
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7.0 Abatement Evaluation  
 
Based on the modeling results summarized in Section 6, the NAC for build noise levels were met 

or exceeded at 13 of the 64 total represented receptors evaluated.  Potential noise abatement 

measures include traffic management measures, alteration of horizontal and vertical alignments, 

acquisition of property rights for construction of noise barriers, acquisition of undeveloped land 

for buffer zones, and the construction of noise barriers.  Due to the project conditions along the 

corridor, noise barriers are the most viable option. 

7.1 Analysis of Noise Barriers 
 
The most feasible solution to abating noise impacts would generally be to construct noise barriers 

consisting of earth berms or noise walls.  Landscaped berms are the preferred abatement solution 

because of the relatively low cost and aesthetic nature of berms; however, available right-of-way 

along the study area precludes the use of berms for noise abatement. 

Noise walls placed adjacent to the roadway will attenuate traffic-related noise and are the most 

practical and commonly used measure to abate noise impacts.  An effective barrier must break 

the line of sight and typically extends parallel to the alignment four times the perpendicular 

distance from the last receptor to the barrier.  The IDOT Highway Traffic Noise Assessment 

Manual [2] states that a noise barrier may be proposed when a noise impact occurs and the noise 

barrier is determined to be feasible and reasonable.  

Feasibility deals with the practicality of building a barrier with regard to specific site characteristics, 

safety and maintenance requirements, and the ability of the barrier to provide a substantial noise 

reduction. A noise abatement measure must also achieve the traffic noise reduction feasibility 

criterion of at least 5 dB(A) for at least one impacted receptor for it to be considered a feasible 

noise abatement measure.  

A noise barrier must also be reasonable, per the following three criteria: 

 It must meet the noise reduction design goal of achieving at least an 8 dB(A) reduction 

for at least one benefited receptor,   

 The estimated build cost per benefited receptor must not exceed the allowable cost per 

benefited receptor criteria.  Benefited receptors are those that would receive at least a 5 

dB(A) reduction regardless of whether or not they are identified as impacted, and 

 Viewpoints of benefited receptors must be considered for noise abatement measures 

that are determined to be feasible and achieve the first two reasonableness factors.  

Economic reasonability considers the overall cost of the noise barrier, the number of benefited 

receptors, and the cost-effectiveness.  The base value for the allowable noise abatement cost is 

$24,000, per benefited receptor.  Other reasonableness factors considered to potentially adjust 

the allowable noise abatement base value cost of $24,000 per benefited receptor include: 
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 The absolute noise level of the benefited receptors in the design year build scenario 

before noise abatement, 

 The incremental increase in noise level between the existing noise level at the benefited 

receptor and the predicted build noise level before noise abatement, and 

 The date of development compared to the construction date of the highway. 

Consideration of the three reasonableness adjustment factors result in a potential maximum 

allowable noise abatement cost of $37,000 per benefited receptor.  If the estimated build cost of 

noise abatement per benefited receptor is less than the adjusted allowable noise abatement cost 

per benefited receptor, then the noise abatement measure achieves the cost-effective 

reasonableness criterion. 

7.2 Barrier Assessments 
 
TNM 2.5 was used to perform the noise wall feasibility and reasonability analysis for impacted 

receptors along the project corridor.  A barrier cost of $25 per square foot of wall was used to 

estimate the cost to construct each barrier. Additionally, locations with a reduction of at least 5 

dB(A) were considered benefited receptors and were counted as one unit when evaluating cost 

per benefited receptor.  The results of the four barrier assessments are discussed below and 

summarized in Table 7.1.  The locations of the potential barriers are shown in Exhibits B-1 through 

B-8. 

Noise Wall 1 
A TNM 2.5 barrier analysis (identified as Noise Wall 1 on Exhibit B-1) was performed at CNE 1.   

This CNE is located south of Caton Farm Road near the southern limits of the project and consists 

of two single family homes.  Although the analysis indicated that construction of a barrier at this 

location would be feasible, the barrier would require two driveway breaks and it would not meet 

the eight (8) dB(A) noise reduction design goal.   

Noise Wall 2 
The study corridor contains several areas where single impacted receptors exist.  A TNM 2.5 

barrier analysis at receptor Res 4 (identified as Noise Wall 2 on Exhibit B-2) was performed to 

represent these isolated locations.  Although the representative analysis indicated that 

construction of a barrier at these locations would be feasible, the representative barrier analysis 

indicates the eight dB(A) noise reduction design goal cannot be achieved, which is due in part to 

gaps incorporated into barrier design to accommodate driveways.  As a result, barriers were 

determined not reasonable at all the single impacted receptors (Res 2, Res 4, Res 7, Res 9, and 

Res 12). 

Noise Wall 3 
This assessment (identified as Noise Wall 3 on Exhibit B-6) was performed at CNE 3.  This CNE 

is located on the northwest corner of the intersection of Ament Road and IL 47 and consists of 

two single family homes.  The wall would provide a feasible reduction of six dB(A), but the eight 

dB(A) noise reduction goal would not be met.  Since the receptors are spread over a large area, 

the barrier is required to have a long length.  It is possible that extending the northern end of the 
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barrier could help to achieve the noise reduction design goal, however this would increase the 

cost and it would not be economically reasonable.   

Noise Wall 4 
This assessment (identified as Noise Wall 4 on Exhibit B-8) was performed at CNE 7.  This CNE 

consists of four single-family residences located in the northern portion of the project area on the 

east side of IL 47.  The barrier analysis indicated that construction of a barrier at this location 

would provide a feasible reduction of at least 5 dB(A) at all four receptors and would achieve the 

8 dB(A) noise reduction goal.  However, a barrier was determined to not be reasonable at this 

location because it would exceed the acceptable cost per benefited receptor. 
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Table 7.1 – Barrier Analysis

Noise Wall Receptor 
Wall 

Height 
(ft) 

Wall 
Length 

(ft) 

Noise 
Reduction 
Leq (dB(A)) 

Cost1 Benefited 
Receptors 

Cost per 
Benefited 
Receptor 

Adjusted 
Allowable 
Cost per 
Benefited 
Receptor 

Recommendation 

Noise Wall 1 CNE 1 12 542 7 $162,600  2 $81,300 NA 

Not reasonable: 
eight (8) dB(A) 
noise reduction 
design goal not 
obtained 

Noise Wall 2 Res 42  24 268 6 $160,800 1 $160,800 NA 

Not reasonable: 
eight (8) dB(A) 
noise reduction 
design goal not 
obtained 

Noise Wall 3 CNE 3 20 803 6 $401,500 2 $200,750 NA 

Not reasonable: 
eight (8) dB(A) 
noise reduction 
design goal not 
obtained  

Noise Wall 4 CNE 7 16 868 9 $347,200 4 $86,800 $26,000 

Not reasonable: 
barrier exceeds 
the $26,000 cost 
per benefited 
receptor 

1 Noise wall cost based on $25 per square foot construction cost. 

2 Representative of Res 2, Res 7, Res 9, and Res 12. 
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8.0 Construction Noise 
 
Trucks, heavy machinery, and other equipment used during construction will produce noise which 

may affect some land uses and activities. Specifications in Article 107.35 of the IDOT Standard 

Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction [3] require all construction machinery to be 

equipped with adequate, properly maintained mufflers in constant use and limit all construction 

within 300 meters (1,000 ft.) of an occupied residence, motel, hospital, or similar receptor to the 

period between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. These provisions should be implemented during 

construction. 

9.0  Coordination with Local Government Officials  
 
Coordination with the United City of Yorkville indicated there are no active building permits within 

the study corridor.  However, as identified in Section 1.3, undeveloped land in the study corridor 

is planned for future commercial, suburban, and open space land uses.  Noise contours were 

developed for undeveloped lands along the project corridor.  A map depicting the noise contours 

will be provided to the appropriate planning/zoning official for their use.  A copy of the 

documentation available for local officials is included in Exhibit E. 

10.0 Summary 
 
This traffic noise analysis has been conducted to evaluate potential traffic noise impacts for the 

proposed improvements to IL 47 in Kendall County, Illinois.  Traffic noise was evaluated at a total 

of 19 modeled locations in the project area.  These locations consist of 12 individual noise 

sensitive receptors and seven CNEs.  Traffic noise levels were evaluated for the existing and 

projected (2040) traffic volumes for the No-Build and Build Alternatives. 

Noise level predictions for the Build Alternative indicate that three CNEs (representing 8 

residential receptors) and five individual receptors (Res 2, Res 4, Res 7, Res 9, and Res 12) will 

experience Build traffic noise levels that exceed the NAC, due to an increase in traffic volumes 

and the proposed roadway alignment.  This data does not include the two residences anticipated 

to be relocated as part of the proposed improvements. None of the receptors will experience a 

substantial increase of 14 dB(A) or greater.  A barrier analysis was conducted for each of the 

impacted receptors.   

Based on the traffic noise analysis and noise abatement evaluation, highway traffic noise 

abatement measures are not proposed as part of this improvement.  If significant changes are 

made to the design that are anticipated to affect the reasonableness or feasibility of noise 

abatement measures, those measures will be re-evaluated.   
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Bicycle Accommodation 
Coordination 



 
BICYCLE CHECKLISTS 

 
 
1. CHECKLIST FOR BICYCLE TRAVEL GENERATORS IN PROJECT VICINITY 
  

 Review and record the potential bicycle travel generators in the vicinity of the project, 
such as those shown in the checklist.  Note on the checklist the types of generators 
within 1 mile (2 km) of the project corridor.  To the Phase I Report, attach a map of this 
area showing the general location of these generators.  Sections of Municipal or 
Township maps are acceptable, as well as photocopies of aerial photos.  The map will 
serve to indicate where bicyclists will cross or ride along the corridor.   

 
Generators Yes N/A Generators Yes N/A 

      
Residential Areas X  Shopping Centers X  
Parks X  Hospitals X  
Recreation Areas X  Employment Center X  
Churches X  Government Offices X  
Schools X  Local Businesses X  
Libraries  X Industrial Plants X  
Existing Bicycle Trails X  Public Transportation Facilities  X 
Planned Bicycle Trails X  Other (_________________)   

 
 
2. CHECKLIST FOR ORGANIZATIONS AND PUBLIC COORDINATION 
  

 The organizations presented in the checklist have been contacted to assess any nearby 
bicycle travel or planned development of recreational trails or other generators.  
Documentation of coordination, if any, is included in the Phase I report. 

 
Organization Yes NA 

   
Metropolitan Planning Organization (if applicable)  X 
Local Municipalities X  
Park or Forest Preserve Districts X  
Sub-Regional Planning Council (as appropriate)  X 
Local Bicycle Clubs, Advocacy Groups  X 
League of Illinois Bicyclists X  
Illinois Department of Natural Resources X  
Trails for Illinois X  



3.   FORM FOR BICYCLE TRAVEL ASSESSMENT 
 

Route:   _FAP 326 (IL 47)  

Section: _(109, 110)R    

County: _Kendall County   

 

 
1) Where would bicyclists cross the project? 

 

 
Side Roads 

  
 

2) Where would bicyclists need to ride parallel to the project? 
 

 
From the side roads to the 
south to the existing bike 
path in Windett Ridge. 

  
 
3) Does the project provide access across a river, railroad, 

highway corridor or other natural or man-made barrier? 
 

Yes: Tributary to West Aux 
Sable Creek, Middle Aux 
Sable Creek and various 
minor drainage channels. 

  
 
4) Will the highway project negatively affect the recreational or 

transportation utility of an independent bikeway or trail?  
Highway projects will negatively affect at-grade paths and trails 
when they are severed, when the projected roadway traffic 
volumes increase to a level that prohibits safe crossings at-
grade, or when the widening of the roadway prohibits sufficient 
time for safe crossing. 

 

 
No 
 
 
 
 

  
 
5) Does the route provide primary access to a park, recreational 

area, school, or other significant destination? 
 

 
Yes 

  
 
6) Is the highway or street designated as a bikeway in a regionally 

or locally adopted bike plan or is published in a regionally or 
locally adopted map as a recommended bike route? 

 

 
No 
 

  
 
7) Will the projected two-way bicycle traffic volume (see 

Section 17-1.04) approximate 25 ADT or more during the peak 
three months of the bicycling season five years after completion 
of the project. 

       (The projected bicycle ADT is 19.) 
 

 
 
 
 
No_________________ 

 
 



 
MAP TO ACCOMPANY BICYCLE TRAVEL CHECKLIST: 
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RESOLUTION DECLINING CITY OF YORKVILLE FUNDING AND MAINTENANCE

PARTICIPATION OF BICYCLE ACCOMMODATIONS ALONG ILLINOIS ROUTE 47 (BRIDGE
STREET), BETWEEN CATON FARM ROAD AND IL 71 IN YORKVILLE

WHEREAS, the State of Illinois, through its Department of Transportation, District 3 office in

Ottawa, Illinois, hereinafter called IDOT, has been in contact with area citizenry, City of
Yorkville officials and staff members relating to discussions for pedestrian and bicycling
accommodations along Illinois Route 47 ( Bridge Street) in the United City of Yorkville,
Illinois. The said project is identified as Illinois 47 (FAP 326) ( Bridge Street), Section ( 109,

110) R, Contract No. 66825.

WHEREAS, IDOT has the authority to determine and approve final plans, specifications and
estimates for construction of all state maintained highways.

WHEREAS, IDOT projects must adequately meet the state's transportation needs within the
context of surrounding communities and add lasting value to the areas served.

WHEREAS, IDOT considers bicycle and pedestrian accommodations in the planning and
development of transportation facilities, including the incorporation of such features into the
state plans and programs, and on a need basis.

WHEREAS, IDOT has integrated the principles and guidelines referred to as " context sensitive
design and solutions" (CSS) in its policies and procedures in planning, design, construction, and
operation of its projects for new construction, reconstruction or major expansion of existing
transportation facilities. CSS consists of IDOT implementing early and ongoing coordination with
affected citizens, elected officials, interest groups, and other stakeholders to ensure that the
values and needs of the affected communities are identified and carefully considered in the
development of transportation projects. Accordingly, bicycle and pedestrian accommodations
must be given consideration in the planning and development of transportation facilities,
including the incorporation of such features into the state plans and programs and on a need
basis.

WHEREAS, additionally, the State of Illinois' complete streets law requires bicycle and
pedestrian accommodations be established within one mile of an urban area in conjunction

with the construction, reconstruction or other change of any state transportation facility,
except in pavement surfacing projects that do not widen the existing travel way or do not
provide stabilized shoulders, or where approved by the IDOT Secretary of Transportation
based upon documented safety issues, excessive costs or absence of need.

WHEREAS, IDOT has presented to the United City of Yorkville, Illinois ( hereinafter called
the CITY) for its consideration a shared use trail and other similar options along Illinois 47 to
accommodate off road pedestrian and bicycle movements. In accordance with policy,
funding for the said shared use trail is at an 80 percent federal/20 percent CITY cost share.
Further, upon completion of'the said trail, maintenance shall be at 100 percent CITY

responsibility.

WHEREAS, BE IT RESOLVED, that upon its review and consideration, the CITY hereby
declines IDOT's proposed,bicycle/pedestrian accommodations and thereby refuses to



participate in the funding of construction and assuming responsibilities of the future
maintenance of such said facilities along the specified length along Illinois 47 ( Bridge
Street) from the south CITY limits and extending northerly to IL 71. IDOT will provide their
policy shared use accommodations of 13 foot wide outside lanes along Illinois 47 ( Bridge
Street) between Ament Road and IL 71.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that with its refusal to participate in the IDOT's proposed

bicycle/pedestrian accommodation, the CITY acknowledges that such refusal will result in

the cancelation of the proposed shared use trail and/ or other similar off road

accommodations from (DOT's project plans relevant to the specified location along Illinois
47 and concurs with IDOT constructing the next highest and best accommodation without
CITY cost or maintenance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be furnished to the IDOT Deputy
Director of Highways, Region Two, District 3 office in Ottawa, Illinois.

APPROVED ATTEST

Gary Goli     , Mayor of Yorkville Beth Warren, City Clerk

r g-31- , 5
Date Date
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Simmons, Tony

From: Vlastnik, Kelly M <Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2015 1:19 PM
To: Simmons, Tony
Subject: FW: IL47 project - couple questions

For the files.  
 

Kelly Vlastnik  

Illinois Department of Transportation 
Region 2/District 3  
Studies & Plans Senior Unit Chief 
Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov  
815‐434‐8575  
 
 

From: Ed Barsotti [mailto:ed@bikelib.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2015 10:07 AM 
To: Broviak, David E 
Cc: Fultz, Ted C; Paukovitz, Louis J 
Subject: RE: IL47 project - couple questions 
 
Thank you, Dave, for your response. 
 
The shoulders south of Ament will be very helpful, especially in the future – thank you.  However, we had not been 
aware that the wide shoulders rumble strip policy was not updated to provide longitudinal breaks, at the same time the 
standard for narrower shoulders rumbles was so revised.  This is something we may discuss with the IDOT central 
office.  Having longitudinal rumble strip breaks improves bicyclist safety in most situations.  (One D3 example of this 
seen recently was on northeast‐bound IL71 southwest of Yorkville.  Some organized bike ride using 71 from Legion to 
Pavillion had marked a route over the continuous rumbles at Pavillion.) 
 
It is unfortunate that Yorkville made the decision that they did.  Whatever the parallel route identified by the City, it may 
serve those wanting to bike (or walk) the entire distance from Ament to 71.  However, it seems that at least a sidewalk 
(or paved shoulders) would be needed for those needing to use just a portion of that segment to access the 
commercial/other destinations likely to sprout up over time. 
 
A policy need we have identified to Sec. Blankenhorn is the need for better guidance on BDE 17‐2.01’s “without local 
agency participation, the Department will consider the highest and best accommodation 
feasible.”  Especially on 45 mph suburban‐style curbed arterials, neither one extra foot of lane width (which does not 
meet the 14’ now cited in the newest AASHTO bike guide version) nor grading for a future off‐road accommodation is a 
realistic fallback for non‐motorized users.  We are asking for more in‐depth, current‐with‐national‐standards guidance 
for the districts, with a great example being Wisconsin’s policy including Figure 15.1’s prioritized list of “backups” for 
when the primary recommendation cannot be met.  Their hierarchy includes 4’ or 3’ paved shoulders, which would be 
greatly helpful on the north 47 segment. 
 
Thanks again for your consideration. 
Ed 
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Ed Barsotti 
Executive Director 
League of Illinois Bicyclists 
2550 Cheshire Dr. 
Aurora, IL  60504 
630‐978‐0583 
ed@bikelib.org 
www.bikelib.org 
 

From: Broviak, David E [mailto:David.Broviak@illinois.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2015 4:19 PM 
To: Ed Barsotti 
Cc: Fultz, Ted C; Paukovitz, Louis J 
Subject: RE: IL47 project - couple questions 
 
Ed, 
 
In response to your questions below: 
 

1. The paved shoulders will be eight feet wide. Rumble strips are currently proposed in accordance with the 
Department’s Highway Standard.  There will be a 12”  wide strip without rumbles next to the edge of pavement, 
adjacent to the strip we will construct 16” wide rumble strips. The remaining 5’ 8” of the outside shoulder will 
be paved shoulder.  In accordance with the Highway Standard the 16” wide rumble strips will not be constructed 
with gaps. This is in general the same configuration for IL 47 south of Caton Farm Road to I‐80. 

2. There will be no off road accommodations constructed with this improvement, the City of Yorkville has 
identified a parallel accommodation through Yorkville and have declined to participate in sidewalk or a shared 
use trail. We are currently proposing on road bicycle accommodations by constructing a 13’ wide outside lane in 
accordance with the Department’s SRA requirements.     

 
If you need any additional information please contact me at your convenience. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Broviak P.E. 
Acting Program Development Engineer 
Region 2, District 3 
700 E Norris Drive 
Ottawa, IL 61350 
 
Office 815‐434‐8450 
 
“Please consider the environment before printing this email” 
 
This transmission may contain confidential or priviledged information, which is intended only for the use by the 
individual or entity to which the transmission is addressed. If you are not the intended receipient, you are hereby 
notified that any disclosure, dissemination, copying or distribution of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you 
received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately. 
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From: Ed Barsotti [mailto:ed@bikelib.org]  
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2015 10:55 AM 
To: Broviak, David E; Paukovitz, Louis J 
Subject: IL47 project - couple questions 
 
Dave and Lou, 
 
Sorry for the late‐in‐the‐process question, but for the IL47 project (IL71 to Caton Farm): 
 

1) What is the width of the paved shoulders south of Ament?  If there are rumble strips, will they meet the recent 
standard and how much clear zone will there be right of the rumbles? 

2) Since north of Ament Road will be curb‐and‐guttered, will there be off‐road accommodations on at least one 
side?  No doubt this stretch will be developed further over the next decade or so, and relying on developers to 
construct sidewalks/sidepaths often results in gaps. 

 
Thanks, 
Ed 
 
Ed Barsotti 
Executive Director 
League of Illinois Bicyclists 
2550 Cheshire Dr. 
Aurora, IL  60504 
630‐978‐0583 
ed@bikelib.org 
www.bikelib.org 
 















gchriss
Text Box
No response as of 10/21/15



APPENDIX B 
 
 

 

 

 

Utility Coordination 
 



Utility Coordination Summary

FAP 326 (IL 47)

Section (109, 110)R

Kendall County 

Caton Farm Road to IL 71

Date Type

None N/A incorporated unknown
1

potential
2 21" pipeline crosses IL 47 approximately 800' north of Walker 

Road; shown on plans per markers located in survey

None N/A incorporated unknown
1

potential 
2 36" pipeline shown on plans per 12/08/01 permit

None N/A incorporated unknown
1

potential
2 2 pipelines, 22" and 30" shown on plans per 4/17/06 Prairie 

Parkway coordination

6/2/2011
facility atlases, 

marked plans
incorporated unknown

1
potential

2 24" pipeline

12/1/2010 marked plans incorporated yes yes conflicts with buried and aerial facilities throughout

10/20/2010 facility atlases incorporated unknown potential
3 buried line shown approximate based on atlases

10/27/2010
facility atlases, 

marked plans
incorporated unknown potential

8" pipe depth unknown, conflicts in easement area will be 

reimbursable

8/19/2013
marked plans, 

electronic files
incorporated yes potential

3 conflicts with buried and aerial facilities throughout

3/25/2011 electronic files incorporated yes no conflicts with water/hydrants along east side of IL 47

None N/A incorporated no no
proposed grading for IL 47 east ditch at Saravanos Drive 

should not impact fiber cable (assumed to be 30" deep)

4/3/2011 letter only
no facilities 

present
no N/A

1
a SUE consultant will investigate depth of the pipelines in Fall of 2015

2
potential reimbursable for pipeline encasement or other protective work

3
overhead utilities attached to reimbursable Com Ed poles may also be reimbursable

Comments/CommitmentsUtility

Comcast

Response
Plan Status Conflicts Reimbursable

BP Pipeline

Gardian Pipeline

ANR Pipeline

Enbridge Pipeline      

(formerly Lakehead)

Com Ed

Nicor

AT&T

City of Yorkville               

Water

Yorkvile-Bristol Sanitary 

District

City of Yorkville              

Fiber Optic (traffic signals)
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No responses received as of 9/25/2015.
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BCR Approval Memos and Drawings 

Structure Summary Sheets 
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Property Owner Coordination 

 
 



APPENDIX D 
 
 
 
 

Right-of-Way Summary 
 
 



RIGHT-OF-

WAY

TEMPORARY 

EASEMENTS

PERMANENT 

EASEMENTS

LANDOWNER NAME PIN # of Acres # of Acres # of Acres

Fox Brothers/Yorkville LLC 05-33-100-003 0.326

Stewart, John E Living Trust, Stewart, Dorothy E Living Tr 05-33-200-009 0.646

Commonwealth Edison 05-28-100-002 0.362

Bierma Agricultural & Investment LP 05-28-300-004 0.302

Ashley A Dennis 05-28-400-005 1.266 0.077

JMA Kendall Property LLC, Martha Schomer, Manager 05-28-400-002 1.960

Home State Bank Trust 05-28-200-004 2.172

MPI-6 South Yorkville LLC 05-28-100-003 0.090

Lippold Family Trust 05-28-200-005 1.408 0.092

Hopkins Kathleen A 05-28-200-006 1.535

Price, David & Cathy 05-28-200-001 1.268

Walker Eric & Coronado Kendra %Kenneth & Eva Walker 05-21-300-006 0.053

Commonwealth Edison 05-21-200-001 0.035

Hopkins Kathleen A 05-21-400-002 1.390

Bretthauer Agricultural Partnership LP %Gary Bretthauer 05-21-300-010 2.459

Bretthauer Agricultural Partnership LP %Gary Bretthauer 05-21-300-013 0.014

Hattner Trust I 05-21-400-005 0.212

Commonwealth Edison 05-21-200-001 2.015

MPI-6 South Yorkville LLC 05-21-100-001 3.952

MPI-6 South Yorkville LLC 05-16-300-003 1.728

Commonwealth Edison 05-16-200-001 0.034 0.229

Hiller Family LTD Partnership 05-16-100-014 0.347

Cross Evangelical Lutheran Church 05-16-300-009 0.375

Oak Brook Bank Richard Marker 05-16-400-002 0.207

Collins Albert Jr & Caryn 05-16-100-022 0.235

IL Route 47 from Caton Farm Road to IL Route 71 will require 27.549 acres of land from 46 property owners as proposed right-of-way, 0.824 

acres of land from 10 property owners as temporary easements, and 0.626 acres of land from 3 property owners as permanent easements.  

See the plan views for the limits of the proposed right of way and location of each property owner.

RIGHT-OF-WAY SUMMARY



Continue

RIGHT-OF-

WAY

TEMPORARY 

EASEMENTS

PERMANENT 

EASEMENTS

LANDOWNER NAME PIN # of Acres # of Acres # of Acres

Collins Albert Jr & Caryn 05-16-100-021 0.201 0.022

Collins Albert Jr & Caryn 05-16-100-007 0.069

Dhuse Family Farms LP 05-16-200-009 0.197
Dhuse Family Farms LP 05-16-200-007 0.391

State of IL Dept of Trans 05-16-100-006 0.086

Grainco FS Inc. 05-16-100-005 0.260

Grainco FS Inc. 05-16-100-004 0.038

Grainco FS Inc. 05-09-300-007 0.056

Grainco FS Inc. 05-09-300-006 0.077

West Suburban Bank Ron Kuhn 05-09-300-015 0.233

Konicek Dale L 05-09-400-002 0.019

Old 2nd National Bank George Walz 05-09-376-002 0.094

Old 2nd National Bank Kleinwachter Herbert & Pamela 05-09-300-009 0.133

Old 2nd National Bank Kleinwachter Herbert & Pamela 05-09-300-003 0.010

Commonwealth Edison 05-09-176-001 0.038

Windett Ridge Community Assn %Maximum Property Management 05-09-381-001 0.100

Graves Kathryn E Revoc Trust 05-09-300-014 0.488

Old 2nd National Bank Schneider J Ray & Beverly 05-09-153-002 0.304

Crawford Kelly 05-09-153-001 0.057

Clayton Phyliss E Revoc Living Trust 05-09-152-008 0.261

Brucki Raymond E & Shirley A 05-09-152-006 0.026

Windett Ridge Community Assn %Maximum Property Management 05-09-159-008 0.084

Clayton Howard S Revoc Living Trust & Jensen Genevieve K Trust 05-09-176-006 0.014

Clayton Phyliss E Rev Liv Tr Douglas H & Roger J Clayton 05-09-154-001 0.277 0.113

Provenzano Richard C 05-09-101-006 0.198

BGM Group Inc. 05-09-151-006 0.012

Pottinger Nelson R 05-09-151-001 0.255

Ashley A Dennis & Rose 05-09-101-005 0.042

Kohnen Kevin 05-09-101-004 0.055

Total Right-Of-Way Required 27.549

Total Temporary Easement Required 0.824

Total Permanent Easement Required 0.626



SCHEDULE OF BUILDINGS TO BE REMOVED

IDOT District 3

FAP 326 (IL 47) Phase I Study

Caton Farm Road to IL 71

Section (109, 110)R

Kendall County

Existing Building Property

Station Type Owner Coordination Justification

IL 47 6640+30 RT Shed Ashley, A. Dennis NO Building is partially within proposed ROW.

IL 47 6640+50 RT Canopy Ashley, A. Dennis NO Building is partially within proposed ROW.

IL 47 6670+10 RT Residence Lippold Family Trust YES
Building is partially within proposed ROW and is only approximately 

10' from the proposed shoulder.

IL 47 6685+60 RT Shed Price, David & Cathy YES Building should be removed if IDOT acquires entire parcel.

IL 47 6685+70 RT Propane Tank Price, David & Cathy YES Tank should be removed if IDOT acquires entire parcel.

IL 47 6686+10 RT Residence Price, David & Cathy YES
Building is entirely within the proposed ROW and is partially within 

the northbound through lanes.

IL 47 6686+50 RT Garage Price, David & Cathy YES Building is entirely within the proposed ROW and ditch grading.

Route
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Simmons, Tony

From: Vlastnik, Kelly M <Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2015 8:43 AM
To: Simmons, Tony
Subject: FW: IL 71 from Caton Farm to IL 71 101 Claremont Court question
Attachments: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Device.pdf

Another for the files 
 

Kelly Vlastnik  

 

From: Vlastnik, Kelly M  
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2015 8:42 AM 
To: 'Princess1099@sbcglobal.net' 
Cc: 'bolson@yorkville.il.us'; Broviak, David E 
Subject: FW: IL 71 from Caton Farm to IL 71 101 Claremont Court question 
 
Ms. Pleva, 
Here is the e‐mail sent to someone inquiring about the same address you are inquiring about. 
Contact me if you have any questions. 
 

Kelly Vlastnik  

Illinois Department of Transportation 
Region 2/District 3  
Studies & Plans Senior Unit Chief 
Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov  
815‐434‐8575  
 

From: Broviak, David E  
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2015 2:14 PM 
To:  
Cc: Vlastnik, Kelly M 
Subject: IL 71 from Caton Farm to IL 71 101 Claremont Court question 
 
Mr.               ; 
 
Here is a link to the website about the subject project. http://www.idot.illinois.gov/projects/il‐47‐project under the 
Resource tab 
 
If you look at the section under Public Hearing (August 19, 2015) Meeting Exhibits you can view what was displayed at 
the public meeting. The residence at 101 Claremont Court is within Section 4. 
 
I also attached cross section sheets for IL 47 for locations near the residence. If you need any assistance reviewing the 
plans or exhibits please contact me at your convenience.  
 
Sincerely, 
Dave Broviak P.E. 



2

Acting Program Development Engineer 
Region 2, District 3 
700 E Norris Drive 
Ottawa, IL 61350 
 
Office 815‐434‐8450 
 
“Please consider the environment before printing this email” 
 
This transmission may contain confidential or priviledged information, which is intended only for the use by the 
individual or entity to which the transmission is addressed. If you are not the intended receipient, you are hereby 
notified that any disclosure, dissemination, copying or distribution of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you 
received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately. 
 















Relocated Entrance
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Simmons, Tony

From: Vlastnik, Kelly M <Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 10:39 AM

To: Simmons, Tony

Subject: FW: IL 47 Property Owner Inquiry - Richard Provenzano Property

Tony, 

See below for property owner contact information for the report.  I will forward additional information if we are 

contacted again. 

 

Kelly Vlastnik  

Illinois Department of Transportation 

Region 2/District 3  

Studies & Plans Senior Unit Chief 

Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov  

815-434-8575  

 

From: Fultz, Ted C  

Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 10:17 AM 

To: Vlastnik, Kelly M 

Subject: IL 47 Property Owner Inquiry - Richard Provenzano Property 

 

On February 23, 2015 Gina Delach (630-999-1532 or 630-466-0466) called to discuss the status of the IL 47 (Caton Farm 

Road to South of IL 71) project.  She is the daughter of Richard Provenzano, who is deceased.  The Provenzano property 

is located at approximately STA  6840+00 RT and is going to be listed for sale, and she wanted information for disclosure 

purposes.  She has letters which the department previously sent to the property owner regarding the proposed IL 47 

project.  I explained the following: 

 

-The 5-lane project scope, approximate existing ROW at this property location, and the need for additional ROW for 

construction and drainage. 

-Project construction and land acquisition are unfunded in the FY 2015-2020 Proposed Highway improvement program. 

-A public hearing is anticipated to be conducted this year.  The hearing will be advertised and notices will be mailed to 

property owners of record. 

-I explained the Phase I and II processes.  The Phase I study is anticipated to be completed this year.  Phase II takes 

approximately 18-24 months minimum to complete. 

 

Ms. Delach will discuss this information with the realtor, and we may receive additional calls. 

 

TED C. FULTZ 

Illinois Department of Transportation, Region 2, District 3 

Location & Environmental Studies Engineer 

700 E. Norris Drive, Ottawa, IL  61350 

815-434-8469     Ted.Fultz@illinois.gov 

“Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail” 

 





















gchriss
Text Box
No response as of 9/25/15



















gchriss
Text Box
No response as of 9/25/15
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Simmons, Tony

From: Vlastnik, Kelly M <Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 8:37 AM

To: Simmons, Tony

Subject: FW: IL 47 Property Owner Contact - Mr. Blake Mellecker

I may have forgotten to send you this also.   

 

Kelly Vlastnik  

Illinois Department of Transportation 

Region 2/District 3  

Studies & Plans Senior Unit Chief 

Kelly.Vlastnik@illinois.gov  

815-434-8575  

 

From: Fultz, Ted C  

Sent: Monday, September 29, 2014 3:43 PM 

To: Vlastnik, Kelly M 

Subject: IL 47 Property Owner Contact - Mr. Blake Mellecker 

 

Today, I received a call from Mr. Blake Mellecker, Midwest Env. Consulting Services, regarding possible impacts to the 

property in the northwest quadrant of the IL 47 & Bonnie Lane intersection due to the proposed IL 47 add-lanes 

reconstruction project.  I explained that the project is still in Phase I and that a public hearing is anticipated for this 

winter or spring, subject to plan revisions.  Additionally, I informed him that Phase II design is funded, but construction 

and land acquisition are not currently programmed.  We discussed his specific concerns regarding possible parking 

impacts, and I explained that we were reviewing ways to avoid/reduce impacts. 

 

I gave him information regarding how to access project information on the IDOT website. 

 

He requested to be added to the mailing list for notification of future public meetings and the hearing.  His contact 

information is: 

 

Mr. Blake Mellecker 

#4 Bonnie Lane 

Yorkville, IL  60560 

Phone:  630-553-3989 

Cell:  630-918-6842 

 

 

TED C. FULTZ 

Illinois Department of Transportation, Region 2, District 3 

Location & Environmental Studies Engineer 

700 E. Norris Drive, Ottawa, IL  61350 

815-434-8469     Ted.Fultz@illinois.gov 

“Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail” 

 

gchriss
Text Box
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Alexander, David S

From: Alexander, David S
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:53 AM
To: 'davidprice@coldwellbanker.com'
Subject: Property 05-28-200-001 in SE quadrant of IL 47 and Walkder Road
Attachments: 2014-07-15 contact with Property Owner David Price.pdf

Mr. Price, 
 
Below is follow up to our phone conversation from last week and the voice message that I left for you on July 11, 
2014.  (phone: 815‐482‐0331) 
 
The attached aerial exhibit was shown at the March 14, 2013 Public Information Meeting for the project to reconstruct 
IL 47 from Caton Farm Road to south of IL 71 in Yorkville.  At that time it was anticipated that approximately 80 feet of 
additional right of way would be needed from the subject property and that the existing residence would need to be 
removed.  Our records do not indicate that the previous property owner attended either of the public meetings held 
regarding the project. 
 
The attached plan sheets are more recent and indicate that the entire property would be purchased and the residence 
removed.  Purchase of the entire property is being considered due to the high degree of impacts associated with 
purchasing only the property needed for the improvement.  The remaining property could be considered an uneconomic 
remnant due to the limited size and access constraints of being located at an intersection. 
 
The need for the significant amount of additional right of way is due to the proposed reconstruction of IL 47 to provide 
two lanes in each direction with a raised curb median.  The proposed centerline of IL 47 is shifted to the east to reduce 
impacts to significant utility structures and to assist with maintenance of traffic during construction.  To see previous 
meeting exhibits or learn more about the study please visit the project website at: 
http://www.dot.il.gov/IL47Yorkville/index.html 
 
The design is still in progress and these drawings are still preliminary and subject to change but it is anticipated that 
acquisition of significant right of way will be necessary from your property and that relocation of the residence will be 
necessary.  When residents, owners or renters, are displaced they are entitled to relocation assistance from the 
department which includes reimbursement for certain expenses associated with relocation and assistance with finding a 
replacement dwelling.  For more information on the relocation process please visit the Federal Highway Administration 
Office of Real Estate Services website at: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/real_estate/  
 
The next public involvement event for the project will be a public hearing to display the preferred alternative for review 
and comment.  The hearing will be announced to local media and will be advertised in local newspapers and on the 
project website.   
 
If you have any comments regarding the proposed improvement, property acquisition or the consideration of the 
remaining property as an uneconomic remnant please forward them to me at your earliest convenience so they can be 
included in the public record and considered as the design is finalized.  If you have questions you may respond by email 
or phone at the number below. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Alexander 
 
 



2

David S. Alexander P.E. 
Phase I Senior Unit Chief 
IDOT District 3 
700 East Norris Drive 
Ottawa, IL 61350 
Phone: 815-434-8468 
 







Preliminary Not Approved
July 15, 2014



Preliminary Not Approved
July 15, 2014



Preliminary Not Approved
July 15, 2014
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