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APPENDIX B-1 
FHWA/IDOT COORDINATION MEETING MINUTES 

 
 

 



Agenda Item # 4 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-907 

McHenry County 
November 7, 2007 

 
This was the initial presentation for this project. The purpose of the presentation was to introduce 
the project including an overview of existing conditions, discuss the CSS component, and to 
identify the level of Phase I documentation. 
 
The project limits extend 7.5 miles along IL 47 from the northern limits of Huntley, IL to 
Woodstock, IL in rural McHenry County.  Typically, the existing roadway cross section is one 
lane in each direction with shoulders.  The land use abutting the roadway includes residential, 
commercial, industrial, and potential historic properties.  Throughout the project, large residential 
subdivisions are planned with developers already providing turn lanes and median improvements 
at the entrances. The proposed improvement is anticipated to address geometric modifications 
through widening/reconstruction or reconstruction to meet the heavy travel demands projected for 
the year 2030 including a center median to accommodate turning vehicles, signal improvements, 
auxiliary lanes, and possibly additional through lanes.  The intersection with IL 176 is located 
near the middle of the project and is included in the study.  IDOT is not approaching this project 
with any preconceived notions of the ultimate improvement and will develop the consensus 
project purpose through the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. 
 
The logical termini were discussed and agreed upon in concept.  To the south, IL 47 will tie into 
the proposed five lane section at Reed Road and into the existing five lane section at US 14 at the 
northern limits.  The logical termini will be revisited subsequent to the development of the 
consensus project purpose and need. 
 
The public involvement program will be based upon the principles of CSS.  CTE has developed 
an initial schedule of meetings which identifies the first public meeting to be held in the Spring of 
2008, the second in Fall of 2009 and the Public Hearing in Summer 2010.  Development of the 
Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) will follow IDOT BDE Procedure Memorandum 48-06.  
FHWA requested that the SIP be presented at a coordination meeting for approval. 
 
Several areas of environmental concerns are present along IL 47.  Numerous wetlands are located 
along the corridor, including ones that are identified in the Advanced Identification of Wetlands, 
Lakes, and Streams Study (ADID).  A few of these wetlands touch the existing two lane footprint 
and will likely be impacted.  The Kishwaukee River and Headwaters are located near the northern 
limits of the project and will be involved with any improvements to structure crossing the river 
(SN 056-0025).  A functioning aluminum foundry is located towards the northern limits of the 
project potentially involving contaminated soils.  Several old farmhouses and brick gates are 
scattered along the corridor which may present cultural significance. IDOT will present the 
project at the NEPA/404 Merger Meeting on February 7th, 2008. 
 
The project is anticipated to be processed as an ECAD.  FHWA concurred with this direction, but 
may require an EA if the ECAD journal indicates significant impacts. 
 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 



Agenda Item # 5 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-110-107 

McHenry County 
February 6, 2008 

 
This was the second presentation for this project. The project was last presented on November 7, 
2007.  The purpose of the presentation was to revisit the logical termini from the previous 
meeting and to address FHWA comments on the draft Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP). 
 
IDOT recently obtained design approval for the improvement of IL 47 from Kreutzer Road to 
Reed Road through the town of Huntley.  It was agreed upon that the southern logical termini will 
match into the limits of the previous study at Reed Road. 
 
For the northern termini, IDOT requested the study end at US 14 (southern limits of Woodstock) 
whereas US 14 was improved in 2003 with channelization improvements made to the IL 47 
approaches.  The FHWA requested additional information with respect to traffic volumes along 
IL 47 at US 14 and through the City of Woodstock north to Charles Road to ensure the project 
has independent utility and does not result in project segmentation. There was also concern that 
the proposal would increase traffic into the City, thereby compounding congestion.   
 
FHWA requested that IDOT remove the Community Advisory Group (CAG) from the SIP.  The 
project scope does not warrant a separate advisory group at this time.  If the community 
involvement process warrants, the SIP can be revised at a later date to form the CAG.  The 
FHWA presented other minor comments to the SIP and concurs with the document upon making 
the corrections as directed. 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 
 
After the meeting, traffic figures along IL47 through Woodstock to Charles Road were provided. 
These figures showed that traffic dissipated north of US14. In addition, BDE materials that 
discuss logical termini decisions were presented to FHWA. 
 
 



Agenda Item # 1 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-110-107 

McHenry County 
March 12, 2008 

 
This was the third presentation for this project. The project was last presented on February 6, 
2008.  The purpose of the presentation was to further discuss the northern logical termini and to 
submit a revised Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP). 
 
For the northern termini, it was requested the study match into the 5-lane section, just south of US 
14 (southern limits of Woodstock).  The proposed termini were shown to be of sufficient length 
to address environmental matters on a broad scope as the study extends between the two major 
population centers prior to the State line and US 14 is a crossroad with a functional classification 
equal or higher than IL 47. 
 
Further, the proposed improvement study will not restrict consideration of alternatives for other 
reasonably foreseeable transportation improvements north of US 14. The land use along both 
sides of IL 47 between Huntley and Woodstock is experiencing rapid residential and commercial 
growth which will increase traffic in the corridor. Proposed improvements to IL 47 south of US 
14 are intended to accommodate that growth and are not anticipated to distribute any greater 
amount of traffic into the City of Woodstock than would occur without the improvements. The 
proposed improvements are not necessarily intended to accommodate pass through traffic, but are 
intended to accommodate the traffic generated in the newly developing corridor. It is not 
anticipated that proposed improvements south of US 14 would force the need for improvements 
north of US 14. 
 
Although future traffic will likely increase north of US 14 whether improvements south of US 14 
were to occur, the location of the major employment and commercial destinations are south and 
east of the City of Woodstock. The major east-west crossroads along IL 47 through the center of 
Woodstock include IL 120, Country Club Road, and McConnell Road. The traffic from IL 47 in 
this roadway section disperses to the east along these east-west routes.  Along IL 47, the ADT 
diminishes as traffic moves southward through town from a peak of 16,900 between IL 120 and 
Country Club Road down to 12,000 at US 14. Along IL 120, the ADT increases from 5,900 west 
of IL 47 to 9,800 east of IL 47. Similarly, Country Club Road and US 14 increase from 3,700 to 
9,100 and 13,500 to 18,200 respectively from the west side of the City to the east side. These 
traffic patterns indicated that traffic is dissipating to the major east west cross roads south and/or 
east of the center of Woodstock. Therefore the proposed logical termini of the improvement study 
allow for a roadway of independent utility that will not restrict the consideration of alternatives 
for the reasonably foreseeable future. 
 
The revised SIP was distributed which addresses FHWA comment as distributed at the previous 
meeting. 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 
 
 
 



Agenda Item # 5 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-110-107 

McHenry County 
June 11, 2008 

 
This was the fourth presentation for this project. The project was last presented on March 
12, 2008.  The purpose of the presentation was to discuss the logical termini, Stakeholder 
Involvement Plan (SIP) and the public involvement process. 
 
IDOT BDE and FHWA concurred with the logical termini as presented.  The southern 
termini will match into the limits of IDOT study P-91-195-99 at Reed Road.  The 
northern termini will end south of US Route 14 matching into the existing 5-lane section.  
It was mentioned that IDOT BLRS is coordinating with the Village of Woodstock on a 
separate local-led Phase I Study to improve IL Route 47 from IL Route 120 to US Route 
14.  It was determined that the logical termini may need to be shifted slightly to the north 
of US Route 14 as the study progresses to ensure the two studies match. 
 
IDOT BDE and FHWA concurred with the revised version of the SIP.  IDOT District 1 
and CTE are continuing to conduct project kickoff meetings with each of the 
municipalities along the corridor as well as with McHenry County.  These meetings are 
for data collection purposes, introduction of the project and to discuss the CSS process 
and overall schedule.  Each of the local agencies is completing a Community Context 
Audit Form.  Upon receipt of each of the forms, a summary matrix will be compiled. 
 
It was agreed that this project can proceed with preparations for the initial public meeting 
with a target date of early August 2008. 
 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 



Agenda Item # 2 
 

Preliminary Engineering 
IL Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14 

P-91-101-07 
McHenry County 

 
November 19, 2008 

 
This was the fifth presentation for this project. The previous presentation was on June 11, 2008. 
The purpose of the presentation was to provide a summary of Public Meeting #1 and identify next 
steps in the CSS process. 
 
The initial Public Meeting was held on September 10, 2008.  The public was notified of the 
Public Meeting through advertisement in two newspapers, announced on Project Website and 
over 400 invitations letters were sent to project stakeholders, property owners and environmental 
groups.  The open house meeting presented an A/V presentation, the project brochure, an existing 
conditions aerial map, traffic and crash history and boards explaining the CSS process.  The 
meeting was attended by 26 people.  22 comments were received of which all were in support of 
the project and expressed desire for the project to move forward.  Additional outreach meetings 
are being scheduled over the next few months with various stakeholder groups to increase 
awareness of the project and develop a base for the stakeholder workshops. 
 
A series of themed workshops will be held with stakeholders in early 2009.  All identified 
stakeholders will be invited to each meeting with the theme stated in the invitation.  The first 
workshop will define the workshop process, review the ground rules, define consensus, and 
review the existing conditions, traffic and accident history.  The goal of the workshop will be to 
identify public concerns such as mobility needs, economic development, quality of life, safety, 
traffic congestion, and environmental issues.  Project goals will be developed and the 
development of the Purpose and Need will be initiated. 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 



AGENDA ITEM # 2 
 

Preliminary Engineering 
Illinois Route 47 – Reed Road to US 14 

P-91-110-107 
McHenry County 

 
April 8, 2009 

 
 
This was the 6th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on November 19, 
2008. The purpose of the presentation was to provide a summary of Public Meeting #1 and 
identify next steps in the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. 
 
The first Stakeholder Workshop Meeting was held on February 13, 2009 from 10:00 a.m. to 12 
p.m. The workshop was held at the Huntley Park District REC Center (12015 Mill Street, 
Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) and 1 1/3 miles south 
of the start of the study area. The purpose of the workshop was to introduce the Context Sensitive 
Solutions (CSS) process and obtain public input for the project’s goals and objectives which will 
provide input for a purpose and need statement. The workshop consisted of a power point 
presentation and 2 group exercises. The power point presentation included an introduction to the 
project team, a brief description of CSS/Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP), and a brief project 
overview. The 2 group exercises were lead by a moderator from AECOM. The purpose of the 
exercises was to determine the project goals and objectives. The workshop obtained consensus on 
4 project goals and objectives. The goals and objectives are: improve safety of IL 47, improve 
mobility on IL 47, protect the environment along IL 47, and accommodate economic 
development along IL 47. The meeting was attended by 19 stakeholders.  
 
A Draft Purpose and Need Statement has been prepared and submitted. The submitted purpose 
was stated as “The purpose of the proposed action is to provide an improved transportation 
system for IL 47 from Reed Road to US 14. Improvements to this route are needed to address 
vehicular and pedestrian traffic safety, enhance traffic mobility and efficiency, and facilitate 
planned economic growth, while minimizing impacts to the environmental resources along the 
route.”  Need was documented for safety, mobility and economic development. The Draft 
Purpose and Need Statement will be reviewed and comments will be provided. BDE and FHWA 
suggested eliminating the following statement “while minimizing impacts to the environmental 
resources along the route.”  Since minimizing environmental impacts is the principle of the 
NEPA policies and is fundamental to the Phase I process and therefore does not need to be 
uniquely identified as a purpose or need. 
 
A second Stakeholder Workshop is planned for the end of May. The purpose of the workshop 
will be to obtain public input for project typical section elements. The workshop will review the 
results of the first workshop, obtain consensus on Problem Statement, review Purpose and Need 
Statement, and have two group exercises to obtain stakeholder input into the alternates which will 
be developed. 
 
A second Public Informational Meeting is anticipated in October 2009. The purpose of the 
meeting will be to present alternates developed based on the input obtained at the Stakeholder 
Workshops. 
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 



B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 



AGENDA ITEM # 4 
 

Preliminary Engineering 
Illinois Route 47 – Reed Road to US 14 

P-91-110-107 
McHenry County 

 
June 10, 2009 

 
 
This is the 7th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on April 8, 2009. The 
purpose of the presentation was to provide a summary of Stakeholder Workshop #2 and identify 
next steps in the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. 
 
The second Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on 
May 29, 2009 from 10:00 a.m. to 12 p.m. The workshop was held at the Huntley Park District 
REC Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47 and 1 
1/3 miles south of the start of the study area. The meeting was attended by 17 stakeholders. The 
purpose of the workshop was to obtain consensus for the Project Problem Statement, review the 
Project Purpose and Need, discuss project transportation deficiencies, and to obtain public input 
into possible solutions to the deficiencies. The workshop consisted of a power point presentation 
and a group exercise. The power point presentation included a review of goals and objective set 
in the first Workshop, presentation of the Project Problem Statement, review the Project Purpose 
and Need, and presentation of project transportation deficiencies. Consensus was obtained on the 
Project Problem Statement and the stakeholders were encouraged to comment on the Project 
Purpose and Need by June 15, 2009. No comments have been received to date. The group 
exercise was lead by a moderator from AECOM. The purpose of the exercise was to obtain public 
input into possible solutions to the identified deficiencies. The exercise consisted of discussing 
how well project elements such as number of lanes, medians, edge treatments, and 
pedestrian/bicycle accommodations meet the project needs. Consensus was reached on the 
following project elements: 4 lanes are preferred, a barrier or wide grass median is preferred, a 
pave shoulder or paved shoulder with curb & gutter is preferred, and a bicycle path is preferred. 
 
The next step is to prepare conceptual alternatives base on the collected data, public input, and 
engineering studies. Anticipated alternatives include: No Build, 4 lanes on current alignment, and 
4 lanes on an alignment shifted to the east to minimize impacts to wetlands and residences. The 
alternatives will be “previewed” at a Stakeholder Workshop in September. The “preview” will 
help build public support and provide additional input for the alternatives. 
 
A second Public Informational Meeting is anticipated in October 2009. The purpose of the 
meeting will be to present alternatives developed based on the input obtained at the Stakeholder 
Workshops. 
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 



Agenda Item # 5 
 

Illinois Route 47 
From Reed Road to US 14 

P-91-110-107 
McHenry County 

 
October 7, 2009 

 
 
 

This is the 8th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on June 10, 2009. 
The purpose of the meeting is to present and discuss the results of Workshop #3 and the 
proposed alternatives to be presented at a Public Meeting.   

 
IDOT and its consultant AECOM held Workshop #3 on October 6, 2009. The workshop 
included review of alternatives anticipated to be presented at the Public Meeting. The 
alternatives presented were produced based on input from stakeholders in Public Meeting #1 
and Workshops #1 & #2. Each alternatives presented in Workshop #3 was on a large scale 
aerial exhibit.  
 
The two alternatives presented for the South End of the project (Reed Road to Hercules Road 
- 6.9 miles) would improve Illinois Route 47 (IL-47) to 2 lanes in each direction separated by 
a 42’ grass median. Alternative 1 would remain centered about the current centerline and 
Alternative 2 would shift the improvements 33’ to the east from Ackman Road to IL-176 (3.0 
miles) to reduce impacts to residences and business on the west side of IL-47. 
 
In addition, two alternatives were presented for the North End of the project (Hercules Road 
to US-14 – 0.9 miles). Both alternatives would improve IL-47 to include 2 lanes in each 
direction separated by a raised barrier median. Alternative 1 would provide a 22’ median, 
shoulders, and sidewalk on both sides of the roadway and Alternative 2 would provide a 16’ 
median, sidewalk on one side of the roadway, and a bicycle path on the other side.   
 
The stakeholders response to the alternatives presented in Workshop #3 was very favorable.  

 
The next step is to continue preparing exhibits and aerials for presentation at the Public 
Meeting. BDE and FHWA requested AECOM submit the plan exhibits and alternate 
description chapter to BDE for review before proceeding to the Public Meeting. 

 
The exhibits and alternatives are anticipated to be presented at a Public Meeting scheduled 
for November 19, 2009. 

 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 

 
 
 

 



AGENDA ITEM #4 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
McHenry County 

P-91-110-107 
 
 

December 9, 2009 
 
 

This is the 9th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on October 7, 2009.  
The purpose of this presentation was to provide a update on the Public Meeting and to discuss 
the next steps. 
 

Public Meeting #2 was held on November 19, 2009. The meeting included review of 
alternatives developed to date.  The alternatives presented were produced with input from 
stakeholders who volunteered to attend project workshops.  An audio-visual presentation and 
exhibits were available for viewing by the attendees.  The exhibits consisted of display boards 
describing the Context Sensitive Solutions Process (CSS), traffic data, accident data, and 
large scale plots of the alternatives. IDOT/AECOM Representatives were on hand to answer 
any questions regarding the improvement. 
 

Two alternatives were presented for the South End (Rainsford Drive to Hercules Road - 6.9 
miles) of the project. Both alternatives improve IL 47 to include 2 lanes in each direction 
separated by a 42’ grass median. Alternative 1 would remain centered about the current 
centerline. Alternative 2 would shift the improvements 33’ to the east from Ackman Road to 
IL 176 (3.0 miles) to avoid impact to residences and business on the west side of IL 47. 
 

Two alternatives were presented for the North End (Hercules Road to US14 – 0.9 miles) of 
the project.  Both alternatives would improve IL 47 to include 2 lanes in each direction 
separated by a raise barrier median.  Alternative 1 would provide an 18’ median, sidewalk on 
one side of the roadway, curb and gutter and a bicycle path on the other side.  Alternative 2 
would provide a 22’ median, shoulders, curb and gutter and sidewalk on both sides of the 
roadway. 
 

The primary concerns of the stakeholders via discussion or in written comments were 
accessibility, providing bike paths, runoff water quality, wetland impacts, tree removal, 
general geometric differences of Public Meeting’s two alternatives vs. the IDOT SRA study, 
being a participant in further workshops, and ROW acquisition.  
 

Of the 2 South Alternatives presented the majority of stakeholders, who had a preference, 
favored South Alternative 2.  Of the North Alternatives presented the majority of 
stakeholders, who had a preference, favored North Alternative 2.  
 
BDE & FHWA concurred with the combination of South Alternative 2 and North Alternative 
2 as the preferred alternate. 
 

This project was introduced to the NEPA/404 merger process in February 2008 as an ECAD 
unless journal indicates significant impacts.  Since the project was not being processed as an 
EA or EIS it was discussed whether the project should remain in the NEPA/404 merger 
process.  The USACOE, USFWS and the USEPA deferred making this decision until more 
information was gathered. The project was to remain in the NEPA/404 merger process until 
the wetland delineations are completed and the IDNR coordination takes place during the 
ESRF processing.  We now have the wetland delineations and cultural information; we do not 
yet have the BRR.  Currently, without avoidance or minimization efforts the wetland impacts 
are at approximately 20 acres.  The project will be presented at this coming NEPA/404 



February 2010 meeting.  We will seek concurrence on the Purpose and Need.  The 
alternatives discussion will be re-submitted to Central Office and FHWA for review.  If 
possible, we will also seek concurrence on the alternatives discussion to be carried forward at 
the February meeting. 
 
The next step for the study will be to obtain concurrence from the NEPA committee on the 
preferred alternate to be carried forward and to refine the preferred alternate through further 
geometric studies, FHWA and BDE review, along with a stakeholder workshop in early fall 
2010.     
 
The next public involvement will be to meet with locate agencies and stakeholders to discuss 
individual concerns.   
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 
 
S:\Gen\WP\p&es\CONSULT\CDL\IL 47 - US 14 to Reed\FHWA Meeting Minutes\2009 12 09 FHWA Minutes-
Revised.doc 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Agenda Item # 10 

Illinois Route 47 (FAP 326) – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-110-107 

McHenry County 

January 13, 2010 

This is the 10th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on December 
9, 2009. 

A discussion on whether the project should proceed under the NEPA/404 merger process 
took place. This project was previously introduced to the NEPA/404 merger process in 
February 2008 as an ECAD. Since the project was not being processed as an EA or EIS it 
was discussed at that time whether the project should remain in the merger process.  The 
USACE, USFWS and the USEPA deferred making this decision until the delineations 
and biological reviews were received. We have since received the wetland delineations, 
special waste and cultural sign-offs; we have not yet received the BRR. 

Currently, approximately 20 acres of wetlands are within the new proposed ROW of 
which approximately 18 acres are ADID.  This should be considered as a worse-case 
scenario as no avoidance or minimization efforts have taken place. The majority of the 
ADID wetlands are designated as such due to flood control values and not ecological 
qualities. The Department would likely still need to mitigate at a ratio of 5.5 to 1. 

Alternative alignments generally will not reduce wetland impacts. The existing alignment 
already bisects wetlands and shifting to one side or the other still incurs impacts. Exhibits 
were distributed that showed the existing alignment and the wetland delineations. The 
alignment shift to the east does avoid five residences. 

There was a discussion of whether the project would continue as an ECAD or be elevated 
to an EA with the potential wetland impacts. A conference call was arranged to include 
additional staff to resolve the issue. 

Post Meeting Conference Call (January 15, 2010) 

The FHWA determined the project will proceed as an EA. The project will be presented 
at this coming NEPA/404 February 2010 meeting. The exhibits distributed in the FHWA 
coordination meeting should be used. Agricultural impacts should also be quantified. 
Although the alignment is within incorporated areas or unincorporated areas that are 
planned for development, the current land use should be evaluated.  

The next step is to seek concurrence on the Purpose and Need at the NEPA/404 February 
2010 meeting. The presentation should include environmental issues such as wetlands, 
agriculture, and displacements. If concurrence on Purpose and Need is achieved, 
concurrence on the alternatives to be evaluated further will be pursued at the subsequent 
NEPA/404 merger meeting in June.  

BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 



C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 

 

 

 

 
 

 



Agenda Item # 4 

Illinois Route 47 (FAP 326) – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-110-107 

McHenry County 

December 6, 2010 

This is the 11th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on January 13, 
2010. 

The purpose of the meeting was to review the power point slides which will be presented 
to USACE on December 17, 2010. The presentation is in response to a letter from 
USACE stating they did not concur with the alternatives to be carried forward for further 
study. AECOM read highlights from the power point presentation. 

Information on several of the slides was discussed. Matt Fuller requested that slide #3 
“Project Overview – Limits” be modified to delete discussion of traffic north of US 14. 
He requested that the slide focus on traffic south of US 14. The slide will be modified to 
focus on traffic south of US 14. 

A discussion was also held on the need for an additional slide which addresses why IL 47 
was chosen as the roadway to improve as opposed to another roadway, such as Dean 
Street. A slide will be added discussing land use in the project area. The slide will 
highlight that improving IL 47 is compatible with future land use while improving other 
roadways, such as Dean Street, is not compatible with future land use. 

The next step is to present the power point to USACE for concurrence.  

BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 



Agenda Item # 8 

Illinois Route 47 (FAP 326) – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-07 

McHenry County 

June 8, 2011 

This is the 12th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on December 
6, 2010. 

AECOM provided a project update. This project has received concurrence for “Purpose 
and Need” and “Alternatives To Be Carried Forward” through the NEPA/404 merger 
process. An overview of the “Alternatives To Be Carried Forward” was given by 
AECOM. The project is split into 2 segments. The south segment is rural in nature and 
has a posted speed limit of 55 MPH. Two south alternatives have been developed.  Both 
alternatives have 2 lanes in each direction separated by a 50 foot median (38 foot 
landscape, with 2-6 foot paved inside shoulders), 10 foot paved outside shoulders, a 10 
foot multi-use path on one side, a 5 foot sidewalk on the other side, and open ditch 
drainage. Between Ackman Road and IL 176, South Alternative 2 shifts to the east to 
avoid residences while South Alternative 1 remains centered on the existing roadway. 
The north segment is urban in nature and has a posted speed limit of 40 MPH. Two north 
alternatives have been developed.  Both alternatives have 2 lanes in each direction 
separated by a barrier median, curb and gutter, a 10 foot multi-use path on one side, a 5 
foot sidewalk on the other side, and closed drainage system. North Alternative 1 has a 10 
foot paved shoulder while North Alternative 2 does not. 

A chart summarizing the Preliminary Impacts was reviewed. Both south alternatives have 
the same impact except South Alternative 1 displaces 8 residences while South 
Alternative 2 displaces only 1 residence. Both north alternatives have the same impact 
except North Alternative 1 impacts 2.7 acres of wetlands while North Alternative 2 
impacts only 1.7 acres of wetlands. 

There was a discussion of the preferred alternative. The alternatives have been presented 
to the public at Workshop #3 and Public Meeting #2. South Alternative 2 and North 
Alternative 2 were favored by the public. South Alternative 2 and North Alternative 2 
have been identified as the Preferred Alternatives since they have lower impacts and are 
favored by the public. BDE and FHWA agreed with the selection of the Preferred 
Alternatives. 

The next step is to start development of the Preferred Alternatives.  

BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 



Agenda Item # 11 

Illinois Route 47 (FAP 326) – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-07 

McHenry County 

February 8, 2012 

This is the 13th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on June 8, 2011. 

AECOM provided a project overview and update. The project length is approximately 8 miles 
along IL 47 from Reed Road in Huntley to US 14 in Woodstock. 4 Stakeholder Workshops and 2 
Public Meetings have been held. Concurrence on Purpose and Need has been received through 
NEPA/404 Merge Meetings. The current roadway is 1 lane in each direction with a rural cross 
section. Posted speed limit is 55 MPH except for the north 1 mile were the posted speed limit 
lowers to 40 MPH. The proposed improvements would be centered on the existing roadway, 
except from Ackman Road to IL 176 (approximately 3 miles) where the roadway is shifted east to 
avoid residences on the west side of IL 47. 4 typical section options were investigated to 
minimize impacts. The 4 options include: 

 Option 1 – Rural 50 foot median with shoulders – It would provide 2 lanes in each 
direction separated by a 50 foot median. A sidewalk would be on one side of the roadway 
and a bicycle path would be on the other side. The inside lanes and inside shoulders 
would drain to the median. The outside lanes and outside shoulders would drain to a 
swale between the shoulder and a sidewalk/bicycle path. A ditch would be provided 
between the sidewalk/bicycle path and the ROW line. 

 Option 2 – Rural 30 foot median with shoulders – This option is the same as Option 1 
except the median is reduced to 30 feet. 

 Option 3 – Rural 30 foot median with shoulders with curb and gutter at outside edge of 
shoulder – This option is the same as Option 2, the median is 30 feet wide with shoulders. 
However for the outside edge a curb and gutter is placed at the outside edge of shoulder 
and the swale is eliminated between the EOS and sidewalk/bicycle path. A ditch would 
be provided between the sidewalk/bicycle path and the ROW line. 

 Option 4 – Urban 30 foot median. This option provides 2 lanes in each direction 
separated by a 30 foot median. Curb and gutter is provided at the median and outside 
edge. A sidewalk would be on one side of the roadway and a bicycle path would be on 
the other side. A ditch would be provided between the sidewalk/bicycle path and the 
ROW line. 

A discussion was held in regard to the benefits of each Option. IDOT stated they will be 
proceeding with Option 3 as it had the lowest impacts and retained the safety aspects of 
the rural sections. 

The next step is to continue development of the Preferred Alternative.  

BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as discussed above.  
 
C. Lewis – IDOT 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
J. Havel – AECOM 



Agenda Item # 3 
 

IL 47 (FAP 326) – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-07 

McHenry County 
 

July 11, 2012 
 

 
Presentation - This is the 14th presentation of this project. The previous presentation 
was on February 8, 2012. 

 
The purpose of the meeting was to provide a status of the project.   

 Project Limits- Project is approximately 8 miles along IL 47 from Huntley 
to Woodstock. 

 Public Involvement – Have held 4 Stakeholder Workshops and 2 Public 
Meetings. 

 NEPA 404 Coordination – Have obtained concurrence on Purpose and 
Need, Alternatives, and the Preferred Alternative. 

 
The description of the preferred alternative geometry was discussed. The preferred 
alternative will consist of two 12-foot lanes in each direction, 10-foot wide paved 
outside shoulders with curb and gutter at the outside edge of shoulder, and a 
depressed median providing 30-foot of separation between the opposing edges of 
pavement.  The depressed median includes 6-foot wide paved inside shoulders and a 
2-foot wide flat bottom ditch.  Pedestrian and bicyclists will be accommodated on a 
10-foot wide shared-use path on one side of the roadway and a 5-foot wide sidewalk 
on the other side of the roadway.  The 30-foot median will still allow for dual left 
turns and also reduces wetland impacts. A cable guard rail will be provided in the 
median. The alignment will be shifted 27-foot from Ackman Road to IL Route 176 to 
avoid residential impacts.  
 
The drainage plan will convey runoff to bioswales prior to entry into wetlands. An 
exhibit will be developed to show proposed locations of bioswales. These will not be 
designed however. The exhibit will have a caveat that the locations are potential and 
subject to change.  

 
Next Steps include refining the geometry, drainage plan, appropriate BMPs, and 
further reduction of wetland impacts. A follow up meeting with the federal resource 
agencies will be set up by FHWA to review the latest plans prior to the holding of the 
Public Hearing. 
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as indicated above. 
 
M. Morse - IDOT 
B. Smith – AECOM 
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Agenda Item # 8 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-07 

McHenry County 
June 12, 2013 

 
 
Agenda Items: 
 
This is the 15th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on July 11, 
2012. 
 
A project overview and update was presented. The Project is approximately 8 miles in 
length along IL 47 from the Village of Huntley to the City of Woodstock. 4 Stakeholder 
Workshops and 2 Public Meetings have been held. NEPA/404 concurrence has been 
obtained for the Purpose and Need, the Alternatives To Be Carried Forward, and the 
Preferred Alternative. The consultant submitted Preliminary Geometrics and received 
comments from IDOT. 

 
In a continued effort to reduce impacts a curb and gutter has been added to the outside 
shoulder to reduce ROW needs. Revised typical sections for Rainsford Drive to Hercules 
Road (South Alternative) and Hercules Road to US Route 14 (North Alternative) were 
reviewed.  
 
The South Preferred Alternative (Rainsford Road to Hercules Road) consist of two 12 
foot lanes in each direction, 10 foot wide paved outside shoulders with a curb and gutter 
at the outside edge of shoulder, and a depressed median providing 30 feet of separation 
between the opposing edges of pavement. The depressed median includes 6 foot wide 
paved inside shoulders, cable guardrail, and a 2 foot wide flat bottom ditch. Pedestrian 
and bicyclists will be accommodated on a 10 foot wide shared-use path on one side of the 
roadway and a 5 foot wide sidewalk on the other side of the roadway. A 4 foot flat 
bottom ditch is proposed between the sidewalk/path and the right of way. The roadway 
centerline is shifted 27 feet to the east by way of a 38,200 foot radius reverse curve 
between Ackman Road and IL Route 176 (east leg) to minimizes the impact to the 
residential properties on the west side of IL Route 47 between Hawthorne Way and IL 
Route 176.  From Rainsford Drive to Ackman Road and from IL 176 (east Leg) to 
Hercules Road the roadway remains on the existing centerline. 
 
The North Preferred Alternative (Hercules Road to US 14) consist of two 12 foot lanes in 
each direction, separated by an 18 foot barrier median. Curb and gutter will be provided 
at both the median and outside edges of pavement. Pedestrians and bicyclists will be 
accommodated on 10 foot wide shared-use path on one side of the roadway and a 5 foot 
wide sidewalk on the other side of the roadway 

 
A series of Municipal/Township Meetings have been held. In general all are supportive of 
the project and would like to see it built sooner than later. A summary of their concerns 
include:  

 Village of Huntley – The Village is concerned about the Reed Road 
Intersection. The Village is concerned that the Reed Road lanes do not line 



up across IL 47 and line of sight makes it hard to see lane markings 
traveling from west to east on Reed Road. Reed Road is a Village street 
which was constructed prior to IL 47. Approximately 150 feet of Reed 
Road was reconstructed when IL 47 was improved last year. IDOT will 
review crash history before deciding on a direction to proceed. A 
discussion of IL 47 between Reed Road and Rainsford was held. After 
some discussion it was decided that along IL 47 - Curb & gutter will be 
extended north from Reed Road to Rainsford, the same sidewalk treatment 
(7’ at back of curb) south of Reed Road will be extended to Rainsford on 
the west side, the mufti-use path will tie into the existing path on 
Rainsford where it parallels IL 47 to Reed Road. 

 Village of Lake In The Hills – The Village was concerned about the 
alignment shift at Ackman Road, minor ROW widths, and wanted the 
Ackman Road extension to be highlighted in the report. All concerns will 
be addressed. 

 Village of Lakewood – The Village is seeking approval to realign Pleasant 
Valley Road with the south IL 176 Intersection. The Village owns the 
property south of Pleasant Valley Road and west of IL 47. IDOT is 
discussing the realignment with Lakewood. 

 City of Woodstock – The City does not approve of realigning Cobblestone 
Way. After some discussion it was decided to not realign Cobblestone and 
to add a left turn at Cobblestone, a left turn lane will not be provided at 
Dieckman. 

 Dorr Township – no concerns. 
 Grafton Township – meeting pending. 

 
Next Steps – Address IDOT comments to Preliminary Geometrics; refine geometry and 
drainage; address appropriate BMPs; submit Draft Combined Design Report, EA, and 
LDS; as well as conduct Stakeholder Workshop and Public Hearing . 
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project proceeding as indicated above. 

 
C. Lewis, M. Morse - IDOT 
J. Havel, C. Nash – AECOM 

 



Agenda Item # 3 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-07 

McHenry County 
February 26, 2014 

 
 
This is the 16th presentation of this project. The previous presentation was on June 12, 
2013.  The purpose of this meeting is to provide an update on the status of the project.  
 
A project overview and update was presented. The project is approximately 8 miles in 
length along IL 47 from the Village of Huntley to the City of Woodstock. Four 
stakeholder workshops and two public meetings have been held. The fifth stakeholder 
workshop will be held on March 5, 2014.  NEPA/404 concurrence has been obtained for 
the purpose and need, the alternatives to be carried forward, and the preferred alternative. 
The consultant submitted preliminary geometrics and received comments from IDOT, 
which have been addressed.  The revised geometrics and hydraulic reports will be 
submitted to IDOT for review after the public hearing. 

 
The draft combined design report was submitted to IDOT for review in January 2014.  
The environmental assessment (EA) was submitted to BDE and FHWA for review in 
January 2014.  The biological clearance for the project is pending the review of the 
wetland impact evaluation forms. 
 
FHWA and BDE stated that they have begun reviewing the EA.  The comments on the 
EA are expected to be finished the week of March 3, 2014.  FHWA anticipates a second 
round of comments on the EA will be necessary.   
 
The public hearing was tentatively scheduled for mid-April 2014; however, if a second 
round of review/comments on the EA is necessary, the public hearing may need to be 
delayed. 
 
Next Steps – Address IDOT comments on the draft combined design report, address BDE 
and FHWA comments on the EA and conduct stakeholder workshop and public hearing. 
 
BDE and FHWA agreed with the project procedure as discussed above. 
 
C. Lewis, K. Murphy, M. Morse - IDOT 
K. Mawhinney, B. Smith – AECOM 
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NEPA/404 Agenda Item # 3 
 

IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
P-91-101-907 

McHenry County 
February 7, 2008 

 
This was the initial presentation for this project. The purpose of the presentation was to introduce 
the project including an overview of existing conditions, discuss the CSS component, and to 
identify the anticipated impacts to wetlands and streams along the project. 
 
The project limits extend 7.5 miles along IL 47 from the northern limits of Huntley, IL to 
Woodstock, IL in rural McHenry County.  Typically, the existing roadway cross section is one 
lane in each direction with shoulders.  The land use abutting the roadway includes residential, 
commercial, industrial, and potential historic properties.  Throughout the project, large residential 
subdivisions are planned with developers already providing turn lanes and median improvements 
at the entrances. The proposed improvement is anticipated to address geometric modifications 
through widening/reconstruction or reconstruction to meet the heavy travel demands projected for 
the year 2030 including a center median to accommodate turning vehicles, signal improvements, 
auxiliary lanes, and possibly additional through lanes.  The intersection with IL 176 is located 
near the middle of the project and is included in the study.  IDOT is not approaching this project 
with any preconceived notions of the ultimate improvement and will develop the consensus 
project purpose through the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process. 
 
Environmental Survey Request Forms will be forwarded to central office for cultural, 
special waste and wetland investigations. Of particular note is the presence of ADID 
wetlands along existing IL 47. Seven ADID wetlands abut the route with several more in 
the project corridor. Of these, six are considered high functional value wetlands (likely 
stormwater storage) including the headwaters of the Kishwaukee River. Another ADID 
wetland near IL 176 is listed as having high quality wildlife habitat. The USACOE will 
provide data for this wetland. 
 
It was asked whether the alignment could be shifted to avoid any of these wetlands. The 
alignment currently bisects many of the wetlands so there are already impacts to the 
wetlands. Furthermore any shift would likely cause greater impact to a portion or all of 
another ADID wetland. 
 
The project is anticipated to be processed as an ECAD. Since this project is currently not 
being processed as an EA or EIS it was discussed whether the project should remain in the 
NEPA/404 merger process.  The USACOE, USFWS and the USEPA deferred making this 
decision until more information is gathered. The project will remain in the NEPA/404 merger 
process until the wetland delineations are completed and the IDNR coordination takes place 
during the ESRF processing. 
 
 
 
 
C. Lewis / M. Rempfer (CTE) 
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NEPA/404 Merger Meeting Summary 

September 9, 2009 
 

IDOT District 1, McHenry County 
IL 47 from Reed Road to US 14 
Environmental Assessment 
Purpose and Need 

 
The purpose of the meeting, held at the FHWA Illinois Division Office, was to present IDOT/FHWA’s 
Purpose and Need for the IL 47 Reed Road to US 14 Study, and to obtain concurrence from the 
participating agencies. 
 
In August, FHWA distributed an information packet summarizing the Purpose and Need. 
 
AECOM presented additional exhibits at the meeting to further support the projects needs of safety, 
capacity, mobility, and economic development. 
 
PURPOSE AND NEED 
 
The purpose and need was presented at the NEPA/404 meetings on February 18, 2010 and June 11, 
2010, but concurrence was not received, because additional questions by USEPA and USACE needed to 
be addressed. 
 
AECOM started by reviewing the limits of the project and the logical termini. The project extends 
approximately 8 miles from Reed Road to US 14. It connects the Village of Huntley with the City of 
Woodstock, both with populations of approximately 25,000 each. The project connects a 4 lane section 
being built south of Reed Road, which will complete a 4 lane section to I-90, to an existing 4 lane section 
at US 14. 
 
Safety, one of the needs for improvement, was discussed. Approximately half of the crashes which occur 
within the project limits occur at the IL 176 split intersection, while the other half occur along the length of 
IL 47. Crashes along the length of IL 47 are due to the lack of capacity and lack of adequate turn lanes. 
The project would address these by adding through lanes and protected turn lanes as determined during 
alternative development. 
 
The need for improvements based on lack of capacity and mobility was discussed. AECOM presented an 
exhibit summarizing traffic volumes along the IL 47. Based on 2007 traffic volumes, the route carries 
between 14,300 and 22,300 vehicles per day, averaging 17,100 vehicles per day over the length of the 
project. In 2030 the projected traffic levels are between 19,000 and 33,000 vehicles per day, averaging 
25,400 vehicles per day over the length of the project.  A two lane roadway can safely and efficiently 
accommodate between 14,000 and 18,000 vehicles per day. 2007 traffic volumes exceed 16,000 vehicles 
at most intersection along the project and by 2030 every intersection will exceed 18,000 vehicles per day. 
 
AGENCY QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 
 
The USEPA (West) asked if the IL 176 intersection were realigned or improved would there still be a need 
for the improvements to the remainder of IL 47. AECOM stated that the current traffic volumes along the 
length of IL 47 are at a level which would require 4 lanes. Also if the improvements were made only at IL 
176, safety issues at the IL 176 intersection would decrease but new safety issues would be created at 
the transitions between 2 and 4 lanes and along the rest of the corridor. An aerial was reviewed and 
approximate widening limits were estimated for improvements at IL 176 and for other developed areas. 
Only 2 sections each approximately 1.5 miles long would remain 2 lanes after the improvements were 
made. AECOM reviewed concept alternatives for realigning IL 176. All alternatives would have much 
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greater impacts to wetlands, farmland, and displacements than the current alignment. AECOM has 
performed preliminary capacity analysis which indicates the current alignment can be improved to have a 
LOS of B or C while the realigned intersection would have a LOS of C.USEPA (WEST) asked how safety 
would be addressed along the remainder of IL 47 outside the IL 176 intersection. AECOM stated during 
alternative development safety would be addressed by evaluating adding turn lanes and through lanes to 
increase capacity and mobility. 
 
 
CONCURRENCE 
 
The USEPA (West and Westlake), USFWS (Cirton), IDNR (Hamer) and FHWA (Fuller) gave concurrence 
with the Purpose and Need presented at the meeting.   
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IDOT District 1, McHenry County 
IL 47 from Reed Road to US 14 
Environmental Assessment 
Concurrence - Purpose and Need 

 
The purpose of the meeting was to present the Purpose and Need for the IL 47 Road Improvements from 
Reed Road to US 14, and to obtain concurrence from the agencies. 
 
Purpose and Need 
 
Land use in the IL 47 corridor is predominantly agricultural, with residential and some commercial. All of 
the municipalities along the route have plans for future development. Project planning for the IL 47 
corridor has followed IDOT’s Contact Sensitive Solutions (CSS) approach which includes input and 
concurrence with project planning from the local stakeholders. Stakeholders include Crystal Lake, 
Huntley, Lake-in-the-Hills, Lakewood, Woodstock, McHenry County, and several environmental groups 
including the Kishwaukee River Ecosystem Partnership, Land Conservancy of McHenry County, 
Openlands, and others. Stakeholder workshops have been on-going and were used to development a 
problem statement that included the following themes: 
 

1. Safety, as related to capacity, rear end collisions, and bicycle crossings; 
2. Mobility, including the need for signal coordination; 
3. Desire to protect the environment, including concerns related to the Kishwaukee River 

watershed; and 
4. Facilitate thoughtful economic growth. 

 
The problem statement evolved into the current Purpose and Need as presented. A review of the 
Purpose and Need and a discussion of its contents ensued. 
 
AGENCY QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 
 
The CSS process identified “thoughtful growth” as a component of economic development. Language in 
Section 1.2.3 includes the statement “IL Route 47 serves as a commercial corridor” and concern was 
expressed that “thoughtful growth” from the workshops was inadvertently translated to mean economic 
development throughout the entire corridor. Solid commercial development throughout the corridor with 
unmanaged access is not the desire of the communities. USEPA (West) requested clarification on how 
this would be avoided and requested a commitment from IDOT that development would be determined by 
the needs of the community and not commercial interests. IDOT/AECOM advised the FHWA that the 
intersection of IL 47 and IL 176 is planned to be a commercial center. Besides this intersection, most of 
the corridor is planned for residential development with some commercial directly adjacent to IL 47 with 
consolidated access. IDOT is working with the local communities and stakeholders to determine the most 
appropriate places for access, depending on zoning and planned development, in order to manage 
commercial development. Since IL 47 is a Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) IDOT is planning on access 
with 1/4 mile spacing, and appropriate placement should accomplish the goal for planned development. 
The local communities are in support of IDOT’s plan. The Purpose and Need will be revised to better 
describe planned or thoughtful growth. 
 
USACE/USEPA (Chernich, West) requested the adjacent road improvement projects, both north and 
south of this corridor, be added to the Introduction of the Purpose and Need. South of Reed Road, an 
Environmental Assessment was previously completed, the roadway has been designed and construction 
will commence in Spring of 2010. North of US Route 14 a separate Environmental Assessment has been 
initiated that will study improvements to IL Route 47 from US Route 14 to Charles Road. In addition, an 
“Illinois Tomorrow” grant was awarded that provides a land use based study of the IL Route 47 corridor 
from within Kane County northward to the Wisconsin State line. This latter study is intended to evaluate 
current land use and provide a planning document that combines the comprehensive planning efforts of 
the communities along the corridor.  
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USFWS (Cirton) requested clarification on the role of mobility versus capacity in Section 1.2.2. If the 
vehicular crashes are due to lack of capacity, then capacity should have its own section within the 
Purpose and Need. IDOT/AECOM explained that the vehicle crashes were due to multiple reasons, 
including uncontrolled access, no turning lanes, vehicular traffic that doesn’t allow for adequate spacing 
and sufficient time for turning vehicles. The Purpose and Need will be revised to clarify mobility versus 
capacity and the relationship to safety.  
 
Further Discussion and Conclusion 
 
Preliminary alternatives were briefly discussed. Based on the community and stakeholder meetings, the 
preferred alternative would generally be a four lane roadway with a landscaped median. Pedestrian 
accommodations were requested as well as paved shoulders in the rural section and curb and gutter in 
the urban section. Based on this, two preliminary alternatives have been identified; the first would share 
the current centerline with the widening being of equal width to both sides; the second would shift the 
center line towards the east. A preliminary impact table was distributed based on these two conceptual 
footprints to get an idea of what type of impacts would be encountered. Because no avoidance or 
minimization efforts have yet to take place, these should be considered worse case scenario impacts. 
IDOT/AECOM will evaluate these alternatives more closely to identify minimization opportunities. 
Avoidance and minimization measures could include replacement of culverts with bridges, narrowing of 
the right-of-way, etc. Complete avoidance of wetland impacts will not be possible in most cases as the 
wetlands are adjacent to both sides of the roadway. Bridging the headwaters of the Kishwaukee River in 
the northern portion of the project corridor would result in improved floodplain conditions, allow for animal 
passage and would reduce ADID wetland impacts. 
 
USFWS (Cirton) and USACE (Chernich) requested a single sheet environmental resource map of the 
project corridor. A field meeting will be scheduled for the Spring of this year. 
 
IDOT (Dees) advised that INHS has completed their fish survey of the project area. The Iowa darter was 
found at two locations within the project corridor. The darter was found in the headwaters of the 
Kishwaukee River in the northern portion of the project corridor, south of US 14; the second location was 
the Kishwaukee River in the central portion of the project corridor, south of IL 176. IDOT (Dees) will 
distribute the INHS report. 
 
Cultural clearance has been obtained for the project. IDOT Central Office has signed off on this 
clearance.  
 
As a result of the meeting, the following action items were identified. 
 

1. Section 1.0 of the Purpose and Need will be revised to include the other IL 47 projects or studies 
north and south of this project. 

2. The discussion of capacity will be separated from the mobility discussion in Section 1.2.2. if 
necessary or better clarification will be provided. 

3. Section 1.2.3 of the Purpose and Need will be revised. The “commercial” reference to IL 47 will 
be deleted and the section will be re-written to include a commitment to facilitating “thoughtful 
commercial growth”. A discussion of the Comprehensive Plans or zoning restrictions developed 
by the communities along the route will be included. References to future economic development 
will be changed to thoughtful economic development and the intent to incorporate development 
compatible to existing land use. 

4. The USEPA (West) will draft a letter to Chicago Metropolitan Area Planning. FHWA, IL (Fuller) 
will distribute the letter upon receipt from USEPA. 

5. IDOT/AECOM will provide a one page environmental resource map of the project area to USFWS 
and USACE. 

6. IDOT (Dees) will distribute the INHS fish survey. 
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Concurrence 
 
The attendees agreed in concept with the proposed revisions. The revised Purpose and Need and 
Alternatives to be Carried Forward will be presented for concurrence at a future NEPA-404 Merger 
Meeting. 
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IDOT District 1, McHenry County 
IL 47 (Reed Road to US 14) 
Environmental Assessment 
Information, BMP Presentation 

 
DECISIONS: 
No decisions requested or made. 
 
NEXT STEPS: 
Detailed design elements will be forwarded during the design phase of the project. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
The purpose of the meeting was to present proposed conceptual BMPs for the Preferred 
Alternative for the IL 47 Reed Road to US 14 Study. 
 
AECOM presented a summary of the project and the status. The project study proposes to widen 
eight miles of IL Route 47 from Reed Road in Huntley to U.S. 14 in Woodstock to two lanes in 
each direction. A draft Environmental Assessment has been prepared and is undergoing review 
by the FHWA and BDE. The project has gone through the NEPA/404 merger process and has 
received concurrence at all levels through the Preferred Alternative.  
 
As a follow up to the June 2012 NEPA/404 Merger Meeting, BMP locations have been proposed 
along the route. Typical concept drawings have been developed for the BMPs as bioswales. 
Handouts were distributed showing the proposed bioswale locations and concept typical 
drawings. The grass medians are too narrow to include bioswales, but they will be planted with a 
native mix.  The medians will however, drain under the roadway to ditches then to the bioswales. 
Proposed bioswale locations were chosen based on proximity to sensitive resources such as 
wetlands and waterways as well as local topography and drainage patterns.  Actual locations and 
appropriate type will be finalized and confirmed in the design phase. 
 
AGENCY QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS 
The USACE indicated they would be looking for a 1” runoff capture rate for the bioswales. This 
is going to be the standard of the federal guidelines during permitting. They requested the 
bioswales design element concepts be forwarded and a description of how the bioswales were 
designed. Since they are only concept plans now, the information used to develop the concepts 
will be provided and the details of the design elements will be forwarded during the design phase 
of the project.  
 
The USFWS asked if there were any wildlife crossing specific to the Blanding’s turtle included 
in the project.  IDOT will provide the Biological Resources Review detailing the locations of 
Threatened and Endangered species to Shawn Cirton and he will follow-up with the McHenry 
County Conservation District regarding the presence of the Blanding’s turtle in the project area.   
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The presentation of the meeting and a set of the drawings will be forwarded to Shawn Cirton 
electronically. 
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MEETING MINUTES
US14 TO REED ROAD
MCHENRY COUNTY
JOB NO. P­91­101­07
PTB 142­033

Meeting Date 12/6/07 Internal  Team  Progress Other
Date of Issuance 12/12/07

Type
Stakeholder

Attendees
John Isbell City of Woodstock, Dir. Of Public Works, City Engineer
Marty Morse IDOT
Cary Lewis IDOT
Joe Havel CTE
Brian Smith CTE
Matt Rempfer CTE
Gary Overbay Civiltech

Location Woodstock City Hall (9am)

Purpose: This was the initial introduction to the project to the City of Woodstock, the CSS policy
and  methods.    The  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  discuss  stakeholders,  and  to  invite  any
information the City can provide to the project team.

Discussion:
1) Introductions:

2) Review Overall Project:

a)  Project Limits:
It was asked why the northern limit of the study is at US14. The programming of the
project requires logical termini for FHWA funding purposes. IL47 has been studied in
segments from I­90 northward.  The initial scoping of the project identified the southern
terminus matching into the proposed 5­lane cross section at Reed Road. The logical
terminus on the northern end was set at US14 with the intent of matching into the
existing 5­lane cross section which had been recently improved.

The City indicated that they would have liked the project to have extended northward to
McConnell Road, just north of the Union Pacific RR tracks. The constriction of IL47 at
the RR tracks has been a limiting factor in the future widening of the route. The City’s
number one priority for the corridor is for the widening of the RR bridge over IL47.
Subsequent to the meeting, it was noted that IDOT’s long range planning does include
Phase I for IL 47 from US14 to Charles lane, and will include the RR bridge.

b)  CSS Process:
The CSS process was discussed.  CTE indicated that a Stakeholder Involvement Plan is
being developed for  the project. The Plan will be a mechanism  to coordinate with and
obtain concerns of the Stakeholders.

c)  Possible Stakeholders:
The City suggested possible stakeholders were Openlands, McHenry County Defenders,
CMAP, the Kishwaukee River Partnership, Sierra Club, McHenry County Land
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Foundation, local businesses, the owners of the Harley Davidson/Farm and Fleet
property at Davis Road, Kirk Homes, and the developer of the large scale initiative
across from Novean Parkway.

3) Schedule
a)  Timeline:

This project  is currently funded for Phase  I study.   Phase  II and Phase  III engineering
are not included in the current 5 year program

IDOT anticipates a 36 month schedule for Phase I.

b)  CSS Schedule:
A Stakeholder group is being developed over the next couple of months. We
intend to meet with this group and determine their interests and needs. There
would then be a Public Information Meeting, tentatively set for March of 2008.

4) Community Context Audit Form
The Community Context Audit Form was reviewed and discussed. The City was
requested to fill out and submit the Form to CTE within the next month. Other
Stakeholders will also be filling out the form to identify community characteristics that
make a project unique to its residents and users. During the Stakeholder Meetings the
Forms will be reviewed and discussed in order to progress towards project consensus
when defining the project Purpose and Need. Consensus was discussed in the meeting
as meaning “when a majority of the stakeholders agree on a particular issue, while the
dissenting remainder of stakeholders agrees its input has been heard and duly
considered and that the process as a whole was fair”.

The City prefers an (sub)urban cross section (no grass median) with curb and gutter.
They would like this type of section throughout their planning limits (to IL176). The SRA
shows a rural cross section. IDOT indicated that speed limits, which are set by state law,
may dictate what type of cross section is used in some areas.  Speed limit is currently 50
mph through the majority of the project limits.

5) Available Relevant Data
a)  Existing Plans: Not discussed
b)  Existing Studies: The City indicated related studies are currently being prepared.
§  A feasibility study from Country Club Road down to McConnell Road has been

largely completed and is in draft form.
§  A feasibility study has been completed for the widening of the RR bridge (grade

separation) over IL47. A formal Phase I study is going to commence within six
months.  It is the City’s plan to have this study completed within the next 6 months

§  In final review now is a Woodstock Feasibility Planning study which includes IL47
from Charles Road down to just south of the north leg of IL176. Those are the
planning limits of the City; the corporate limits are a more reduced limit of that length.

§  There was also an SRA Study that included the IL176 intersection. The SRA
proposed a realignment of IL 176; the City formally supported the recommendations
of that study with regard to IL176.

§  There is an upcoming planning study. This study is a funded by a grant from Illinois
Tomorrow, and will be led by Kane County. That study will study the IL 47 corridor
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through both Counties up to the Wisconsin State line. That planning study is for land
use, economic development, and roadway improvements.

c)  Proposed Improvement Plans: Kirk Homes is currently developing the area on the west
side of Lucas Road. They also own all quadrants of the IL47/Lucas Road intersection.
Gewalt­Hamilton conducted the traffic study that could be made available.

Another large scale development is proposed to start construction in 2008 and planned
to be 800,000 sq ft. It will likely require a signalized intersection and dual left turn lanes
at Hercules Road south of Novean Parkway.

d)  Comprehensive Plan: The Comprehensive Plan 2002 is located on the City’s website

e)  Zoning Map: The City’s Zoning Map is on the website.

f)  Other Information:  There is no known history of flooding along the Route north of IL176.
Utilities (sewer and water) are currently in place along IL47 south to Hercules Road;
there are plans to extend these another 600’ south. Kirk homes also may receive City
sewer and water. Developments have committed to dedicated right of way along the
route. There may be a realignment of the Dieckman and Cobblestone Way crossroads.

Action Items Resulting from This Meeting:
a)  The City of Woodstock will provide copies of the Feasibility Studies.
b)  CTE will coordinate with Kirk Homes/Gewalt­Hamilton to obtain Traffic Impact Study for

IL47/Lucas Road
c)  The City of Woodstock will fill out the Community Context Audit Form and return to CTE.

Submitted:
CTE

Name:  Matt Rempfer
Title:   Project Engineer

The  above  represents  the  writer’s  understanding  of  the  discussions  and  a  complete  and
accurate  record of  the decisions and agreements made. Amendments  to  this  record  shall  be
made in writing to the author.

cc:  Attendees
CTE File No.:60039027, 203.1
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Meeting Date 1/16/08 Internal  Team Progress Other
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Type
Stakeholder

Attendees See Attendance Roster

Location IDOT – Claims Conf. Room (9:45am)

Purpose: To discuss CMAP’s ongoing Kishwaukee River watershed study.

Discussion:
The Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) study is being funded by through the IEPA
Grant 319 program and analyzes the effects of non­point source pollutants on the Kishwaukee River
watershed. Much of the watershed is currently unprotected; the purpose of the study is to
characterize pollutants within the 36,000 acre watershed and recommend ways to reduce, control or
prevent non­point source pollution. The study is not regulatory and is not binding.  The completion
date is tentatively set for July 2008.  The study is available online at
www.cmap.illinois.gov/kishwaukee.aspx.

CMAP, together with collaborating members of the Kishwaukee River Ecosystem Partnership
(KREP), is conducting watershed planning processes in three subwatersheds of the Kishwaukee
River basin. CMAP is coordinating the overall project with additional oversight from the Natural Land
Institute.  Partnering municipalities are Lakewood, Crystal Lake, and Woodstock. Other groups
include the IEPA, local wastewater treatment plants, IDNR, the MCCD as well as others.

The Upper Kishwaukee River is currently impaired and presents the possibility of a worsening
condition with expected land use change. The overall object of the watershed plan is to recommend
BMPs that reduce the causes of current impairments to a specified target point and to recommend
techniques that would prevent further degradation. Ultimately, with the inclusion of environmentally
sensitive practices can de­list the watershed as being impaired.  The headwaters are the most
important resource to protect.

The project will identify sites currently in agricultural use that will likely remain in production and those
that most likely will be converted to urban uses by the design year (2030).  Agricultural Best
Management Practices (BMPs) will be identified as well as urban BMP retrofits. The IL 47 roadway, at
the present time, is not considered to be major pollutant contributors in this watershed.  Items that
may be applied to the IL47 study would likely include the minimization of stream crossings, growth
impact management, and using BMPs and related practices to reduce or eliminate environmental
impacts.

Action Items Resulting from This Meeting:
A copy of the final report will be supplied to IDOT upon completion for inclusion of proposed BMPs
into the proposed drainage plans.

Submitted:
CTE

Name:  Matt Rempfer
Title:   Project Engineer

cc: Attendees
CTE File No.:60039027, 203.1

http://www.cmap.illinois.gov/kishwaukee.aspx.




























Meeting Agenda 
Project: IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
Project #: PTB – 142-033 
Date/Time: June 11, 2013 1:30 PM 
Location: Huntley Village Hall 
 

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review IL 47 Preliminary Geometrics, drainage, 
and cost sharing between Village of Huntley, and IDOT. 

1. Introductions– Those in attendance gave a brief self introduction. 
 

2. Review overall project – Cary Lewis provided a brief history of the project. 
 

3. Review preliminary geometrics– Preliminary Geometrics were sent to the Village prior to 
the meeting and were discussed at the meeting. The following items were discussed 
(see attached letter): 

a. The Village would like right turn lanes at all dedicated roadways along IL 47. 
The location of right turns will be reviewed. 

b. The Village would like curb and gutter along IL 47 between Rainsford and 
Reed Road. Curb and gutter will be added at the edge of pavement. 

c. The Village would like to include pedestrian signals along the roadway. 
Warrants for pedestrian signals will be reviewed. 

d. The Village would like their pedestrian and bicycle accommodations at 
Ackman Road, Talamore Blvd, Rainsford Drive and Reed Road connected to 
the IL 47 accommodations. The proposed accommodations will be connected 
to the existing at Ackman and Talamore. The sidewalk will be extended to 
Reed Road (same configuration as south of Reed Road). The multi-use path 
will be connected to the path at Rainsford which is located along a berm east 
of  and parallel to IL 47; it will not be duplicated along IL 47. 

e. The Village inquired if stop control pedestrian signage would be installed 
along multi-use paths. Signing plans are developed in Phase II. 

f. The Village inquired if the Ackman and Talamore Intersections have been 
designed to accommodate future signals. A note will be added to the plans 
which states “Future Ackman (or Talamore) extension by others”. And a 
design note will be added to coordinate with the Villages for possible 
extension of Ackman/Talamore. 

g. The Village noted that many field entrances were not show on the plans. The 
location of field entrances will be checked and added. 

h. The Village stated an existing 8” to 10” storm sewer / field tile runs from the 
NW corner of Reed Road at IL 47 to the culvert at station 379+00. The 
Village will send drawings to document the locations. 

i. The Village noted that Rainsford has a right and left turn lane. The plans will 
be updated. 

j. The Village noted that the Com Ed/communication lines will need to be 
relocated. 

k. The right-in right-out at station 379+00 is not shown. Entrance will be added. 
l. Existing Village street lights in Village ROW will need to be relocated in 

Ackman and Talamore medians. 
m. The Village inquired if driveways will be concrete or HMA.  Generally they are 

replaced in-kind. Final decision will be made in Phase II. 
 



4. Review preliminary drainage - The Village stated an existing 8” to 10” storm sewer / field 
tile runs from the NW corner of Reed Road at IL 47 to the culvert at station 379+00. The 
Village will send drawings to document the locations 

 

5. Review pedestrian and bicycle accommodations - The Village would like their pedestrian 
and bicycle accommodations at Ackman Road, Talamore Blvd, Rainsford Drive and 
Reed Road connected to the IL 47 accommodations. The proposed sidewalk and multi-
use path will be connected to the existing at Ackman and Talamore. The sidewalk will be 
extended to Reed Road. The multi-use path will be connected to the path at Rainsford 
which is located along a berm east of IL 47. 
 

6. Discuss cost sharing - Cary Lewis stated that as the project nears completion a Letter of 
Intent will be sent to the Village which will spell out costs the Village would be required to 
pay as part of the project. The following items were discussed: 

a. Sidewalk – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of sidewalk, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the sidewalk. The Village indicated they may be interested 
in the sidewalk, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

b. Multi-Use Path – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of path, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the path. The Village indicated they may be interested in 
the path, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

c. Lighting – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost of lighting. 
The Village indicated they do not have lighting and do not foresee adding it. 

d. Utility Relocation – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost to 
relocate any utilities they own within the existing state ROW. The Township 
indicated they do not have any utilities within the existing state ROW. 
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 Meeting Minutes 
Project: IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
Project #: PTB – 142-033 
Date/Time: May 14, 2013 10:00 AM 
Location : Woodstock City Hall 
 

 

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review IL 47 Preliminary Geometrics, drainage, 
and cost sharing between Woodstock and IDOT. 

1. Introductions - Those in attendance gave a brief self introduction. 
 

2. Review overall project – Cary Lewis provided a brief history of the project. 
 

3. Review preliminary geometrics – Preliminary Geometrics were sent to the City prior to 
the meeting and were discussed at the meeting. The City stated they only had one 
concern with the proposed geometrics. The City did not want to realign Cobblestone to 
line up with Dieckman. The City is in negotiations with the Harley Davidson business 
owner about redeveloping the former Kmart/Sears property on the NE corner of 
Cobblestone and IL 47. Their tentative plans would call for remodeling the Kmart/Sears 
property and building a storage/repair facility on the south side of Cobblestone. A 
discussion on providing access to Cobblestone and Dieckman was held. If Cobblestone 
is not realigned a left turn would be allowed at either Cobblestone or Dieckman, but not 
both due to IL 47 being a Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA). Additional discussion was 
held on the need to realign Cobblestone for drainage reasons (see discussion below). 
The City stated they would be meeting with Harley Davidson on May 15, 2013 to discuss 
their plans for redevelopment. Note: The City confirmed after the meeting with Harley 
Davidson, Harley Davidson would not be purchasing the property south of Cobblestone. 

 
4. Review preliminary drainage – Ed Yousif provided an overview of the proposed drainage 

utilizing the Proposed Drainage Plans which were sent to the City prior to the meeting. 
Ed described that both stormwater detention and compensatory flood plain storage are 
being provided on the property south of realigned Cobblestone. Cobblestone must be 
relocated to provide enough area for both detention and compensatory storage. The City 
inquired about providing relief for flooding in the property north of Dieckman and west of 
IL 47. Ed stated that currently IL 47 drains to the property, but under proposed conditions 
IL 47 will drain by storm sewer to the detention south of Cobblestone.  Ed Yousif also 
mentioned that area has experienced flooding problems in the past, and IDOT’s 
approach was to redirect runoff to the Kishwaukee River instead of outletting into 
properties regarded as sensitive, such as under existing conditions. 

 

5. Review pedestrian and bicycle accommodations – Cary Lewis stated that this project is 
being developed under the Complete Streets Law. Therefore, a 10 foot multi-use path 
will be provided on the east side of IL 47 and a 5 foot sidewalk will be provided on the 
west side of IL 47. 
 

6. Discuss cost sharing – Cary Lewis stated that as the project nears completion a Letter of 
Intent will be sent to the City which will spell out costs the City would be required to pay 
as part of the project. The following items were discussed: 



a. Sidewalk – The City would be required to pay 20% of cost of sidewalk, if they 
agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, a 
shelf would be constructed but the City would be required to pay 100% of the 
cost to pave the sidewalk. The City indicated they may be interested in the 
sidewalk, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

b. Multi-Use Path – The City would be required to pay 20% of cost of path, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the City would be required to pay 100% of 
the cost to pave the path. The City indicated they may be interested in the 
path, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

c. Lighting – The City would be required to pay 100% of the cost of lighting. The 
City indicated they do not have lighting and do not foresee adding it. 

d. Utility Relocation – The City would be required to relocate any utilities they 
own within the existing state ROW. 

e. Enhanced Landscaping – The City would be required to pay 100% of the cost 
for enhanced landscaping. 
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Meeting Minutes 
Project: IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
Project #: PTB – 142-033 
Date/Time: May 14, 2013 1:30 PM 
Location: Lakewood Village Hall 
 

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review IL 47 Preliminary Geometrics, drainage, 
and cost sharing between Lakewood and IDOT. 

1. Introductions – Those in attendance gave a brief self introduction. 
 

2. Review overall project – Cary Lewis provided a brief history of the project. 
 

3. Review preliminary geometrics – Preliminary Geometrics were sent to the Village prior to 
the meeting and were discussed at the meeting. The Village would like to realign 
Pleasant Valley Road to align with IL 176 (East Leg). The Village currently owns the 
parcel of land south of Pleasant Valley Road and west of IL 47 and could readily provide 
the ROW for the realignment. The Village provided a copy of a letter from IDOT Permits 
and will mail a copy of the proposed development plans. Discussion was held that the 
Village would be responsible to pay for the cost of the relocated Pleasant Valley Road. 
Since the relocation has not been finalized a note will be added to the plans stating 
“Future Realignment of Pleasant Valley Road By Others” and a commitment will be 
added to the report “Coordinate with Village of Lakewood regarding realignment of 
Pleasant Valley Road.” 

 
4. Review preliminary drainage – Ed Yousif provided an overview of the proposed drainage 

utilizing the Proposed Drainage Plans. He stated that the IL Route 47 outside lanes and 
shoulder will be drained via catch basins that outlet into roadside ditches, while the inside 
lanes and shoulders will be drained via grassed median.  The Village suggested using 
the Hamilton property for compensatory storage purposes, but AECOM stated that this 
area is located within a designated wetland and is not adjacent to an existing floodplain. 

 

5. Review pedestrian and bicycle accommodations – Cary Lewis stated that this project is 
being developed under the Complete Streets Law. Therefore, a 10 foot multi-use path 
will be provided on the East side of IL 47 and a 5 foot sidewalk will be provided on the 
west side of IL 47. 
 

6. Discuss cost sharing – Cary Lewis stated that as the project nears completion a Letter of 
Intent will be sent to the Village which will spell out costs the Village would be required to 
pay as part of the project. The following items were discussed: 

a. Sidewalk – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of sidewalk, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the sidewalk. The Village indicated they may be interested 
in the sidewalk, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

b. Multi-Use Path – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of path, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the path. The Village indicated they may be interested in 
the path, but would need to discuss it with their board. 



c. Lighting – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost of lighting. 
The Village indicated they do not have lighting and do not foresee adding it. 

d. Utility Relocation – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost to 
relocate any utilities they own within the existing state ROW. The Village 
indicated they do not have any utilities within the existing state ROW. 

e. Re-aligned Pleasant Valley Road – The Village would be required to pay for 
100% of the cost to relocate Pleasant Valley Road. 

f. Enhanced Landscaping – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the 
cost for enhanced landscaping. 
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Meeting Minutes 
Project: IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
Project #: PTB – 142-033 
Date/Time: May 13, 2013 1:30 PM 
Location : Lake In The Hills Village Hall 
 

 

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review IL 47 Preliminary Geometrics, drainage, 
and cost sharing between Lake in the Hills and IDOT. 

1. Introductions– Those in attendance gave a brief self introduction. 
 

2. Review overall project – Cary Lewis provided a brief history of the project. 
 

3. Review preliminary geometrics – Preliminary Geometrics were sent to the Village prior to 
the meeting and were discussed at the meeting. The Village is in process of extending 
Ackman Road east of IL 47. The project has funding but a Phase I Study has not started 
yet. A discussion was held about including provisions for the extension in the plans. 
Since a Phase I Study has not been started a note will be added to the plans stating 
“Future Ackman Road Extension By Others” and a commitment will be added to the 
report “Coordinate with Village of Lake In The Hills for Ackman Road extension.” The 
Village requested that ROW be reviewed at 2 locations to determine if it could be reduce. 
The locations are station 426+00 to 440+oo and station 466+00 to 474+00. 

 
4. Review preliminary drainage – Ed Yousif provided an overview of the proposed drainage 

utilizing the Proposed Drainage Plans. He stated that the IL Route 47 outside lanes and 
shoulder will be drained via catch basins that outlet into roadside ditches, while the inside 
lanes and shoulders will be drained via grassed median.   

 

5. Review pedestrian and bicycle accommodations – Cary Lewis stated that this project is 
being developed under the Complete Streets Law. Therefore, a 10 foot multi-use path 
will be provided on the east side of IL 47 and a 5 foot sidewalk will be provided on the 
west side of IL 47. 
 

6. Discuss cost sharing – Cary Lewis stated that as the project nears completion a Letter of 
Intent will be sent to the Village which will spell out costs the Village would be required to 
pay as part of the project. The following items were discussed: 

a. Sidewalk – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of sidewalk, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the sidewalk. The Village indicated they may be interested 
in the sidewalk, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

b. Multi-Use Path – The Village would be required to pay 20% of cost of path, if 
they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the study, 
a shelf would be constructed but the Village would be required to pay 100% 
of the cost to pave the path. The Village indicated they may be interested in 
the path, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

c. Lighting – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost of lighting. 
The Village indicated they do not have lighting and do not foresee adding it. 



d. Utility Relocation – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the cost to 
relocate any utilities they own within the existing state ROW. The Village 
indicated they do not have any utilities within the existing state ROW. 

e. Enhanced Landscaping – The Village would be required to pay 100% of the 
cost for enhanced landscaping. 
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Meeting Minutes 
Project: IL 47 – Reed Road to US 14 
Project #: PTB – 142-033 
Date/Time: May 17, 2013 9:30 AM 
Location: Dorr Township 
 

Purpose: The purpose of the meeting is to review IL 47 Preliminary Geometrics, drainage, 
and cost sharing between Dorr Township and IDOT. 

1. Introductions – Those in attendance gave a brief self introduction. 
 

2. Review overall project – Cary Lewis provided a brief history of the project. 
 

3. Review preliminary geometrics – Preliminary Geometrics were sent to the Township prior 
to the meeting and were discussed at the meeting. The township stated they only had 1 
roadway, Hercules Road, under their jurisdiction within the project limits. The Township 
stated that Novena Parkway was a private gravel roadway. Pleasant Valley Road and 
Swanson Road were previously under their jurisdiction, but have recently been 
transferred to the Village of Lakewood. The Township had no other comments regarding 
the Geometrics. 

 
4. Review preliminary drainage – Ed Yousif provided an overview of the proposed drainage 

utilizing the Proposed Drainage Plans. The Township stated that there are dual 60” 
culverts located under Swanson Road just west of IL 47. They were concerned these 
culverts would be undersized after the improvements to IL 47. Ed Yousif explained that 
detention would be provided for the difference in run-off between the existing and 
proposed impervious conditions within the IL Route 47 right-of-way. However, the box 
culvert under IL 47 would be enlarged from its present 6’ x 6’ size to 8’ x 7’. Rick Wojcik 
stated it is IDOT’s policy to not restrict waterways crossing IDOT right-of-way. The 
Township also stated the Hercules Road experienced flooding in April, 2013 during the 
very heavy rainfall. 

 

5. Review pedestrian and bicycle accommodations – Cary Lewis stated that this project is 
being developed under the Complete Streets Law. Therefore, a 10 foot multi-use path 
will be provided on the East side of IL 47 and a 5 foot sidewalk will be provided on the 
west side of IL 47. 
 

6. Discuss cost sharing – Cary Lewis stated that as the project nears completion a Letter of 
Intent will be sent to the Township which will spell out costs the Township would be 
required to pay as part of the project. The following items were discussed: 

a. Sidewalk – The Township would be required to pay 20% of cost of sidewalk, 
if they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after the 
study, a shelf would be constructed but the Township would be required to 
pay 100% of the cost to pave the sidewalk. The Township indicated they may 
be interested in the sidewalk, but would need to discuss it with their board. 

b. Multi-Use Path – The Township would be required to pay 20% of cost of 
path, if they agree during the Phase I Study. If they do not agree until after 
the study, a shelf would be constructed but the Township would be required 
to pay 100% of the cost to pave the path. The Township indicated they may 
be interested in the path, but would need to discuss it with their board. 



c. Lighting – The Township would be required to pay 100% of the cost of 
lighting. The Township indicated they do not have lighting and do not foresee 
adding it. 

d. Utility Relocation – The Township would be required to pay 100% of the cost 
to relocate any utilities they own within the existing state ROW. The 
Township indicated they do not have any utilities within the existing state 
ROW. 
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From: Samudovsky, Joseph  
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2014 3:38 PM 
To: Morse, Marnell M 
Cc: Schumm, Linda K. 
Subject: RE: IL 47 from Reed Road to US 14 McHenry County  
 
Marty: 
 
I am following up in regards to the private airstrip “Phyllis Field” near the proposed IL 47 improvement 
project.  Based on the information provided, it appears the runway will need to be shortened 
approximately 70 on the West end of the airstrip.  With the displaced threshold to provide a clear 15:1 
approach slope, this will bring the effective length of the runway from 2,000 down to 1,930.  The State 
minimum length for a private sod runway is 1,600’.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Joseph Samudovsky 
Flight Safety Coordinator  
Illinois Department of Transportation  
Division of Aeronautics 
1 Langhorne Bond Drive 
Springfield, IL 62707 
T: (217) 524-5269   M: (217) 685-2945 
F: (217) 785-4533 
Joseph.Samudovsky@illinois.gov 
 
PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email transmission (and /or the documents accompanying such) may contain legally 
privileged/confidential information. Such information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity above. If you are not the named or intended 
recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of such information is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify the sender to arrange for the secure return of the document. 

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.  
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ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATION 



Home Directory Help FAQs Site Map Contact Us

ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY REQUEST
A. PROJECT INFORMATION:    Bio    Cultural    Special Wastegfedcb gfedcb gfedcb

Submittal Date: (mm/dd/yyyy) Requesting Agency:05/05/08 DOH

Contract #:  Job No.:  ­  ­    PPS Project No.:P­ 91 101 07

District:    Counties:1 McHenry

Route:   Marked:FA IL Route 47, IL Route 176

Street:   Section:S. Eastwood Drive

Municipality(ies):    Project Length:   MilesWoodstock, Huntley 7.5

From To (At): Reed Road to US Route 14

Quadrangle:    Township­Range­Section:Huntley, Woodstock T43N, R7E and T44M, R7E

Anticipated Design Approval: (mm/dd/yyyy)11/01/2010

B. REASON FOR SUBMITTAL: (Check all that apply)
   Acquisition of additional ROW or easement  acresgfedcb 75

 In­Stream Work   Stream Name:gfedcb Kishwaukee River

 Other:gfedcb Close proximity to Woodstock Marsh INAI site and ADID wetlands, T&E species
DETAIL the above in the Additional Information field.

The Additional Information field on this form should be used to expand on the Project Description.
C. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Reconstruction of 7.5 miles of IL47.  Anticipated add­lanes from existing 2
lane section to 4­12' lanes with median, shoulders, and open drainage in
ROW expanded to 160'. Structure replacement at Kishwaukee River.

Proposed Work:     Highway     Bridge     Bike Trail     Othergfedcb gfedcb gfedc gfedc

D. TREE REMOVAL?:    Number?:  or  AcresYes

 Existing Bridge(s) Structure Number:  ­  ,  ­  ,  ­056 0025

Historic District Involved?  Historic Buildings Involved?No Don't Know

Section 4(f) Lands Involved?    Section 6(f) Lands Involved?Don't Know Don't Know

E.  FUNDING:     Federal     State     TBP     MFT     Local Non­MFTgfedcb gfedcb gfedc gfedc gfedc

 404 Permit Required          Anticipated Processing:gfedcb ECAD

F.  LOCAL CONTACT PERSON:    Telephone #: (  )   ­

ext.

Cary Lewis 847 705 4724

 Title:    E­Mail:Consultant Studies Engineer cary.lewis@illinois.gov

G. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: Memo By: Cheryl Nash, Env. Scientist (CTE)

mailto:cary.lewis@illinois.gov


Project crosses Kishwaukee River and three unnamed tributaries.  It is in
close proximity to Woodstock Marsh INAI site.  IDNR EcoCAT report
identifies several T&E species in project vicinity.  ADID wetlands also
located in project area.  Multiple potential special waste sites may be
present along project corridor.

Page 2 ­ SPECIAL WASTE SCREEN

Special Waste Submittal Date: mm/dd/yyyy Date of Preliminary Report:
mm/dd/yyyy

05/06/2008

Screening Criteria

Railroad ROW (except single rail rural, with no maintenance facilities, evidence or openNo

 dumping or record of spills in the project area)

Building Demolition/ModificationNo

SubSurface Utility Relocation or Linear ExcavationYes
If all responses are No, sign and place in appropriate report. If any response is Yes or Don't Know, continue
screening or survey project as necessary.

Any known hazardous or non­hazardous waste sites in vicinity (CERCLIS[1.0 mile],Yes

Description: Woodstock Municipal Landfill located within 1/2 mile; LUST adjacent

Land Use History and Development SettingRural

Entirely Agricultural/Residential or with some recently developed commercially benign uses (see listNo

of potentially non benign commercial uses)

State Highest Level of Development

Current Land UsesAgricultural

Previous Land UsesAgricultural

Adjacent Land UsesLight Industrial

Records Review: In­House

Old Plat Books     Soil Survey     Old Aerial Photos     Old Survey Books     Other Dist. Files Photosgfedc gfedc gfedc gfedc gfedc

Other Sources

City Directories    County Assessor    Fire Dept.     Sanborn Maps    Othergfedc gfedc gfedc gfedc gfedc

Take Photos of sites or attach sketch. If land use is and was always entirely Agriculture/Residential or has some
 recently developed commercially benign uses, continue screen; otherwise submit for survey.

Visual Inspection Inspection Date: mm/dd/yyyy11/30/2007

STEP 1



Underground TanksYes

Building or building materials containing regulated substances other than asbestos:
Buildings  Batteries  Solvents  Foundry Sands  Transformers or Other Oil filled  Paint Lead

Electrical Equipment
No No No No No No No

STEP 2

Surface Tanks  Sumps Ponds Drums Basins Landfills

Yes No No Yes No Yes

Transformers (except pole mounted with no discernable evidence of soil staining)No

  RR Signal Boxes (except those with no discernable soil staining)No

  Other (storage structures/pipelines [except water and natural gas])No

STEP 3

Surface Staining  Oil Sheen  Odors  Vegetation Damage  Other (spills, leaks, illegal dumping, etc.)

No No No No No

If entirely Agriculture/Residential or has some recently developed commercial benign uses, and if all responses to
Step 1, Step2, and Step 3 are No, sign form and place in appropriate report, otherwise send for Preliminary
Environmental Site Assessment (PESA).

Conducted By: Title:Cheryl Nash Env. Scientist (CTE)

Telephone #: (  )   ­312 373 6808

ESR Home Page Clear Form Submit Form

IDOT Privacy Statement  |  Illinois Privacy Information  |  Kids Privacy  |  Web Accessibility   |  FOIA











 

Addendum 
Environmental Survey Request (AESR) 

 Attention: Environment Section 
 Room 330 

A.  Project Information   Bio   Cultural   Wetlands   Special Waste 

Original Sequence No.: 1307    

Submittal Date: 08/10/2010 Requesting Agency: DOH           

Contract  No.:        Job No.: P- 91-101-07  

District: 1 County(ies): McHenry  

Route: FAP 326 Marked: IL Rte 47  

Street:        Section:        

Municipality(ies): Huntley Project Length: 4.75 Miles 

From-To (At): Union Road to Pleasant Valley Rd; IL Rt 176, Lucas Road, and Cobbleston Way  

Quadrangle: Woodstock, Huntley Township-Range-Section: T44N, R7E and T43N, R7E  

Anticipated Design Approval: 11/2011  
 

B.  Reason for Submittal:  (Check all that apply) 

See Design and Environment Manual 27-1.02 Applicability for further details 

 Acquisition of Additional ROW or easement Addendum: 10 acres Total Project: 85 

 

acres 

 In-Stream Work Stream Name: Kishwaukee River 

 Other  Not all of the wetlands at southern leg of Rt 176 and Rt 47 were delineated by INHS  
 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION regarding the above should be submitted as an attachment to this AESR 
 

C. Addendum Description: 

ESR limits have been changed due to extended project length at cross roads, and shifted alignment to avoid 
homes. 
 

D. 

Contact Person:       Local Contact Person: Cary D. Lewis  

 Telephone:        Telephone: 847-705-4724  

 E-Mail:        E-Mail: Cary.Lewis@illinois.gov  
 

E. 

   Update Entire Project 

   Addendum Only 
 

For Office Use Only 

BDE 2287A (Rev. 3/2000) 



Environmental Survey Request – Page 2 Job No.:  P- 91-101-7  
Special Waste Screen Route:  FAP 326  

Special Waste Submittal Date: 08/06/2010 Section:         

Cleared for Design:       Cleared for Letting:        

Date of Preliminary Report:       Fill-out only if other than CE is chosen on Anticipated Processing 
 

Screening Criteria 
1.  Acquisition of additional ROW or easement   

 No Railroad ROW (except single rail rural, with no maintenance facilities, evidence of open  
dumping or record of spills in the project area) 

 No Building Demolition/Modification 

 Yes Subsurface Utility Relocation or Linear Excavation 
 

If all responses are No, sign and place in appropriate report.  If any response is Yes or Don’t Know, continue screening or survey project as necessary. 
 

2. Yes Any known special or non-special waste sites in vicinity (Cerclis [1.0 mile], LUST [1000’], 
UST and RCRA facilities [property itself]) 

 Description: ISGS PESA 1789 dated 2/3/09 identified a location at the northern end of project 
corridor as having a high risk for potentially hazardous compounds 

 

3.          Land Use History and          Entirely Agricultural/Residential or with some recently 
Development Setting developed commercially benign uses (see list of 

potentially non benign commercial uses) 

 Light Industrial Current land uses        

 Commercial Previous land uses        

 Light Industrial Adjacent land uses        
4. Records Review: IDOT Sources 
  Old Plat Books  Soil Survey  Old Aerial Photos  Old Survey Books  Other Files & Photos 
 Other Sources 

  City Directories  County Assessor  Fire Dept.  Sanborn Maps  Other         
 

Take photos of sites or attach sketch.  If land use is and was always entirely agricultural/residential or has some recently developed commercially benign uses, 
continue screen; otherwise submit for survey. 
  

Visual Inspection Inspection Date 07/30/2010  
    

Step 1  Don't Know Underground Tanks 
  

Buildings or building materials containing regulated substances other than asbestos: 

 
Buildings Batteries Solvents Foundry Sands 

Transformers or Other Oil-
filled Electrical Equipment Paint Lead 

 

 Yes Yes Yes No Yes                              
 

Step 2 Surface Tanks Sumps Ponds Drums Basins Landfills  
 No No No No                              

 Yes Transformers (except pole mounted with no discernable evidence of soil staining)  

               RR Signal Boxes (except those with no discernable soil staining)  

               Other (storage structures/pipelines [except water and natural gas)  
  

Step 3 Surface Staining Oil Sheen Odors Vegetation Damage Other (spills, leaks, illegal dumping, etc.)  
 No No No No No  

 

If entirely Agricultural/Residential or has some recently developed commercial benign uses, and if all responses to Step 1, Step 2, and Step 3 are No, sign 
form and place in appropriate report, otherwise send for Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (PESA). 

 District Sign Off or Special Waste Screen Date:        

Conducted by: Cheryl Nash Position: Env. Scientist Telephone: 312-373-6808  
       

BDE 2287A (Rev. 3/2000) 



Addendum Environmental Survey Request Form (BDE 2287A) – Instructions 

Attachments/Submittal: 
A Transmittal Memorandum is no longer required.  Additional project information may be submitted as an 
attachment to the ESR or AESR as necessary.  The address on the form will allow for delivery. 
Project Master 
1 packet (required with each Biological or Cultural submittal) 

(Only 1 Project Master packet required when 
Biological and Cultural submitted together) 

 1 ESR or AESR form 
 1 Location Map (copies from recent plat books and USGS quadrangle maps are also very useful) 
 1 copy of NWI Maps (BIO submittals only) 
 1 set of plan view layouts with approximate ROW/easement limits 
 1 set of aerial photography (if available) (BIO submittals only) 
 1 copy of ground-level photo(s) as appropriate and feasible 

 

Biological/Wetlands Requests 
2 packets EACH containing the following: 

Cultural Requests 
2 packets EACH containing the following: 

 1 ESR or AESR form  1 ESR or AESR form 
 1 Location Map (copies from recent plat books and 

USGS quadrangle maps are also very useful) 
 1 Location Map (copies from recent plat books and 

USGS quadrangle maps are also very useful) 
 1 copy of NWI Maps  1 set of Plan View Layouts with approximate 

ROW/easement limits  1 set of Plan View Layouts with approximate 
ROW/easement limits  1 copy of ground-level photo(s) as appropriate and 

feasible  2 sets of aerial photography (if available) 
 1 copy of ground-level photo(s) as appropriate and 

feasible 
 1 set of photos of all buildings except those of 

obviously recent (Post 1960) construction 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT HIGHWAY AGENCIES SHOULD SUBMIT FORMS AND ATTACHMENTS TO THE 
APPROPRIATE DISTRICT BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS AND STREETS OFFICE. 

In addition to the above packets 2 additional copies of the Survey Request Form should be submitted for Local 
Roads Jobs. 

  ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................  

Requests for Special Waste ONLY CAN be processed from the ESR/AESR Form with no attachments, up to the 
Historic Complete stage.  However, at that time if the remaining submittals/attachments have not been received 
they will be requested in order to complete the PESA.  To avoid delays in deliverables all 
submittals/attachments should be received prior to the Historic Complete stage (check status reports). 

Special Waste Requests 
2 packets EACH containing the following: 
 1 ESR or AESR form 
 1 Location Map (copies from recent plat books and USGS quadrangle maps are also very useful) 
 1 set of plan view layouts with approximate ROW/easement limits 
 1 set of aerial photography (if available) 
 1 copy of ground-level photo(s) as appropriate and feasible 

Local Government Highway Agencies can submit Special Waste requests and attachments to appropriate 
district office IF EITHER OR BOTH OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS ARE MET: 

1) ROW is being taken in the name of the State or 
2) Contract plans are being prepared by the State 

The District Office can then forward the form to: 
Bureau of Design & Environment 
Illinois Department of Transportation 
2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 330 
Springfield,  Illinois  62764 
Attention:  Environment Section 

For additional information, call (217) 782-4770 



Page 1 – AESR: 

An AESR Form (BDE 2287A) should be submitted only when the criteria in Section 27-1.03(c) of the BDE Manual is met.  
Page 2 Screening will be required for Special Waste Addendum requests (see Page 2 Instructions). 

 All fields should be completed unless the information is unavailable at the time of submittal or non-applicable to the 
Project.  Incomplete requests will be returned. 

A. 
Disciplines Involved Check all Disciplines involved in this Project.  (Update on subsequent requests.) 
Original Sequence No. Number from original request 
Submittal Date Date Addendum is sent to Central Office (i.e., 01-10-2000) 
Project Information The Requesting Agency, Contract No., Job No., District, Route, Marked, Street, and 

Quadrangle should be completed as the original request. 
B. 
Acquisition of additional ROW or 
easement 

Involves acquisition of additional right-of-way or easements (temporary or 
permanent) FOR THIS ADDENDUM ONLY (acquisitions not included in original 
ESR) 

Acres Acres for this Addendum only and Acres for Total Project 
In-Stream Work Drainage structure runaround or in-stream work (i.e., any work or activity within the 

stream banks which affects the bed or banks [coffer dams, riprap, construction haul 
roads, abutment construction, bank excavation, etc.]) (not included in original ESR) 

Stream Name Name of Stream 
Other Potentially affects a recognized natural area/nature preserve, wetland or location 

where State/Federal-listed species are known to occur (not included in original ESR) 
C 
Addendum Description Description for this Addendum 
D 
Contact/Local Contact Person Name, Telephone Number, E-mail (if available) 
E 
Clarify Request If requesting a survey on only the environmental effects created by this Addendum, 

mark “Addendum Only”.  If requesting that the survey of the entire original project 
be updated in addition to this Addendum’s survey request, mark “Update Entire 
Project” 

Special Waste Addendum 
Page 2 Fill out for Special Waste Addendum requests – See Page 2 Instructions 
 



Page 2 – Special Waste Screening: 

An ESR or AESR Form Page 1 and 2 should be submitted when a Project meets the criteria set forth in the D&E Manual, 
Chapter twenty-seven, Section 27-2 for Special Waste.  Page 2 is a guide for District screening and assessment of 
projects for potential special and non-special waste involvement.  The effect of special waste or other regulated 
substance contamination on the project cannot be determined until the type of work and location are proposed.  
Therefore, an assessment cannot be performed until a written project description and location map are available.  As an 
aid to project screening and completion of the initial assessment, please refer to the Special Waste Assessment 
Screening Criteria Flowchart [27-2]. 

The Special Waste Assessment determination is simply “No” or “Yes”.  No, if no findings have been made that would 
indicate a known or potential regulated substance contamination problem within or near the proposed project.  Yes, if a 
known or potential site has been identified which could effect the proposed project and will take more time and effort to 
determine and coordinate options. 

If a “No” determination is made, the Special Waste Screen should be signed and placed in the appropriate report.  If a 
“Yes” determination is made, please submit the Environmental Survey Request (Pages 1 and 2). 

 All fields should be completed unless the information is unavailable at the time of submittal or non-applicable to the 
Project.  Incomplete requests will be returned.   

 Section “D” is not necessary on requests for “Special Waste” ONLY. 
 The “Don’t Know” choice should only be used if after researching all available resources the status of the item is still 

questionable. 
 If the form is filled out manually choice boxes will be unavailable.  Therefore, please use only the choices listed in the 

following line-by-line instructions when completing those items identified as Choice. 

Screening Criteria 
1. Check Project features. A project that requires new right-of-way or easements, railroad ROW (except single rail rural, 

with no maintenance facilities, evidence of open dumping or record of spills in the project area), building 
demolition/modification, linear excavation or utility relocation will have greater potential for involvement with special 
waste or other regulated substance contamination than a project which does not involve these features.  If the project 
does not involve any of the features listed, sign the form and include it in the environmental documentation. 

Job No., Route, Section Access form will fill in automatically from Page 
1 all others will need to enter information 

Acquisition of additional ROW or easement  
Railroad ROW Choice: Yes, No, Don’t Know 
Building Demolition/Modification Choice: Yes, No, Don’t Know 
Subsurface Utility Relocation or Linear Excavation Choice: Yes, No, Don’t Know 
2. Check the CERCLIS list, LUST list, UST & RCRA facilities and any other available records to see if a known site is 

present.  If a site is present in the vicinity, submit for survey otherwise continue screening.  A site that is in the vicinity 
is the ASTM distance of 1.6 kilometers (1.0 mile) for CERCLIS, a modified ASTM (IDOT) distance of 300 meters 
(1000 feet) for LUSTs and the ASTM standard of the property itself for UST’s and RCRA facilities. 

Any known special or non-special waste sites in vicinity Choice: Yes, No, Don’t Know 

Description For more details use Attachment. 
3. Check land use.  An urban location generally would present more of a risk than a rural location; and, industrial land 

uses would generally be more of a risk than commercial uses and so on.  Also, there may have been a previous land 
use which could still present a special or non-special waste contamination risk (i.e., abandoned service stations can 
usually be identified by the type of structure and location: the underground tank may still be in place).  It may be 
necessary to verify the previous land use.  Old survey books are particularly useful for this as are aerial photographs.  
(IDOT’s aerial survey section has some photographs dating back to the 1960’s)  If past and present land use in the 
project area is, and always was agricultural/residential or with some recently developed (within the last 5-10 years) 
commercially benign uses (see list of potentially non-benign commercial uses), continue screen.  Otherwise submit for 
survey. 

Land Use History and Development Setting Choice: Rural, Urban 
Entirely Agricultural/Residential or with some recently developed 
commercially benign uses 

Choice: Yes, No 

Current land uses Choice: Heavy Industrial, Light Industrial, 
Commercial, Railroad, Agricultural, Residential, 
Other   -   If “Other” describe in Text Box 

Previous land uses 
Adjacent land uses 

4. Records Review. 
IDOT Sources Mark all that apply 
Other Sources Mark all that apply   -   If “Other” describe in 

Text Box 



Visual Inspection 
Inspection Date  
Steps 1, 2 and 3 list a number of items to look for as indicators of 
possible regulated substance contamination (i.e., landfills and 
dumps, surface storage of potentially hazardous materials [i.e., 
sumps, pits, steel drums], illegal dumping sites [especially on rural 
projects]. 

Choice: Yes, No, (Underground Tanks includes 
Don’t Know) 

District Sign Off – Special Waste and Date Check if applicable 
Conducted by Include signature, position, and telephone 

number 

 



 

Addendum 
Environmental Survey Request (AESR) 

 Attention: Environment Section 
 Room 330 

A.  Project Information   Bio   Cultural   Wetlands   Special Waste 

Original Sequence No.: 1307    

Submittal Date: April 15, 2013 Requesting Agency:                DOH  

Contract  No.:        Job No.: P
     

91-101-07  

District: 1  County(ies): McHenry  

Route: FAP 326 Marked: L Rte 47  

Street:        Section:        

Municipality(ies): Huntley, Woodstock, Lake in the Hills Project Length: 8 Miles 

From-To (At): Reed Road to Cobblestone Way  

Quadrangle: Woodstock, Huntley Township-Range-Section: T44N, R7E and T43N, R7E  

Anticipated Design Approval: 12/31/2013  
 

B.  Reason for Submittal:  (Check all that apply) 

See Design and Environment Manual 27-1.02 Applicability for further details 

 Acquisition of Additional ROW or easement Addendum: 47.5 acres Total Project: 133 acres 

 In-Stream Work Stream Name: Unnamed trib to Kishwaukee River, unnamed trib to South Branch 
Kishwaukee River, Kishwaukee Creek 

 Other  Not all of the wetlands were delineated by INHS in the vicinity of the proposed detention  
 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION regarding the above should be submitted as an attachment to this AESR 
 

C. Addendum Description: 

ESR limits have been changed due to additional ROW needed for detention ponds. 

 

D. 

Contact Person:       Local Contact Person: Cary D. Lewis  

 Telephone:        Telephone: 847-705-4724  

 E-Mail:        E-Mail: Cary.Lewis@illinois.gov  
 

E. 

   Update Entire Project 

   Addendum Only 
 

For Office Use Only 

BDE 2287A (Rev. 3/2000) 



Environmental Survey Request – Page 2 Job No.:  P
     

91-101-07  
Special Waste Screen Route:  FAP 326  

Special Waste Submittal Date:       Section:         

Cleared for Design:       Cleared for Letting:        

Date of Preliminary Report:       Fill-out only if other than CE is chosen on Anticipated Processing 
 

Screening Criteria 
1.  Acquisition of additional ROW or easement   

 No Railroad ROW (except single rail rural, with no maintenance facilities, evidence of open  
dumping or record of spills in the project area) 

 No Building Demolition/Modification 

 Yes Subsurface Utility Relocation or Linear Excavation 
 

If all responses are No, sign and place in appropriate report.  If any response is Yes or Don’t Know, continue screening or survey project as necessary. 
 

2. Don't Know Any known special or non-special waste sites in vicinity (Cerclis [1.0 mile], LUST [1000’], 
UST and RCRA facilities [property itself]) 

 Description:         
3. Rural Land Use History and  Yes Entirely Agricultural/Residential or with some recently 

Development Setting developed commercially benign uses (see list of 
potentially non benign commercial uses) 

 Agricultural Current land uses Agricultural  

 Agricultural Previous land uses Agricultural  

 Agricultural Adjacent land uses Agricultural  
4. Records Review: IDOT Sources 
  Old Plat Books  Soil Survey  Old Aerial Photos  Old Survey Books  Other Files & Photos 
 Other Sources 

  City Directories  County Assessor  Fire Dept.  Sanborn Maps  Other         
 

Take photos of sites or attach sketch.  If land use is and was always entirely agricultural/residential or has some recently developed commercially benign uses, 
continue screen; otherwise submit for survey. 
  

Visual Inspection Inspection Date 3/ 28/2013  
    

Step 1  No Underground Tanks 
  

Buildings or building materials containing regulated substances other than asbestos: 

 
Buildings Batteries Solvents Foundry Sands 

Transformers or Other Oil-
filled Electrical Equipment Paint Lead 

 

 No No No No No No No  
 

Step 2 Surface Tanks Sumps Ponds Drums Basins Landfills  
 No No No No No No  

 No Transformers (except pole mounted with no discernable evidence of soil staining)  

 No RR Signal Boxes (except those with no discernable soil staining)  

 No Other (storage structures/pipelines [except water and natural gas)  
  

Step 3 Surface Staining Oil Sheen Odors Vegetation Damage Other (spills, leaks, illegal dumping, etc.)  
 No No No No No  

 

If entirely Agricultural/Residential or has some recently developed commercial benign uses, and if all responses to Step 1, Step 2, and Step 3 are No, sign 
form and place in appropriate report, otherwise send for Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (PESA). 

 District Sign Off or Special Waste Screen Date:        

Conducted by:       Position:       Telephone:        
       

BDE 2287A (Rev. 3/2000) 



 

































Illinois Department of Transportation-BDE IDNR Project #: 0902656Applicant: 

Contact: Susan Dees Alternate #: 14677

2300 South Dirksen Parkway

Springfield, IL 62764 

Address: Date: 09/24/2008

Project: 

Address:

FAP 326 (IL 47), P-91-101-07, seq. 14677

n/a, Woodstock and south

Description:   This may be a dupe request as I may have timed out 1st time. Reconstruction IL 47 from Reed Rd to 

US 14, going from 2 to 4 lanes & potential realign IL 176; new bridge over Kishwaukee R. Map may show larger 

area than actual due to EcoCAT's limitations. WIRT: 2003 IA darter in Kish; 1994 Swainson's hawk sec. 9; 

Woodstock Marsh INAI & 1998 YHBB N end sec. 17.

Natural Resource Review Results

Consultation for Endangered Species Protection and Natural Areas Preservation (Part 1075)

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the vicinity of the project 

location:

Hum Railroad Prairie East INAI Site

Pleasant Valley INAI Site

Woodstock Marsh INAI Site

Blanding'S Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)

Blanding'S Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)

Iowa Darter (Etheostoma exile)

Iowa Darter (Etheostoma exile)

Least Bittern (Ixobrychus exilis)

Sandhill Crane (Grus canadensis)

Slippershell (Alasmidonta viridis)

Swainson'S Hawk (Buteo swainsoni)

Yellow-Headed Blackbird (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)

An IDNR staff member will evaluate this information and contact you within 30 days to request additional 

information or to terminate consultation if adverse effects are unlikely.
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IDNR Project Number: 0902656

County: McHenry

Township, Range, Section:

43N, 7E, 4 43N, 7E, 5
43N, 7E, 6 43N, 7E, 8
43N, 7E, 9 43N, 7E, 16
43N, 7E, 17 43N, 7E, 20
43N, 7E, 21 43N, 7E, 28
44N, 7E, 8 44N, 7E, 9
44N, 7E, 16 44N, 7E, 17
44N, 7E, 20 44N, 7E, 21
44N, 7E, 28 44N, 7E, 29
44N, 7E, 31 44N, 7E, 32
44N, 7E, 33

Location

The applicant is responsible for the 

accuracy of the location submitted 

for the project.

Local or State Government Jurisdiction

Illinois Department of Transportation
Susan Dees
2300 South Dirksen Parkway

Springfield, Illinois 62764
Room 330

217-785-5500

Division of Ecosystems & Environment

Steve Hamer

IL Department of Natural Resources Contact

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, absence, or 

condition of natural resources in Illinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at the time of 

this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it be a 

substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional protected 

resources are encountered during the project’s implementation, compliance with applicable statutes and regulations 

is required.

Disclaimer

Terms of Use

By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms may be revised 

by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the EcoCAT application after we post changes to these terms, it will 

mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not continue to 

use the website.

1. The IDNR EcoCAT website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the public could 

request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the Illinois Endangered Species Protection 

Act, Illinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and Illinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. EcoCAT uses databases, 

Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if proposed actions 

are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of Use for this 

application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose.

2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly prohibited and may 

be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information Infrastructure 

Protection Act.
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IDNR Project Number: 0902656

3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, or to 

terminate or restrict access.

EcoCAT operates on a state of Illinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to identify 

unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to damage this site. 

Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited by law. 

Security

Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or software, may 

subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant information 

regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials.

Privacy

EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. Otherwise, IDNR 

uses the information submitted to EcoCAT solely for internal tracking purposes.
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 DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
 CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

 231 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET 

 CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604-1437 

    REPLY TO 

    ATTENTION OF:  

 
 
 
 

April 21, 2014 
Technical Services Division 
Regulatory Branch 
LRC-2010-00267 
 
SUBJECT:  Pre-application Comments on Post-Construction Best Management Practices for the 
Illinois Route 47 Road Improvements from Reed Road to U.S. Route 14 in Huntley and 
Woodstock, McHenry County, Illinois 
 
John Fortmann 
Illinois Department of Transportation 
201 West Center Court 
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196-1096 
 
Dear Mr. Fortmann: 
 
 This letter is in response to your request that the Department of the Army (Corps) review 
the White Paper on Post Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) for the Illinois Route 
47 Road Improvements from Reed Road to U.S. Route 14.  Various Federal and state agencies 
provided a concurrent review of the project under the terms and conditions as set forth in the 
“Statewide Implementation Agreement National Environmental Policy Act And Clean Water Act 
Section 404 Concurrent NEPA/404 Processes For Transportation Projects in Illinois” and 
requested additional discussions regarding BMPs following the completion of this review.    
 

Following attendance at the February 27, 2014 NEPA/404 Merger Meeting and a review 
of the provided White Paper, the Corps provides the following comments: 

 
1. Provide a draft BMP proposal with the target of retaining the stormwater runoff 

from the 1 inch rain event.  For areas that drain to High Quality Aquatic 
Resources (HQARs), the 1.25 inch rain event should be the target.  The volume of 
stormwater runoff should be calculated based on the amount of new impervious 
surface resulting from the proposed work; 

 
2. Discuss the considerations for implementing the BMP proposal such as ROW 

limitations, sensitive surface and groundwater resources, soil limitations, etc.; 
 

3. Identify any areas with proposed in-line detention.  The potential for utilizing 
detention basins in place of in-line detention should be discussed; 

 
4. Specify if the bioswales will utilize an underdrain.  The Corps favors the use of 

bioswales without an underdrain to enhance infiltration and reduce runoff; 
 



 
 

- 2 - 

5. Discuss the methodology and design criteria for the proposed wildlife crossings 
included in the provided BMP exhibits. 

 
 If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Soren Hall of my staff by telephone at 312-
846-5532, or email at Soren.G.Hall@usace.army.mil. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Keith L. Wozniak 
Chief, West Section 
Regulatory Branch 
 

 
 
Copy Furnished: 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Elizabeth Pelloso)  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Shawn Cirton)  
Illinois Department of Natural Resources (Steve Hamer) 
Illinois Department of Transportation (Cary Lewis) 
Hey and Associates (Steve Rauch) 
Huff & Huff (Alycia Kluenenberg) 
Federal Highway Administration (Matt Fuller) 



 

 

AECOM 

303 East Wacker Drive 

Suite 1400 

Chicago, IL60601 

 

312 373 7700 tel 

312 373 6800 fax 

 

Meeting Minutes 

 

Purpose: The purpose of this coordination meeting was to discuss the draft responses and approach 
to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) comments on the concept Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) to capture the first flush of rainfall and wildlife crossings for the IL Route 47 Study 
(Reed Rd to US 14).  

1. Overview of Concept BMPs and Wildlife Crossings 

1.1. AECOM introduced the project and discussed the conceptual BMPs and wildlife crossing 
implementation, white paper, and exhibits, which have been presented at previous 
NEPA/404 coordination meetings.  Following the submittal of these documents to the 
NEPA/404 resource agencies, the USACE submitted comments on these materials and 
requested additional evaluation of the first flush capture of storm water.  In response, IDOT 
and AECOM evaluated Best Management Practices (BMPs) to increase the first flush 
capture rate.  As a result, the first flush capture rate was increased by approximately 0.6 
inches (from 0.31 to 0.94 inches).  The 1.25-inch requirement for High Quality Aquatic 
Resources (HQARs) was met at both Kishwaukee River crossings.  

1.2. AECOM distributed a memo to meeting attendees with information in response to the 
USACE comments.  IDOT clarified that this is an internal memo and a formal response on 

Subject  Discuss Draft Responses to USACE Comments on BMPs and Wildlife 
Crossings for the IL 47 Study (Reed Rd to US 14) 

Date 
October 14, 2014 

Time 
11:00 AM 

Location 
IDOT Dist. 1 Offices 

Attendees 

John Baldauf, IDOT 
Alycia Kluenenburg, IDOT/Huff & Huff 
Cary Lewis, IDOT 
Perry Masouridis, IDOT 
Vanessa Ruiz, IDOT 
Steve Schilke, IDOT 
Agar Shirani, IDOT 
Rick Wojcik, IDOT 
Soren Hall, USACE 
Kirsten Mawhinney, AECOM 
Brian Smith, AECOM 
Edward Yousif, AECOM 

Prepared 
October 15, 2014 

Prepared by 
Edward Yousif / Kirsten Mawhinney 

Distribution 
Attendees 
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IDOT letterhead would be provided to the USACE.   

2. USACE Comments on First Flush Capture Rate 

2.1. USACE asked if AECOM investigated areas of suitable soils for infiltration.  AECOM 
indicated that they are aware of areas where there are unsuitable soils.  This knowledge is 
based on a review of soil maps because soil borings were not completed throughout the 
project corridor for Phase I.  They will be completed in Phase II (Design). 

2.2. AECOM explained that the concept bioswales shown at the NEPA/404 meetings were 10-
feet wide by 200-feet long.  These were located upstream of wetlands and major waterway 
crossings.  Several of these bioswales were then widened to 15 to 20 feet in order to 
increase the first flush capture, while additional BMPs were added at feasible locations.  
Some ditches and BMPs were deepened in order to capture a higher amount for the first 
flush storm.  BMPs were not placed at high points along the corridor or within floodplains or 
wetlands.   

2.3. The only feasible location for a detention storage facility within the project limits is at the 
north end of the project (near Cobblestone Way).  While other locations for detention storage 
facilities were investigated, they were determined to not be feasible because of conflicts with 
wetlands, floodplains, and limited tributary pavement areas draining to these locations.    

2.3.1. USACE asked if the memo explains the issues related to the identification of 
detention storage basin locations.  It was confirmed that the memo does clarify these 
points. 

2.4. One compensatory storage site was used to capture some of the first flush run-off for Outlet 
#15 because there was a significant amount of roadway pavement tributary to it.  This site is 
located north of the Foster Road/Union Road intersection. 

2.5. USACE also asked if acquiring additional right-of-way (ROW) was investigated.  This option 
was investigated, but would result in BMPs 30 to 50 feet wide, which is not recommended 
because of several issues including standing water close to the roadway, maintenance 
issues, etc.  AECOM also noted that the BMPs are currently in a conceptual phase and that 
the final design would be refined during Phase II. 

3. USACE Comment about Inline Detention 

3.1. AECOM explained that the southern portion of the project (between Reed Road and 
Hercules Road) is drained via grass medians and roadway ditches.  The northern portion of 
the project (between Hercules Road and U.S. 14), the roadway is drained via a storm sewer 
system; however, it does not provide inline detention.  The section between Hercules Road 
and Cobblestone Way is the only portion of the northern section which would not drain to the 
detention storage facility.  A hydrodynamic separator would be included at this location for 
water quality purposes. 

4. USACE Comment about Underdrains 

Page 2 of 4 



 

4.1. AECOM noted that currently no pipe underdrains are included in the proposed plans; 
however, during Phase II it may be determined that underdrains are needed for some of the 
BMP locations.  USACE agreed with the approach to plan BMPs without underdrains and 
include them later only if necessary. 

5. USACE Comment about Wildlife Crossings 

5.1. AECOM explained that the locations of the proposed wildlife crossings are based on 
animal/vehicle crash data as well as field observations.  The crossings are designed to have 
a natural bottom.   

5.2. USACE asked what measures were being taken to encourage the use of the wildlife 
crossings.  AECOM indicated there are options for encouraging use (e.g. fencing).  USACE 
requested the inclusion of additional discussion on how to encourage use of the wildlife 
crossings.   

5.3. USACE asked if the crossings accommodate all wildlife.  AECOM clarified that the crossings 
are designed to accommodate small mammals.  For example, coyotes could fit through 
them, but not deer. 

5.4. AECOM asked if the USACE has any preference to the design of having a natural bottom 
culvert (sediment fill versus using rocks).  USACE’s preference is to fill the void with natural 
sediment rather than rocks, unless there are known adverse effects, because the rocks may 
not attract as much additional sediment over time. USACE noted that based on their 
experience most buried culverts located along stream crossings tend to fill up with natural 
soils fairly quickly. 

6. Other Discussion Items 

6.1. IDOT asked if USACE considers the effect of standing water for mosquitos or resident 
preferences in regard to meeting the 1.25-inch requirement for capturing the first flush.  
USACE does not generally see the concern over mosquitos as an issue because 
mosquitoes will exist regardless if there is standing water present.  They have not had to 
make any decisions on transportation projects with regard to resident preferences to not 
having ditches with noticeable ponding over long periods of time.  IDOT noted that 
sometimes they receive requests to regrade ditches to avoid standing water. 

6.2. USACE generally agrees with the approach taken as described in the meeting and AECOM 
memo.  USACE requested that they share this information with U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.  IDOT requested that USACE wait until 
the formal response letter is provided. 

6.3. IDOT asked if USACE was concerned about invasive species that might occur in the ditches 
(e.g. cattails).  USACE indicated their preference for naturalized areas, even if it ends up 
with invasive species, over storm sewer systems. 

6.4. IDOT asked USACE how they should address future requests for developments along the 
corridor that might impact the project BMPs.  Should IDOT request the impacts to the BMPs 
be mitigated or preclude impacts to the BMPs?  USACE would hope to be involved in these 
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processes; however, since developments may occur with local agencies these discussions 
may not involve the USACE.  IDOT also indicated that the municipalities have plans to 
annex unincorporated areas along the corridor.  The frontage along IL 47 has been zoned 
commercial by municipalities with setbacks up to 200-feet, according to zoning plans 
provided to the Department by the municipalities.   

These minutes represent our understanding of the discussion and decisions reached during 
the meeting.  Please forward additions and/or corrections within five business days. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Kirsten Mawhinney, P.E. 

Project Manager 

kirsten.mawhinney@aecom.com 
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Alternatives To Be Carried Forward
See large scale exhibits on website for alternative details.

South End Alternative 1 – Reed Rd. to Hercules Rd.

Proposed roadway centered on existing roadway.

North End Alternative 1 – Hercules Rd. to US Route 14

South End Alternative 2 – Ackman Rd. to IL 176 

Note: �Use Alternative 1 Reed Rd. to Ackman Rd. and  
IL 176 to Hercules Rd.

Proposed roadway shifted east, so proposed southbound lanes 
are centered on existing roadway.

North End Alternative 2 – Hercules Rd. to US Route 14

Since the last Newsletter on 
November 2010, we have been 
coordinating with IDOT Bureau of 
Design and Environment (BDE) 
and the Federal Regulatory 
Agency Review Committee 
(Review Committee). The 
Review Committee is made up 
of representatives of from the 
State and Federal Agencies. 
The purpose of the Review 
Committee is to assure that 
projects balance the needs of the 

traveling public with impacts to 
environmental resources.

On April 15, 2011 we received 
concurrence for the Alternatives 
to be carried forward for detailed 
study. The Alternatives are 
very similar to the Alternatives 
presented at the Public Meeting 
held on November 19, 2009. 
Below are the Alternatives 
which will be carried forward for 
detailed study.

Shift East

Exist. & Proposed

ProposedExist.

Exist. & Proposed

Exist. & Proposed
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Lakewood buys 43.8-acre parcel for 
development 
By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@shawmedia.com  

Created: Friday, May 25, 2012 5:30 a.m. CDT 

LAKEWOOD – Commercial development near the intersection of Routes 47 and 176 is so crucial to the future of 
Lakewood that the Village Board agreed to buy 43.8 acres there for $600,000.  

The board voted this week to approve a real estate sale agreement with Harvard State Bank to buy the bank-owned 
land using reserve funds.  

Buying the land will allow the village to control how it’s developed, Village President Erin Smith said.  

It also makes Lakewood a landlord and property-tax payer.  

Once the village owns the land, it can begin cleaning up the property to make it more marketable and working with 
the Illinois Department of Transportation to improve the intersection there.  

The property is at the southwest intersection of Route 47 and Pleasant Valley Road. In 2010, McHenry County 
SportsPlex LLC announced plans to build a $46 million sports complex there but wasn’t able to get financing for the 
project. Some Pleasant Valley Road residents had opposed development in the area. 

Smith said the deal made sense for the village because the land was available and relatively cheap.  

Officials said the $600,000 price was “substantially less” than the most recent appraisal of the property, but they 
couldn’t immediately provide the Northwest Herald with the date and amount of the appraisal.  

Lakewood’s agreement with Harvard State Bank is similar to a mortgage, but there are some key differences. 

Village officials will make a down payment of $60,000 and plan to borrow the remaining $540,000 at a rate of 4 
percent for a 10-year period. There is no penalty for paying off the loan early, but if the village is able to sell the land 
for a profit within the next five years, it will have to split the profit with Harvard State Bank, according to a village 
memo.  

As part of the deal, the village agreed to take over two bank-negotiated leases on the property. One lease is for the 
home on the property and the other is for 30 acres of farmland. If the property isn’t sold and the leases continue for 
the next 10 years, Lakewood would make a $4,500 profit. The leases will bring in $118,000 in revenue while property 
taxes and interest on the purchase would cost $113,500, according to city documents. 

Smith said the goal isn’t to make a profit. She said the Village Board might even consider selling the property to a 
potential developer for less than it’s worth as an incentive to build in the village. Official wants to see commercial 
development that would generate sales tax, making the village less reliant on property taxes to pay for services. 

Smith said the deal was “cost neutral” and no new taxes would be levied to pay for it. She emphasized that it was 
different from the village’s purchase of RedTail Golf Club in that respect.  
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Lakewood sports complex developers still optimistic 
 

LAKEWOOD – Developers and village officials remain committed to a plan to build a $46 million sports 
complex in Lakewood. 

Developer McHenry County Sportsplex LLC missed a key deadline for securing federal economic 
stimulus bonds Dec. 31 to help fund the 100-plus acre sports facility southwest of the intersection of 
Routes 47 and 176. 

Nonetheless, the project still is alive, and the developer is seeking other sources of funding. 

“We have some deadlines that are coming up, and we are working feverishly to tie up all the loose ends 
so the project can move forward in the near future,” managing partner and CEO Lou Tenore said. 

Tenore said he would provide more details about the status of the project in the coming month. 

Land central to the future complex remains pinned to a bankruptcy case. The 38-acre parcel at 11717 
Pleasant Valley Road is owned by Donald Alan Swanson. Swanson since has filed for bankruptcy. 
Recent motions in that case indicate McHenry County Sportsplex LLC still could purchase the land, 
according to court documents. 

Lakewood officials are standing behind the project, even though it hasn’t progressed quickly. 

“We are still hopeful funding will be secured,” Lakewood Village President Erin Smith said. “When that 
happens, there will still be unanimous support from the village of Lakewood for this to move forward.” 

Commercial development ancillary to the sports complex, including a gas station, was expected to begin 
this year. 

“I’d love to see work starting, but unfortunately that hasn’t happened,” Lakewood board member Kenneth 
Santowski said. 

Even so, Santowski said he would like to give the developer “every opportunity” to see the sports complex 
come to fruition. 

Lakewood pledged to contribute $5 million to the project. That would come in the form of fee waivers and 
grant dollars the village helps secure for the sports complex. 

McHenry County Sportsplex LLC formed a limited liability company and planned to take advantage of EB-
5 foreign funding. Through the federal program, those who invest at least $500,000 in job-creating 
projects can qualify for immigrant visas. 



In 2009, McHenry County received $27.5 million in bonding authority for private-sector projects under the 
economic stimulus bill. The county handed over $18 million of that to the Upper Illinois River Valley 
Development Authority, which allocated it to the sports complex project as part of a $46 million bond 
package. Those bonds never were issued because backers missed the Dec. 31, 2010, deadline for using 
the stimulus bonds. 

Tenore initially said he would return to UIRVDA seeking $46 million in taxable bonds in the first quarter of 
this year. 

UIRVDA has not yet received a request from McHenry County Sportsplex LLC this year, Executive 
Director Andrew Hamilton said. 

The sports complex project gained notoriety in August 2010 when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-
funded projects considered boondoggles by two Republican U.S. senators. Labeled “If Government 
Builds It, They Will Come ... We Hope,” the project was number 67 behind such stimulus-funded projects 
as new windows for a closed visitor center and a study of how cocaine affects monkeys. 
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SportsPlex developer won’t ask for more 
time 
By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@shawmedia.com  

Created: Saturday, January 14, 2012 5:30 a.m. CST 

LAKEWOOD – The developer behind a plan to build a $46 million sports complex in Lakewood said 
this week that he won’t ask for more time in the face of a looming deadline.  

Lakewood’s development agreement with McHenry County SportsPlex LLC expires at the end of the 
month. The agreement pledged $5 million in incentives for the project. In late July, a year after the 
deal was first approved, the Village Board voted, 4-3, to grant a six-month extension. 

“At this time, it doesn’t look like the deadline is going to be met,” said Lou Tenore, managing partner 
and CEO of McHenry County SportsPlex LLC.  

However, Tenore continues to move forward with plans for the sports complex. The 100-plus-acre 
facility would be located southwest of the intersection of Routes 47 and 176.  

“We have engaged an investment firm that is committed to finding financing for this project,” Tenore 
said this week. 

The financing isn’t contingent on the development agreement. If the company gets funding for the 
development, Tenore said he would return to the Village Board to restart the planning process.  

Village officials couldn’t immediately be reached for comment Friday afternoon.  

Lakewood long had planned for commercial development along the Route 176 corridor, but the 
SportsPlex proposal spurred the Village Board to take action. In June 2010, the board annexed 565 
acres to the village at the cost of $101,000. The money was borrowed from the village’s impact fee 
fund and will be repaid, primarily with sales-tax revenue, over five years. The land eventually would 
have been annexed regardless of the SportsPlex project.  

The village spent $51,500 on engineering and legal fees directly related to the SportsPlex project. It 
waived an additional $483,000 in annexation and plat review fees for properties specific to the 
development. 

Designs for the two-phase project included playing fields for soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball 
and volleyball. A building of more than 100,000 square feet would house a restaurant, retail space 
and indoor sports facilities. There also would be an outdoor arena able to accommodate local, 
national and international teams.  

At the end of 2010, McHenry County SportsPlex LLC lost a multimillion-dollar financing package 
when it missed a deadline for using federal economic stimulus bonds.  
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Sportsplex avoids setback 
Parcel key to project spared auction block 

By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@nwherald.com  
 

LAKEWOOD – A key piece of land sought for a sports complex in Lakewood narrowly avoided the auction block. 
 
A 38-acre parcel that McHenry County Sportsplex LLC hopes to buy had been in foreclosure and was scheduled for a 
sheriff’s sale Jan. 13. McHenry County Sportsplex is working to build a 165-acre sports complex near the intersection 
of Routes 47 and 176. 
 
The property, at 11717 Pleasant Valley Road, is owned by Donald Alan Swanson. Had it been sold at auction, 
McHenry County Sportsplex wouldn’t have been able to buy it, managing partner and CEO Lou Tenore said. 
The day before the auction, Swanson filed for bankruptcy, according to court documents. 
 
Tenore said that his company still intended to buy the land and that the bankruptcy action “doesn’t deter the project 
from moving forward.” 
 
The action comes as newly released documents shed more light on conceptual plans for the sports complex. 
Initially, the group behind the effort sought bonds in 2009 from the Upper Illinois River Valley Development Authority, 
a development agency created by the state. At that time, they wanted to incorporate as a nonprofit organization 
exempt from income taxes and noted that “the complex has the flexibility to assess an admissions tax to repay public 
support for the project,” according to a report. 
 
The report was prepared by H&K Sportsfields and submitted with an application to UIRVDA. 
 
Both a citizens’ group opposed to the project and the Northwest Herald filed Freedom of Information Act requests 
with UIRVDA for the application last year. At first, UIRVDA Executive Director Andrew Hamilton responded to those 
requests with 48 pages of redacted documents. On many pages, everything but “a,” “an,” “the” and a few other words 
were blacked out. 
 
After consulting with the Illinois Attorney General’s Office, Hamilton released another copy of the application this 
month. 
 
Much of the text was legible, but nearly all of the numbers – such as percentages and dollar figures – were blacked 
out. Even spending by public agencies such as the Elgin Parks and Recreation Department was redacted from the 
documents. 
 
The numbers and other information were withheld at the request of Tenore’s attorney, William Mortimer. In a letter, 
Mortimer claimed the deleted information was exempt from the FOIA request because of its proprietary nature. 
As a whole, the newly released documents show how much the sports complex project has changed since it first was 
conceived. 
 
The company since has formed a limited liability company and plans to take advantage of EB-5 foreign funding. 
Through the federal program, those who invest at least $500,000 in job-creating projects can qualify for immigrant 
visas. 
 
Lakewood has pledged to contribute $5 million to the project, but that will come in the form of fee waivers and grant 
dollars the village helps secure for the project. 
 
The project gained notoriety in August 2010 when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-funded projects considered 
boondoggles by two Republican U.S. senators. Labeled “If Government Builds It, They Will Come ... We Hope,” the 
project was number 67 behind such stimulus-funded projects as new windows for a closed visitor center and a study 
of how cocaine affects monkeys. 
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Funding deadline looms for $46 million Lakewood 
SportsPlex project 
By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@nwherald.com  
 

A look at the proposed site of the McHenry County SportsPlex in Lakewood, 
looking west from the intersection of Routes 176 and 47 (lower left). The one-year 
annexation and development agreement between McHenry County SportsPlex LLC 
and Lakewood ends July 27. (H. Rick Bamman – hbamman@nwherald.com)  

Plans to build a $46 million sports complex in Lakewood remain stalled as a key development agreement pledging 
public financial support is set to end. 

The one-year annexation and development agreement between McHenry County Sportsplex LLC and the village of 
Lakewood ends July 27. The agreement calls for Lakewood to contribute $5 million in fee waivers and grant 
assistance to the project. 

If the agreement lapses, officials could modify it to reduce the village’s obligation, Lakewood Village President Erin 
Smith said. 

“Our contract doesn’t expire for a month. Today we remain fully committed to this project,” Smith said last week. “We 
have had no discussions as a board that would indicate any desire to change the agreement, but in light of current 
economic realities, that possibility exists.” 

It’s the latest hurdle for the developer, which has yet to buy the land needed for the project. At the end of 2010, 
McHenry County Sportsplex LLC lost a multimillion-dollar financing package when it missed a deadline for using 
federal economic stimulus bonds. 



McHenry County Sportsplex LLC wants to build a 100-plus-acre sports facility southwest of the intersection of Routes 
47 and 176. 

Company officials said they didn’t know whether they could secure financing before the development agreement 
expired. 

“I’m not sure,” Lou Tenore, managing partner and CEO of McHenry County SportsPlex LLC, told the Northwest 
Herald in a recent interview. 

Tenore had not requested an extension of the development agreement as of June 30. The Village Board would have 
to vote to approve an extension. 

The developer initially sought financing from the federal EB-5 foreign funding program that allows those who invest at 
least $500,000 in job-creating projects to qualify for immigrant visas. That has been abandoned in favor of private 
backing. 

“Nothing is final yet, but we have promises and commitments from several groups,” Tenore said. 

Lakewood officials have spent years working with McHenry County SportsPlex LLC. Even before the project became 
public in late 2009, village leaders had been in talks with the developer. 

Lakewood long had planned for commercial development along the Route 176 corridor, but the SportsPlex proposal 
spurred the Village Board to take action. In June 2010, the board annexed 565 acres to the village at the cost of 
$101,000. The money was borrowed from the village’s impact fee fund and will be repaid, primarily with sales tax 
revenue, over five years, Village Manager Catherine Peterson said. The land eventually would have been annexed 
regardless of the SportsPlex project, she added. 

The village has spent $51,500 on engineering and legal fees directly related to the SportsPlex project. It waived an 
additional $483,000 in annexation and plat review fees for properties specific to the development, Peterson said. 

Designs for the two-phase project include playing fields for soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball and volleyball. A 
125,000- to 150,000-square-foot building would house a restaurant, retail space and indoor sports facilities. There 
also would be an outdoor arena able to accommodate local, national and international teams. 

The SportsPlex gained notoriety in August 2010 when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-funded projects 
considered boondoggles by two U.S. senators. 
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Sportsplex developer asking for more time 
By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@nwherald.com  
 

LAKEWOOD – The developer behind a stalled plan to build a sports complex in Lakewood has asked the village for 
six more months to get the $46 million project started.  

McHenry County Sportsplex LLC sent a letter to village officials this week requesting a six-month extension to its one-
year annexation and development agreement. The agreement calls for Lakewood to contribute $5 million in fee 
waivers and grant assistance to the project.  

“Due to the current economy, financing is more difficult to obtain than ever,” said Lou Tenore, managing partner and 
CEO of McHenry County SportsPlex LLC. “The extra time is needed to tie up all the loose ends.”  

The Lakewood Village Board is to consider the request at a meeting scheduled for 7 p.m. Tuesday at RedTail Golf 
Club, 7900 RedTail Drive, Lakewood.  

Board members could vote to grant the extension without any changes to the original agreement, Village President 
Erin Smith said. Other municipalities, including Crystal Lake, have granted similar extensions to developments put on 
hold by the recession.  

Despite some setbacks in the past year, Smith said she supported the endeavor. 

“I believe there is still a real possibility that the sportsplex can move forward,” she said. “We don’t have any other 
projects waiting in the wings.”  

The agreement is set to expire Wednesday. If allowed to lapse, Lakewood officials could try to modify it to reduce the 
village’s obligation.  

McHenry County Sportsplex LLC wants to put the 100-plus-acre sports facility southwest of the intersection of Routes 
47 and 176.  

Designs for the two-phase project include playing fields for soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball and volleyball. A 
125,000- to 150,000-square-foot building would house a restaurant, retail space and indoor sports facilities. There 
also would be an outdoor arena able to accommodate local, national and international teams. 

The SportsPlex gained notice in August 2010 when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-funded projects 
considered boondoggles by two U.S. senators. 
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Residents near planned $40 million sports complex not 
happy 
By DIANA SROKA - dsroka@nwherald.com  

 

LAKEWOOD – When Larry Larson looks outside the window of his Pleasant Valley Road home, he sees acre after 
acre of farmland and greenery. 

That view could become a thing of the past if the plan to build a $40 million sports complex continues moving forward. 

Early Wednesday, the Lakewood Village Board unanimously approved the preliminary plans for the complex, which 
developers have said would span 165 acres and include an outdoor championship arena able to accommodate local, 
national and international athletic teams.  

Village officials are buzzing about the prospect of a new tax base and growing the corporate boundaries of the 
historically tiny town, but many residents near the proposed building site don’t plan to embrace the project anytime 
soon.  

“It stinks,” said Larson, who has lived in the home since 1993. “If they had to use their own money, they wouldn’t do 
it.” 

In April, the McHenry County Finance and Audit Committee voted to recommend giving the proposed sports complex 
$18 million of its bonding authority from the 2009 federal economic stimulus bill. 



Lakewood officials plan to contribute $4 million through grant partnerships and $1 million by waiving development 
fees. It’s a step back from an earlier agreement to provide the developer, McHenry County Sportsplex LLC, with $5 
million in economic incentives, including a $1 million cash contribution. That cash contribution was “taken off the 
table,” Lakewood Village President Erin Smith has said. 

The proposed complex would be off the west side of Route 47, south of the northwest leg of Route 176. The complex 
would span to the west from Route 47 to just past Hamilton Road, along Pleasant Valley Road. 

Several homes are sprinkled along Pleasant Valley Road, but most of the area is open land.  

Jill McCaffrey, whose parents have lived on the road since 1964, said that despite what she’s heard about the project, 
she still didn’t think that particular street was the best place for a project of this type. 

“It needs to be along the highway, not along a country road,” McCaffrey said.  

She said the project not only would make the street an undesirable place to live, but also make it impossible for 
homeowners to sell their property if they wanted to get away from the Sportsplex. 

“Nobody’s going to want to live next to an extreme sports park,” she said. 

The next step for developers is to complete a final plan and secure the funding for the remaining cost of the project. 

Plans for the two-phase project include playing fields for team sports such as soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball 
and volleyball. In addition, it would have a 125,000- to 150,000-square-foot building to house a restaurant, retail 
space, and indoor sports facilities. 

The complex would include an extreme sports area for skateboarders and non-motorized BMX bicyclists. There 
would be playgrounds and splash pads. Walking paths are planned throughout the development to make it 
pedestrian-friendly. 

The developer’s business plan states that the facility would create 420 permanent jobs, bring in 600,000 visitors a 
year, and make $15 million in its first year, according to preliminary documents submitted to the county. 

The complex’s planners estimate $5.6 million in tax revenue over 10 years to the village from the sports complex, or 
about $500,000 a year. 

However, these dollar signs and project perks haven’t swayed Larson. He’s skeptical the project will succeed, even if 
it’s built.  

And his thoughts on the lengthy meeting Tuesday night, where developers tried to assuage concerns? 

“I thought it was a farce,” he said. 

• Northwest Herald reporter Joe Bustos contributed to this article. 
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Destination:  Lakewood? 
Sports complex could spur other area development 

By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@nwherald.com  
 

 

An artist rendering of Lakewood's approved $40 million sports complex. (Artist rendering provided) 

LAKEWOOD – A $40 million sports complex developers hope will make Lakewood a “destination” could spur growth 
and economic activity throughout the county. 

But a building boom could be years off and could depend in part on the success of the proposed 165-acre McHenry 
County SportsPlex. 

Draft guidelines submitted to Lakewood describe the goal of the facility as “the first phase in a masterplan 
development.” 

“The SportsPlex will act as a catalyst to encourage future mixed-use development along the Route 47 corridor, thus 
creating a new urban core for the village,” the guideline goals state. “While growth will be beneficial to the village, it is 
important to preserve Lakewood’s unique scale, agrarian culture and conservationist character.” 

Plans for the two-phase project include playing fields for team sports such as soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball 
and volleyball. In addition, it would have a large building to house a restaurant, retail space and indoor sports 
facilities. It is being designed with an outdoor championship arena able to accommodate local, national and 
international competitions. 

The developer’s business plan shows the facility would attract 600,000 visitors a year, create 420 permanent jobs 
and make $15 million in its first year, according to preliminary documents submitted to the county. 

“Those are great numbers,” said Cort Carlson, executive director of the McHenry County Convention and Visitors 
Bureau. “The sports complex could be a major destination with tournaments and events being the reason people 
sleep, eat and shop here.” 

Lakewood, with a population of about 3,600, has limited commercial amenities. However, surrounding cities have the 
capacity to accommodate this kind of sports tourism. 

“We can support big tournaments already,” Carlson said. 



The complex will be marketed to athletes and families throughout the region and state. Lou Tenore, managing partner 
and CEO of McHenry County SportsPlex LLC, wants to draw international competition as well. 

Lakewood officials long have anticipated development along the Route 47 corridor, Village Manager Catherine 
Peterson said. She said the sports complex, which recently was granted preliminary approval by the Lakewood 
Village Board, “sets a wonderful tone for what we want out there.” Peterson pointed to the environmental design and 
unique offerings of the sports complex as examples. 

“We believe this will generate ancillary development such as hotels, restaurants and retail,” she said. 

But a sudden influx of commercial building is unlikely. Village leaders want “very deliberate” growth, Peterson said. 

“It won’t happen overnight,” Lakewood board member Gene Furey said. “We are committed to green development 
and we have a town of neighborhoods that we want to preserve.” 

He added: “I’m not going to let this turn into another Randall Road.” 

Some residents are opposed to the sports complex development – and what it might attract. They have raised 
concerns about traffic, drainage and water quality. 

“We want more information – a lot more,” said Bill Franz, an attorney for Hamilton Road residents Donald and Beverly 
Brinckman. “We don’t want some half-baked sports center hurting land values.” 

Such fears were stoked recently when the sports complex was lumped together with projects such as putting new 
windows on a closed visitor center and studying the effects of cocaine on monkeys in a list of “100 stimulus projects 
that give taxpayers the blues.” The list was published by U.S. Sens. Tom Coburn, R-Okla., and John McCain, R-Ariz., 
to draw attention to projects funded with money from the $862 billion American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. 

Village officials, county leaders, and the developer called such criticism unfair and unfounded. EnRico Heirman, who 
has been working with Tenore on the project, said the plan was to be “a good neighbor.” 

“We are going to do our best to preserve the integrity of the area,” said Heirman, who serves as the executive director 
of the Continental Amateur Baseball Association World Series. “We want to be good stewards of the land and we 
believe this will increase property values.” 

Lakewood board member Ken Santowski said he was looking to the developers to “set the standard” for development 
in the area. 

But Lakewood’s future commercial growth isn’t pinned to the complex, Village President Erin Smith said. Even if the 
sports complex isn’t as successful as its backers hope, Smith said she wanted to see unique growth along Route 47. 

“Ancillary development is hard to predict,” Smith said. “Some businesses might come our way [because of the sports 
complex], but others could come independently.” 

Smith has invited several companies to look at sites in Lakewood Commons or along the Route 47 corridor. 

She is confident that should the sports complex be built as planned, it would be a boon not just for Lakewood, but the 
entire county. 
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County Board passes on bonding power for sportsplex to 
state authority 
By KEVIN P. CRAVER - kcraver@nwherald.com  
 

WOODSTOCK – The McHenry County Board passed the political hot potato of the Lakewood sportsplex to a state 
development authority. 

Board members voted Thursday, 15-7, to give the ability to allocate $18 million in federal stimulus bonding power for 
the sportsplex to the Upper Illinois River Valley Development Authority. McHenry County Sportsplex LLC wants to 
build a 165-acre sportsplex in Lakewood west of Route 47, a controversial project opposed by neighboring residents 
and others. 

Expediency, not politics, spurred the move – UIRVDA exists to help issue bonds to finance job-creating capital 
improvements, and the stimulus bonds expire at year’s end. 

But opponents of the project, such as Kathleen Bergan Schmidt, D-Crystal Lake, took the opportunity to question its 
viability. 

“I’m perfectly happy for the county to get out of this [bonding] business, but if I vote yes, it could appear that I support 
this project,” Bergan Schmidt said. 

McHenry County last year received $27.5 million in bonding authority for private-sector projects under the economic 
stimulus bill. The bonds are designed to attract investors to job-creating projects by offering a 45 percent discount of 
the federal taxes payable on them, which in turn saves the borrower money by lowering the interest. County Board 
members in April approved allocating $18 million of it for the sportsplex. 

Backers have said that the complex of sports fields anchored by an indoor sports center would bring in 600,000 
visitors a year, make $15 million in its first year, and create 420 permanent jobs. 

The project is championed by the village of Lakewood but opposed by neighbors and other residents. It gained 
notoriety in August when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-funded projects considered boondoggles by two 
Republican U.S. senators. 

County leaders decided to cede the bonding authority to UIRVDA after the sportsplex developers asked the county in 
October to issue a $16 million industrial revenue bond to help pay for land and other expenses that can’t be covered 
through the stimulus bonds. Much of that extra expense is tied to additional road improvements requested by the 
Illinois Department of Transportation. 

Board Finance and Audit Committee Chairman Marc Munaretto, R-Algonquin, called Thursday’s vote a procedural 
matter, because while the county is not traditionally in the bond business, UIRVDA is. McHenry County is one of eight 
counties covered by the authority, created by state lawmakers in 1990. 

“The only thing we’re doing is to give that allocation to a different authority to make [the project] move along more 
expeditiously,” said board member Daniel Ryan, R-Huntley, who supports the project. 



Project opponent Ersel Schuster, R-Woodstock, said she was very skeptical of the projections as to how much 
money and how many jobs the sportsplex would create. She said the county should let the bonds expire at year’s 
end. 

“Let the darn thing run out. Sorry,” Schuster said. 

Several opponents questioned whether the county’s representative on the UIRVDA board, Blake Hobson, would give 
the proposal an impartial hearing. Hobson also is a Lakewood village trustee and supports the sportsplex project. 

Hobson said later Thursday that helping the project along on the UIRVDA board would not be a conflict of interest 
because he had no personal financial stake in it. He said he planned to support it, given the authority’s role of 
bringing economic development to its eight-county jurisdiction. 

“Looking at it from an UIRVDA perspective, I think this is an overall outstanding project for McHenry County,” Hobson 
said. 
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Lakewood looks to expand utilities for sports complex 
By BRETT ROWLAND - browland@nwherald.com  
 

LAKEWOOD – Village officials are studying several options for providing utility services to the sports complex and other 
development expected along Route 176. 

Extending utilities to the area won’t be cheap. Preliminary options presented to the Lakewood Village Board for water service 
range in cost from $735,000 to more than $1.6 million. Options for sanitary sewage range from $1.4 million to $7.1 million, 
according to a report prepared by Public Works Director Paul Ruscko. 

McHenry County Sportsplex LLC wants to build a 165-acre sportsplex in Lakewood west of Route 47. It would be the first major 
project in the area, which has been slated for development for many years. Additional commercial development is expected to 
follow. 

The village is required to provide utility service to the sports complex as part of a development agreement, Village Manager 
Catherine Peterson said. Village officials haven’t decided how to pay for the utility infrastructure, but user fees are expected to 
“help defray the upfront costs,” Peterson said. 

Board members discussed utility options for the first time last week. 

“We’ve narrowed the list of options,” Village President Erin Smith said. “Now we want staff to develop each one and provide us 
with more information.” 

The board asked for additional details about a proposal to extend a water main to the site and about a proposal to build a well 
nearby. 

Extending the water main is expected to cost more than $1.6 million. Though costly, this option would serve all development in 
the area. 

Drilling a well near the southern junction of Routes 47 and 176 is expected to cost about $830,000, but that doesn’t include 
treatment costs, which still are unknown. While this eventually could improve the village’s overall well capacity, it wouldn’t be 
connected to existing wells and water treatment facilities. Providing enough storage, stable pressure and fire flows will make this 
an expensive option, according to reports. 

“We’re in the process of weighing the short-term needs versus the long-term vision,” Ruscko said. “Much more thorough analysis 
is needed.” 

Utilities for sewage could be even more expensive. Two options for extending the village’s sanitary sewer system to the area 
were presented. One proposal is expected to cost $7.1 million, the other $4.1 million. A plan to contract with another community 
for the service was estimated to cost $4.2 million. 

The board asked for more information about a fourth option – constructing an on-site wastewater reclamation and re-use system. 
Since much of the sports complex would be athletic fields, the treated water could be used for irrigation, according to the reports. 
However, the major drawback of this option, which is expected to cost $1.4 million, is that it would have the capacity to serve 
only the sports complex. Another solution would have to be devised to serve any ancillary development, Ruscko said. 

“There may be some way to combine several of the options in the interim,” he said. 

 



Smith said residents would have a chance to weigh in on the utility options before the board made a final decision. 

The next step will be to refine the options and gather more information, officials said. 

Board members also need to find a way to pay for the utilities. Preliminary staff recommendations put the total cost of water and 
sewer infrastructure between $2.135 million and $3.005 million. Reports identified nearly $500,000 in user fees from projects that 
already have been proposed, such as the sports complex, a retail center, and a nearby gas station and car wash. 

“Funding opportunities include, but are not limited to, issuing bonds, interfund loans, public/private partnerships, etc.,” the utility 
report said. 

While not yet a done deal, both village officials and the developer expect the sports complex project to go forward. 

“My confidence level has never been higher,” said Lou Tenore of McHenry County Sportsplex LLC. 

Though optimistic, he added, “There is so much work to be done.” 
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Sportsplex backers say setbacks won't kill project 
By KEVIN P. CRAVER - kcraver@nwherald.com  
 

The end of the year marks two deadlines for the developers backing a controversial $46 million Lakewood sportsplex. 

It marks the expiration of $18 million in federal economic stimulus bonds that county government allocated toward the 
project. But also expiring Friday are the agreements that McHenry County Sportsplex LLC has to buy the three large 
properties needed for it. 

While there is nothing that managing partner and CEO Lou Tenore can do about the bonding power – it goes away 
as of Saturday – he said that he was in good shape to extend again the agreements with the landowners. 

Complicating matters is the fact that one of the properties is in foreclosure and is set for a sheriff’s auction Jan. 13, 
according to the county foreclosure list. Tenore said he was talking with the bank to get the date pushed back. 

“I’ve talked with all three owners today, and all three are likely to be extended,” Tenore said Monday. 

The company announced last week that it could not meet the Dec. 31 deadline to issue the bonds. McHenry County 
last year received $27.5 million in bonding authority for private-sector projects under economic stimulus legislation, 
and the County Board allocated $18 million of it for the sportsplex. 

Plans call for a 100-plus acre sports facility southwest of the intersection of Route 47 and Route 176. The design 
includes numerous playing fields, anchored by a 150,000-square-foot indoor facility with room for retail space. 

Tenore said he was hopeful that the $46 million in bonds could be sold and the project started in the first quarter of 
the new year, with a 2012 opening. But opponents, such as neighbor Al Stenstrom, said that the failure of the deal to 
close with $18 million of stimulus bonds should tell people something about the project’s viability. 

“Personally, I think this is a smokescreen if they couldn’t sell tax-exempt bonds,” said Stenstrom, a member of the 
anti-sportsplex group Citizens Against Irresponsible Government Spending. 

The stimulus bonds are designed to attract investors to job-creating projects by offering a 45 percent discount of the 
federal taxes payable on them, which in turn saves the borrower money by lowering the interest. 

The County Board voted in April to give the $18 million of bonding authority. However, members voted in October to 
cede that authority to the Upper Illinois River Valley Development Authority, after the sportsplex’s developers asked 
the county to issue a $16 million industrial revenue bond to help pay for land and other expenses the stimulus bonds 
legally could not cover. 

The authority, created in 1990 to help issue bonds for job-creating capital improvements, covers an eight-county 
area. It voted Dec. 7 to approve the issuance of $46 million in bonds, with three weeks left before the stimulus bonds 
expired. 

UIRVDA Executive Director Andrew Hamilton said the authority still supported the project. Tenore likely will have to 
bring it back before the group to re-authorize the bond issuance in taxable bonds. 

“If [McHenry County Sportsplex LLC] needs for us to be a conduit and issue taxable bonds on this, we would support 
that, and assist in creating the jobs and supporting the local business economy,” Hamilton said. 



Hamilton is a part-time independent contractor in his role as executive director for UIRVDA. He gets paid a base 
salary of $18,000, and also gets a fee for successfully issued bonds. In this case, he said, he stands to make $76,000 
should the bonds be sold.  

The project gained notoriety in August when it was listed in a report of 100 stimulus-funded projects considered 
boondoggles by two Republican U.S. senators. Labeled “If Government Builds It, They Will Come ... We Hope,” the 
project was number 67 behind such stimulus-funded projects as new windows for a closed visitor center and a study 
of how cocaine affects monkeys. 
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Lakewood village board OKs special use permit, preliminary 
plan for sports complex 
By JOSEPH BUSTOS - jbustos@nwherald.com   

 

 Lakewood could become the home of a $40 million sports complex seen here in an 
architectural rendering. (Photo provided) 

 

LAKEWOOD – The Village Board early Wednesday approved a special use permit and annexed land for a planned $40 
million sports complex, which will help move the project forward. 

Developers still need to complete a final plan that needs to be approved by the village board and obtain financing for the 
project. The project has been approved for $18 million in federal stimulus bonds to help get things started. 

The meeting ended shortly before 12:15 a.m. 

The developer, McHenry County Sportsplex LLC, plans to build a major 165-acre sports complex. Plans for the two-phase 
project include playing fields for team sports such as soccer, baseball, lacrosse, basketball and volleyball. 

In addition, it would have a 125,000- to 150,000-square-foot building to house a restaurant, retail space and indoor sports 
facilities. It is being designed with an outdoor championship arena able to accommodate local, national and international 
athletic teams. 

Nearby the site of the proposed complex, there are plans for a 5-acre gas station and retail complex, according to the 
documents. 

The proposed complex would be located west side of Route 47, south of the northwest leg of Route 176. The complex would 
span to the west from Route 47 to just past Hamilton Road, along Pleasant Valley Road. 

About 120 people Tuesday crammed into the RedTail Golf Club for the public hearing. There was standing room in the back 
of room and in the hallway to the meeting room. 

Residents who questioned the project asked about how water quality might be affected, how drainage would be handled, 
traffic impact and utilities. 

Sharon Bills, who lives to the south of the project site in an unincorporated area near Woodstock, spoke in opposition of the 
project. She said a sports complex was a beautiful idea, but she was against the location. 

"As trustees, you aren't' bringing a sports complex into your community, you're bringing it into our community," Bills said. 

She has two special needs children. 



"My concern is traffic," Bills said. "You did not address traffic on Hamilton Road ... I felt you completely disregard us 
residents in Colleens Cote [subdivision]." 

Kathryn Francis lives to the south of the project. She said 200 homes would feel affects of the project. She said the 
presentation was well done, but she still was skeptical. 

"We haven't heard one member address our needs," Francis said. 

Crystal Lake attorney William Franz spoke on behalf of residents to the south of the project. 

"The increased activity will change the area from a rural area to a ... recreational area," Franz said. 

Lou Tenore, the managing partner and CEO of the project, said the development group brought in traffic, lighting and sound 
consultants to help make the development friendly to nearby residents. "We're going to be respectful to their points ... we 
want to be good neighbors," Tenore said. 

Tenore said he thought the $40 million project could be completed by the end of next year. 

Derek Rauchenberger of Lakewood spoke on behalf of the project and said the developers were creating parks. "If the 
investor doesn't achieve success, we wind up with a park," Rauchenberger said. "Change is inevitable." 

"What is being proposed is good change for the area," Rauchenberger said. 

The complex would include an extreme sports area for skateboarders and non-motorized BMX bicyclists. There would be 
playgrounds and splash pads. There would be walking paths throughout the development to make the it friendly to 
pedestrians. 

Project engineers and designers spent more than an hour and half presenting their preliminary plan of the project, describing 
its design features, from the drainage features, traffic patterns and lighting patterns. 

Lindsey Peckinpaugh, an engineer for the project, said the site would "create a safe family-oriented environment ... [that's] 
pedestrian oriented ... and a bikeable development." 

"It's really endless, the quality of fields and quality of play. It's a true marquee project," said Stacey Robinson of Land 
Design, one of the engineers of the project. 

The developer’s business plan states that the facility would create 420 permanent jobs, bring in 600,000 visitors a year, and 
make $15 million in its first year, according to preliminary documents submitted to the county. 

The complex planners estimate $5.6 million in tax revenue over 10 years to the village from the sports complex, or about 
$500,000 a year. 

Water and sewer utilities would be needed to service the site, Village Manager Catherine Peterson said. 

Utility lines can be extended to the site but would cost about $5 million, Peterson said. Costs can be recouped through future 
tap on fees, Peterson said. McHenry County Sportsplex would be responsible for running the lines through the complex. 

The village is considering options such as the complex having its own stand alone facilities for water and sewer. Costs for 
other options still need to researched, Peterson said. 
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Stadium developer returns bonding authority to county 
By KEVIN P. CRAVER – kcraver@nwherald.com  
 

WOODSTOCK – EquityOne Sports Development is returning the $3.5 million in federal bonding authority it received from the 
McHenry County Board to help build a minor-league baseball stadium. 

The McHenry County K-Nines stadium is very much alive, EquityOne President Mark Houser said Tuesday. But the gap between 
the Dec. 31 deadline for borrowing the money and the construction set to begin in fall 2011 for a 2012 opening season would mean 
an extra $1.3 million in cost. 

“I don’t really need those bonds until September, maybe October of next year, so I’d have to carry those bonds for nine to 10 
months,” Houser said. “We looked at this and have some other financing courses that we’re pursuing.” 

Plans call for a 37,000-square-foot stadium on 38 acres at Route 14 and Lake Shore Drive in Woodstock. The stadium would hold 
about 6,500 people for sporting events and 10,000 spectators for concerts, according to EquityOne’s bond application. 

The County Board Finance and Audit Committee on Tuesday passed a resolution taking the bonding power back. Another party is 
interested in the bonds, but county leaders said they would not disclose the identity until they received a formal application. 

McHenry County received $27.5 million in bonding authority for private-sector projects under federal economic stimulus legislation. 
The bonds are designed to attract investors to ready projects by offering a 45 percent discount of the federal taxes payable on them, 
which in turn saves the borrower money by lowering the interest. 

EquityOne asked for $15 million of it in August 2009. But although Houser was the first to apply, two other parties beat him to the 
bonds because they had their financing lined up sooner. 

The County Board granted $18 million in bonding authority to McHenry County Sportsplex LLC, which wants to build a 165-acre 
sportsplex in Lakewood west of Route 47, and granted $5.4 million to the Wonder Lake Master Property Owners Association to 
dredge the lake. 

The $3.57 million left for EquityOne was less than 25 percent of what Houser requested. But Finance and Audit Committee 
Chairman Marc Munaretto, R-Algonquin, revealed in August that another county, later revealed to be neighboring Lake County, was 
willing to cede $11.5 million in unused bonding authority to make up the difference. 

Munaretto said Tuesday that Lake County since had taken back the $11.5 million and allocated it toward another project. 

The resolution that passed through Munaretto’s committee gives EquityOne preference should Congress extend the program past 
Dec. 31 and if more bonding authority becomes available. 

Committee members also voted Tuesday, 6-1, to recommend moving the authority to allocate the $18 million in bonding power for 
the sportsplex to the Upper Illinois River Valley Development Authority. 

The LLC backing the sportsplex asked the county last week to issue a $16 million industrial revenue bond to help pay for land and 
other expenses that cannot be covered through federal stimulus bonds, Munaretto said. Much of the extra expense comes from 
extra improvements to the north intersection of Routes 47 and 176 requested by the Illinois Department of Transportation. 

County officials concluded that UIRVDA, created in 1990 to help issue bonds to finance capital improvements, would be a better 
conduit, Munaretto said. The agency covers Bureau, Grundy, Kane, Kendall, LaSalle, Marshall, McHenry and Putnam counties. 

The full County Board will vote on both resolutions at its Nov. 4 meeting. 

 



 

Talamore brings boost to Huntley 
By SHAWN SHINNEMAN - sshinneman@shawmedia.com  

Created: Thursday, August 9, 2012 5:30 a.m. CDT 

HUNTLEY – The number of building permits issued in Huntley this year has exceeded expectations, thanks in part 
to development in the village’s Talamore subdivision.  

About 90 single‐family homes and townhomes are scheduled to reach completion this year in the neighborhood, 
located west of Route 47 on the north end of Huntley. 

The 100 new homes started in Talamore during the last 12 months are the highest among all new home 
communities in the Chicago area, according to data compiled by Metrostudy, a research and consulting company 
whose Chicago branch is based in Elgin. 

So far in 2012, the village has issued 52 single‐family permits and an additional seven for townhome buildings. 
They’ve exceeded the revenue projection from building permits laid out in the 2012 budget. 

“We didn’t anticipate the numbers because frankly we didn’t have enough development to generate enough 
permit activity,” Village Manager Dave Johnson said. 

The Talamore construction comes in contrast to the rest of the county, which has remained stagnant this year, 
according to Metrostudy. 

McHenry County’s has seen a slight jump in year‐to‐date housing development, but it’s come mainly by virtue of 
Talamore, Metrostudy Director Chris Huecksteadt said. 

“There aren’t as many new home communities that are actively marketing homes in McHenry County when 
compared to Kane County or WIll County,” he said. 

Other areas in the Chicago region have fared better. 

In the 12 counties Metrostudy focuses on around and encompassing Chicago, housing construction is up 27 
percent year‐to‐date from this time last year. 

“The housing market has come back a little bit,” Huecksteadt said. “We’re not ready to say that everything is 
behind us and it’s clear sailing from here on, but the first six months of this year were a lot stronger than last 
year.” 

Huecksteadt said he expects that progress to slow somewhat in the second half of 2012. 

“It’s an election year and a lot of people are going to wait to see what happens,” he said. “Talamore – they’ll likely 
continue on in that success. There’s certainly a lot of development lots remaining out there.” 

John Carroll, president of the Chicago division of Ryland Homes, which is heading up current Talamore 
development, said more construction could start later this year. 



Ryland will soon propose an active adult living addition to the subdivision that would consist of single‐story, ranch‐
style homes “targeted or restricted to buyers 55 or 45 and older.” 

“We would expect that the active adults neighborhood would add another 25 to 30 closings a year to Talamore,” 
Carroll said. 

The home would be targeted to an older group that wants “a little less restriction,” he added. Residents would be 
allowed to take their grandchildren to the pool every day or have them stay with them all summer. 

“We’re going to be adding programming to Talamore for active adults,” Carroll said. “Recreational amenities that 
are more suited to an active adult community.” 

The active adult homes would range from 1,200 to 2,200 square feet and from about $150,000 to $250,000. 
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Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Public Meeting #1 Summary

The first Public Informational Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL-47) Study was held on September 30,
2008 from 4 to 7 p.m. at the Chesak Elementary School (10910 Reed Road) located approximately two
blocks east of the start of the study area. The purpose of the presentation was to introduce the Context
Sensitive Solutions process and present existing road conditions and data that has been collected. The
input from the meeting will be used to format stakeholder workshops and develop the purpose and need
for the project. The meeting was attended by approximately 30 people. Advertisements for the meeting
were published in the Daily Herald and  the Northwest Herald on  September  9th and  23rd and
approximately 350 meeting invitations and brochures were mailed to residents who live in and around the
study  area.  An  audio-visual  presentation  and  exhibits  were  available  from  4  to  7  p.m.  Attendees  were
provided post-it notes to place comments and questions directly onto the displayed exhibits and project
staff answered questions throughout the meeting.

One of the primary issues discussed at the meeting was traffic mobility. Residents are concerned about
the amount of traffic currently present along the route and the potential effects the increase in traffic will
have on mobility in the future. One comment suggested adding a signal at the IL-47 intersection with
Ballard Road. Meeting attendees suggested additional lanes be added to the route to accommodate
increasing traffic along IL-47. While some attendees feel that heavy traffic congestion poses potential
dangers along IL-47 and would like to see additional lanes along the route, other attendees are concerned
with how much right of way and land acquisition would be necessary to add such additional lanes. The
owner of the golf driving range located near the IL-47 and southern IL-176 intersection cannot afford to
give up more property.

Another primary issue is traffic safety. The comments indicated heavy concern for the realignment of IL-
176 intersections with IL-47. The IL-176 intersections with IL-47 have been identified as 5% accident
locations. Attendees suggested those intersections be realigned to improve traffic safety in those areas.
Another comment suggested providing bike paths in order to deter bicycles from riding along the IL-47.

Miscellaneous issues include concerns with adding a longer merge for the southbound lanes onto US-14,
securing funding for the next phases of the project, and adding a park & ride near the IL-176 and IL-47
intersection. In addition to municipal representatives, other local representatives were present. State
Representative Michael Tryon, County Board Member Tina Hill and County Administrator Peter Austin
attended.

The next step for the study will be to hold stakeholder workshops and develop the purpose and need for
the project. Conceptual alternatives will be developed after public and IDOT input is gathered at the
stakeholder workshops.
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Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Stakeholder Workshop #1 Summary

The first Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on
February 13, 2009 from 10:00 a.m. to 12 p.m. The workshop was held at the Huntley Park
District REC Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47
and 1 1/3 miles south of the start of the study area. The purpose of the workshop was to
introduce the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process and obtain public input for the project’s
goals and objectives which will establish a purpose and need statement. Stakeholders who
attended the Public Informational Meeting and contacted through additional meetings with
interested groups and agencies, volunteered to participate in stakeholder meetings throughout
the duration of the CSS process. The meeting was attended by 19 stakeholders. A total of 28
volunteers were identified and invited to the workshop. Invitation letters were mailed to home or
business addresses, electronic invitation cards were sent by email, and stakeholder volunteers
were contacted by telephone to participate in the workshop.

The workshop consisted of a power point presentation and 2 group exercises. The power point
presentation included an introduction to the project team, a brief description of CSS/SIP, and a
brief project overview. The 2 group exercises were lead by a moderator from AECOM. The
purpose of the exercises was to determine the project goals and objectives. In Exercise 1, 3
groups of 6 – 7 volunteers were formed. The exercise took 40 minutes to complete. During
Exercise 1, each small group was tasked with brainstorming preliminary issues within the
project study area. Groups considered transportation and safety issues, business needs,
environmental issues and the quality of life for residents and persons who travel along the route.
An AECOM staff member was present at each table to keep the small group focused and to
answer questions. IDOT representatives moved around the room to answer policy questions.
Each small group developed a list of project issues and prioritized them. After which, each
group presented their list to the other stakeholders. Exercise 2 defined the project goals and
objectives. This 20 minutes exercise was lead by the moderator and allowed all of the
stakeholders to work together as one large group. The stakeholders worked together to discuss
the results of exercise #1 and combine each small group’s lists of issues into one master list
that identified the project goals and objectives. Consensus of the project goals and objectives
was obtained in the second exercise. Throughout the meeting attendees were provided post-it
notes to place comments and questions directly onto the displayed exhibits and project staff
was available to answer questions.

The workshop obtained consensus on 4 project goals and objectives. The goals and objectives
are: improve safety of IL 47, improve mobility on IL 47, protect the environment along IL 47, and
accommodate economic development along IL 47.

Stakeholders identified the following safety issues:
 Identify / anticipate problem intersections.
 Provide signals and channelization.
 Accommodate agricultural vehicles and gravel trucks.
 Study IL 47 and IL 176 intersections.



 Accommodate bicycle crossings and travel lanes.
 Improve flow of through traffic.

Stakeholders identified the following mobility issues:
 Accommodate both local and through traffic.
 Coordinate signals to minimize backups.
 Limit access, but balance land owner concerns with the use of frontage roads.

Stakeholders identified the following environmental issues:
 Protect the Kishwaukee River and Tributaries.
 Keep wetland mitigation within the watershed.
 Comprehensive approach to minimize storm water pollution from salt, oil and other

fluids.
 Consider conservation planning.

Stakeholders identified the following economic growth issues:
 Facilitate thoughtful economic growth.
 Consider Comprehensive Plans of all parties along IL 47.
 Identify zones where development can be best accommodated by IL 47.

The next step for the study will be to develop the purpose and need for the project. Conceptual
alternatives will be developed after the purpose and need has been developed. The conceptual
alternates will be presented to the public at a Public Informational Meeting and additional
stakeholder workshops.
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MAY 29, 2009 
 



Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Stakeholder Workshop #2 Summary

The first Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on May
29, 2009 from 10:00 a.m. to 12 p.m. The workshop was held at the Huntley Park District REC
Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47 and 1 1/3
miles south of the start of the study area. The purpose of the workshop was to obtain consensus
for the Project Problem Statement, review the Project Purpose and Need, discuss project
transportation deficiencies, and to obtain public input into possible solutions to the deficiencies.
Volunteers to participate in the Workshop were drawn from those who expressed interest at the
first Public Informational Meeting or additional meetings with interested groups and agencies. A
total of 29 volunteers were identified and invited to the workshop. Invitation letters were mailed
to home or business addresses, electronic invitation cards were sent by email, and stakeholder
volunteers were contacted by telephone to participate in the workshop. The meeting was
attended by 17 stakeholders.

The workshop consisted of a power point presentation and a group exercise. The power point
presentation included a review of goals and objective set in the first Workshop, presentation of
the Project Problem Statement, review of the Project Purpose and Need, and presentation of
project transportation deficiencies. Consensus was obtained on the Project Problem Statement.
A copy of the Draft Purpose and Need was emailed to all volunteers before the meeting, posted
on the website and handed out at the workshop. The stakeholders were encouraged to
comment on the Project Purpose and Need by June 15, 2009.

The group exercise was lead by a moderator from AECOM. The purpose of the exercise was to
obtain public input into possible solutions to the identified deficiencies. The exercise consisted
of discussing how well project elements such as number of lanes, medians, edge treatments,
and pedestrian/bicycle accommodations meet the project needs. The workshop obtained
consensus on the following 4 project elements:

 Number of Lanes – consensus was 4 lanes preferred.
 Median Type – consensus was barrier median or wide grass median preferred.
 Edge Treatment - consensus was paved shoulder with or without curb & gutter preferred.
 Pedestrian/Bicycle Accommodations - consensus was bicycle path preferred.

The next step for the study will be to develop conceptual alternates. The conceptual alternates
will be presented to the public at a Public Informational Meeting and additional stakeholder
workshops.
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Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Stakeholder Workshop #3 Summary

The third Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on October 6,
2009 from 10:00AM to 12:00PM (noon). The workshop was held at the Huntley Park District REC
Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47 and 1 1/3 miles south
of the start of the study area. The purpose of the workshop was to obtain input on the alternates which
will be presented at the Public Meeting planned for November 19, 2009. Volunteers who participated in
the Workshop were drawn from those who expressed interest at the first Public Informational Meeting or
additional meetings with interested groups and agencies. Invitation letters were mailed to home or
business addresses, electronic invitation cards were sent by email, and stakeholder volunteers were
contacted by telephone to participate in the workshop. The meeting was attended by 19 stakeholders.

The workshop included review of alternatives which will be presented at the Public Meeting. The
alternatives presented were produced based on input from stakeholders at previous project workshops.
Each of the alternatives was presented on large scale exhibits. IDOT and AECOM representatives are on
hand to answer any questions regarding the improvement. The following alternatives were presented:

South End Alternatives (Reed Road to Hercules Road - 6.9 miles) - Two alternatives are
presented for the South End of the project. Both alternatives improve IL-47 to include 2
lanes in each direction separated by a 42’ grass median. Option 1 would remain centered
about the current centerline. Option 2 would shift the improvements 33’ to the east from
Ackman Road to IL-176 (3.0 miles) to avoid impact to residences and business on the
west side of IL-47.
North End Alternatives (Hercules Road to US-14 – 0.9 miles) - Two alternatives are
presented for the North End of the project. Both alternatives would improve IL-47 to
include 2 lanes in each direction separated by a raised barrier median. Option 1 would
provide a 22’ median, shoulders, and sidewalk on both sides of the roadway. Option 2
would provide a 16’ median, sidewalk on one side of the roadway, and a bicycle path on
the other side.

.
The public response to the alternatives was very favorable. On the South End of the project, the public
preferred Option 2 which shifted the roadway to the east. On the North End of the project, the public
preferred Option 2 which provided a side walk on one side and a bike path on the other side of the
roadway. Five major categories of comments were received including:

Provide accommodation for possible future bicycle overpasses. (9 comments)
Wetland impact concerns (9 comments)
Reduced access concerns (7 comments)
Storm water detention or run off quality concerns (5 comments)
Residence or business impact concerns (5 comments)

The next step for the study will be to present the alternatives at a Public Meeting anticipated on
November 19, 2009.
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Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Public Meeting 2 Summary

The second Public Informational Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL-47) Reed Road to US 14 Study
was held on November 19, 2009 from 4 to 7 PM at the Martin Elementary School (10920 Reed Road,
Lake in the Hills) located approximately two blocks east of the start of the study area. Advertisements for
the meeting were published in the Daily Herald and the Northwest Herald on October 29th and November
12th and meeting invitations and brochures were mailed to public official, agencies, business owners, and
residents who live in and around the study area. The meeting was attended by approximately 23 people.
Village of Lake in the Hills, Village of Huntley, Village of Crystal Lake, Village of Lakewood, McHenry
County, Grafton Township, Openlands, residents, land owners and local businesses were in attendance.
The purpose of the presentation was to obtain public input on the alternatives developed to date. The
alternatives were developed based on public input obtained during the 3 stakeholder workshops. The
input from the meeting will be used to select the preferred alternate to be carried forward.

An audio-visual presentation and exhibits were available for viewing by the attendees. The exhibits
consisted of display boards describing the Context Sensitive Solutions Process (CSS), traffic data,
accident data, and large scale plots of the alternatives. Two alternatives were presented for the South End
of the project. Both south alternatives improve IL-47 to include 2 lanes in each direction separated by a
42 foot wide median. South Alternative 1 would remain centered about the current centerline. South
Alternative 2 would shift the improvements 33 feet to the east from Ackman Road to IL-176 to avoid
impact to residences and businesses on the west side of IL-47. Two alternatives were presented for the
North End of the project. Both north alternatives would improve IL-47 to include 2 lanes in each direction
separated by a raised barrier median. North Alternative 1 would provide a 22 foot wide median, shoulders
and sidewalk on both sides of the roadway. North Alternative 2 would provide an 18 foot wide median,
sidewalk on one side of the roadway, and a bicycle path on the other side. Attendees were provided
comment forms for comments and questions. Project staff was on hand to answer questions throughout
the meeting.

The primary concerns of the stakeholders via discussion or in written comments were accessibility,
providing bike paths, runoff water quality, wetland impacts, tree removal, general geometric differences
of the Public Meeting’s two alternatives vs. the IDOT SRA study, being a participant in further
workshops, and ROW acquisition.

Of the two South Alternatives presented the majority of stakeholders, who had a preference, favored
South Alternative 2. Of the two North Alternatives presented the majority of stakeholders, who had a
preference, favored North Alternative 2 with only one stakeholder favoring North Alternative 1.

The next step for the study will be to select and refine the preferred alternative through further geometric,
FHWA and BDE review, along with another stakeholder workshop. Once the preferred alternative is
chosen it will be presented at a Public Hearing in the fall of 2010.
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Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Stakeholder Workshop #4 Summary

The forth Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on
August 23, 2011 from 10:00AM to 12:00PM (noon). The workshop was held at the Huntley Park
District REC Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47
and 1 1/3 miles south of the start of the study area. The purpose of the workshop was to update
the stakeholders on project progress and to obtain input on the concepts which are being
utilized to reduce impacts. Volunteers who participated in the Workshop were drawn from those
who expressed interest at the Public Meetings or additional meetings with interested groups and
agencies. Electronic invitation cards were sent by email to stakeholder volunteers to participate
in the workshop. The meeting was attended by 17 stakeholders.

The workshop consisted of a power point presentation and a group exercise. The power point
presentation included an overview of the project progress and presentation of the concepts
being utilized to reduce impacts. Exhibits were available for stakeholders to review. The exhibits
included – a roll plot of the project showing proposed over an aerial background, renderings of
the typical sections, and charts summarizing the impacts. After the power point presentation a
group exercise was held. The group exercise consisted of reviewing the exhibits and placing
“post-it” note comments onto the roll plots identifying additional concepts which should be
evaluated as possible means to reduce impacts. A form was also provided for the stakeholders
to state their opinion of the concepts presented and to list additional concepts they may have.
10 comment forms were returned.

The next step for the study will be to develop preferred alternative and continue to evaluate
means to reduce impacts.
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Preliminary Engineering
Illinois Route 47: Reed Road to US Route 14
P-91-101-07
PTB 142/33
McHenry County

Stakeholder Workshop #5 Summary

The fifth Stakeholder Workshop Meeting for the Illinois Route 47 (IL 47) Study was held on
March 5, 2014 from 10:00AM to 12:00PM (noon). The workshop was held at the Huntley Park
District REC Center (12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL) located approximately ¼ mile west of IL 47
and approximately one mile south of the southern end of the study area.

Volunteers who participated in the Workshop were drawn from those who expressed interest at
the Public Meetings or additional meetings with interested groups and agencies. Electronic
invitation cards were sent by email to stakeholder volunteers to participate in the workshop and
hard copies were mailed to stakeholders who did not have an email address on file. Twenty-two
stakeholders attended the meeting.

The purpose of the workshop was to:

 update the stakeholders on project progress and next steps
 present the Preferred Alternative, and
 present the proposed Best Management Practices (BMPs).

The workshop included a power point presentation on the following topics:

 Project Overview
 Summary of Process to Date
 Purpose and Need
 Existing Conditions
 Preferred Alternative
 Proposed BMPs
 Next Steps

Following the presentation, stakeholders expressed concerns or questions on the following
topics:

1. Reimbursement to local agencies (Townships) for additional roadway maintenance costs
which would be incurred as a result of traffic diverting to local roads during construction
of the proposed project.

2. Will the water treatment BMPs be designed to reduce or eliminate impacts to sensitive
areas including the Kishwaukee Headwaters?

3. Will there be accommodations for bicycle crossings perpendicular to the roadway?
4. Would single-family homes on a cross-road receive noise abatement?



5. Will there be enough culverts designed to adequately allow water flow from the
Kishwaukee Headwaters?

Attendees were able to review the exhibit boards after the presentation. The exhibits included:
(1) a roll plot of the proposed improvements over an aerial background, (2) renderings of the
typical sections, and (3) exhibit boards showing the project purpose and need, crash data, and
traffic volume data.

The next step for the study will be to finalize the Environmental Assessment and have a public
hearing.

Project Team Attendance

 Cary Lewis, IDOT
 Marty Morse, IDOT
 Kirsten Mawhinney, AECOM
 Brian Smith, AECOM

Stakeholder Member Attendance

 Connie Lane, Nicor
 Dan Havlir, Citizen
 Jerry Hutchinson, Citizen
 Marilyn Hutchinson, Citizen
 Ders Anderson, Openlands
 Mike Balleto, Gardens of Woodstock
 Chalen Daigle, McHenry County Division of Transportation
 Timothy Farrell, Village of Huntley
 Kirk Hamilton, Citizen
 Tom Harding, Citizen
 Scott Hennings, McHenry County Division of Transportation
 Tim Kellogg, Templeton Property Consultants
 Fred Mullard, Village of Lake in the Hills
 Charlie Nordman, Village of Huntley
 Jason Osborne, McHenry County Division of Transportation
 Shannon Andrews, Village of Lakewood
 Paul Ruscko, City of Woodstock
 Nancy Topalovich, American Community Bank & Trust
 Penny Wilkerson, Citizen
 Nancy Williamson, Illinois Department of Natural Resources
 Dan Olson, Village of Lake in the Hills
 Jeff Mawdsley, City of Crystal Lake
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IL Route 47 from Reed Road to U.S. Route 14  
 Preliminary Engineering and Environmental (Phase I) Study 

Public Hearing Summary 

Public Hearing Summary  
 
The public hearing for the IL Route 47 from Reed Road to U.S. Route 14 Preliminary Engineering and 
Environmental (Phase I) Study was held on Thursday, March 12, 2015 at the Huntley Recreation Center, 
12015 Mill Street, Huntley, IL from 4 – 7 PM. The public hearing was conducted in an open house format 
with a public comment forum, which started at 6:00 p.m.  A court reporter was present to transcribe 
oral comments during the public hearing.  Attendees could sign-up for the public comment forum to 
publicly speak their comments, which were documented by the court reporter. 
 
There were two rooms available for the public to view project materials, one room displayed a 
continuous audio-visual presentation that included information regarding the project overview, a review 
of the Purpose and Need, alternatives development and evaluation process, preferred alternative, 
Environmental Assessment (EA), request for feedback on the Environmental Assessment and public 
hearing materials, and the next steps of the project.  The second room contained exhibit boards and roll 
plot maps, and attendees had the opportunity to speak with representatives from IDOT and the Project 
Study team.  Representatives from the Pleasant Valley Road Re-alignment Study were also available to 
speak with attendees about that project.  An exhibit showing the proposed improvements from that 
study was also displayed at the Public Hearing.  The hearing was attended by 84 people.    Within the 
comment period, which ended on March 26, 2015, 10 comment forms, 13 emails, 7 letters were 
received.  In addition, three individuals spoke during the public comment forum and nine individuals 
spoke with the court reporter during the hearing.  These comment methods resulted in 155 comments 
submitted during the public comment period. 

Identification of Stakeholders 
 
Per IDOT’s Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) procedures, a stakeholder is anyone who could be affected 
by the project and has a stake in its outcome. Stakeholders are identified as all residents of the study 
area and interested parties that help IDOT understand the needs for, and concerns about, the 
transportation system. IDOT can take this input, along with all of its other work and analysis, and use it 
to make planning and design decisions.  

The identification of stakeholders was done through a combination of desktop searches and input from 
local community leaders. Stakeholders were added to the initial stakeholder list throughout the project 
process.  All stakeholders expressing interest in the project were added to the project mailing list, and 
have had the opportunity to participate in the process through various public outreach opportunities 
including: the project website, public meetings, newsletters, and press releases.  All stakeholders 
expressing interest in the project will continue to be added to the project mailing list and will be able to 
participate in the process through various public outreach opportunities. 
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Public Involvement Efforts 
Display Ad:  
Below is the display ad notifying the public of the Thursday, March 12, 2015 Public Hearing. The ad 
included the purpose of the hearing, a description of the hearing format, and contact information. 
 

 
 

The display ad ran in the following newspaper.  

Publication  Type Run Date(s) 

The Northwest Herald  Daily 
 
Thursday, February 19, 2015 
Thursday, March 5, 2015 
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Postcards: 
A 4”x6” postcard which served as a public hearing invitation was produced and mailed to 280 
stakeholders approximately three (3) weeks prior to the public hearing.  

   

 
 
Press Release: 
A press release announcing the public hearing was distributed through IDOT’s Office of Communication. 
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E-blast Invitation: 
In addition to the advertisements, press release, and newsletter mailing, the public hearing was 
announced to stakeholders on February 23, 2015 via electronic invitations to those stakeholders who 
provided email addresses.  
 

 
 
3rd Party Outreach: 
Third party outreach included the following efforts: 

• McHenry County Division of Transportation provided a link to the project website and public 
hearing announcement. 

• City of Woodstock: the public hearing was added to the City’s website calendar. 
• Village of Huntley:  the public hearing announcement was added to the Village website. 
 

Attendance   
 
The following officials were in attendance: 
- Four McHenry County Board members were present, including the County Board Chair. These were 
Tina Hill (D5), Mike Skala (D5), Bob Nowak (D1), and Joe Gottemoller (D3 and Chair). 
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Additional agencies/organizations represented: 
- McHenry County Division of Transportation: Wally Dittrich, Kirsten Mellem, Scott Hennings 
- McHenry County Conservation District: Brad Woodson, Sarah Rummel  
- City of Woodstock: Joe Starzynski, Paul Ruscko 
- Village of Huntley: Tim Farrell, Lisa Armour, Ronda Goldman (Huntley Trustee) 
- Village of Lake in the Hills: Fred Mullard, Dan Olson 
- Village of Crystal Lake: Abby Wilgreen 
- McHenry County Farm Bureau:  Dan Volkers 
- Kishwaukee River Ecosystem Partnership (KREP):  Ders Anderson 
 
Businesses represented: 
- Hamilton Farms 
- Crystal Woods Golf Course 
- Visit McHenry County (Convention and Visitors Bureau) 
 
Media outlets represented: 
- The Courier News 
- The First Electric Newspaper 

 

Comments 
The project comment period was open from February 19, 2015 to March 26, 2015. Throughout the 
public comment period, hard copies of the EA were available for public review at IDOT – District 1 offices 
as well as the Huntley and Woodstock public libraries.  The EA was also available on the project website. 
Within this period the project received 155 comments. The topics include the following: 
 
Common Comment themes include: 
 

• Access management 
• Alternative routes during construction  
• Concerns about increased noise 
• Constructability 
• Environmental Assessment documentation 
• Environmental impacts 
• Expected growth accommodations 
• Funding 
• General support for the project 
• Mailing List Interest 
• Pedestrian/bicycle accommodations  
• Preferred Alternative Design 
• Property acquisition  
• Signalized intersection considerations 
• Transit accommodations  
• Wildlife crossings 
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