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The vision of the Illiana Corridor dates back to the 1909 Plan of 

Chicago by Daniel Burnham and Edward Bennett that included an 

“Outer Encircling Highway” serving northeastern Illinois and north-

west Indiana. Conceptual highway corridors linking Illinois and 

Indiana south of Interstate 80 were also studied by regional planning 

agencies in both states in the 1960’s and 1970’s. More recently, 

feasibility studies for a potential Illiana expressway were completed 

in 2009 by Indiana and a supplemental study in 2010 by Illinois.

Following completion of these studies, a memorandum of understanding 

was signed on June 9, 2010 by the Governors of Illinois and Indiana, 

which formalized the partnership between the two states for planning 

a potential new transportation linkage. Recently enacted legislation 

in both states also allows a “public private partnership” or “P3”, 

which allows private sector financing for constructing or  operating 

a transportation facility.

Project History

Why is the 
study being 
done and what 
is the process?
Previous studies have indicated possible ben-
efits for an east-west transportation corridor 
extending from I-55 in Illinois to I-65 in Indiana.  
These include providing an alternate route for 
motorists traveling the I-90/94 corridor, relieving 
traffic on the I-80 Borman/Kingery Express-
way and U.S. 30, serving as a bypass for trucks 
around the congested metropolitan highways, 
providing access to one of the largest “inland 
port” intermodal freight areas in the U.S. and 
the proposed South Suburban Airport, sup-
porting economic development in this area, 
and the potential for substantial job creation. 
Will County, Illinois was one of the fastest-
growing counties in the U.S. between 2000 and 
2010, adding 175,000 residents and increasing        
demand for additional transportation options.

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) 
and Indiana Department of Transportation (IN-
DOT) are initiating the Illiana Corridor Study, 
following the federal National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) process. The NEPA process 
will be approached in two parts, or Tiers, with 
extensive stakeholder involvement throughout. 
Tier One will involve the identification of trans-
portation needs, the development and evaluation 
of alternatives for all modes, and the selection 
of a preferred alternative (or corridor) at a 
conceptual level of detail. The results of Tier 
One will set the stage for more in depth dis-
cussions and analysis in Tier Two, which will 
involve more detailed engineering and envi-
ronmental studies for the preferred Tier One 
alternative. Many potential alternatives will be 
considered in the study as well as a “no build” 
alternative, and the study will strive to identify 
an alternative that provides the best balance of 
serving transportation needs, avoiding or mini-
mizing environmental impacts, and incorporating 
community input and values.

IDOT is managing the consulting contracts and overall study. INDOT is    

fi nancially participating in the study and will provide leadership for the Indiana 

portion of the study area. IDOT and INDOT will act as joint lead agencies with the 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for preparation of the Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS). A consultant team led by Parsons Brinckerhoff (PB) will 

conduct the Illiana Corridor Study for IDOT and INDOT.

Who is conducting the study?

F
A

C
T

 S
H

E
E

T
Is

s
u

e
 1

 • M
a

y
 2

0
1

1 

K - 1



C
S
X

NS

CNEJE

EJ
E

U
P

U
P

BS
FN

H
or

se
 C

re
ek

Kankakee River

Ro
ck

 C
re

ek

Ex
lin

e 
Sl

ou
gh

Prairie Creek

Forked C
reek

K
ankakee C

utoff

Jackson Creek

Pl
um

 C
re

ek

Tr
im

 C
re

ek

W
es

t 
C

re
ek

C
ed

ar
 C

re
ek

Singleton Ditch

Stony R
un

Kankakee River

E
as

t 
B

ra
nc

h 
 S

to
ry

 R
un

Deep Rive
r

53

50

394

1

17

2

55

53

17
114 10

Ill
in

oi
s

Indiana
55

80

57

65

30

52

45

52

45

113

6

41

231
Cedar Lake

Lowell

Bonfield

Essex

 

University Park

Park Forest

Crete

Steger

Ford Heights

Sauk Village

Lynwood
Dyer

Schererville

Griffith

Merrillville

Hobart

Winfield

Crown Point

Schneider

Momence
Bourbonnais

Bradley

Kankakee

Manteno

East Brooklyn

Gardner

Godley
Braceville

Braidwood

DiamondCoal City

Wilmington

Channahon

MinookaMinooka

Shorewood
Joliet

Rockdale

New Lenox

Mokena Frankfort

Olympia Fields

Matteson

Richton Park

Chicago Heights

St. John

Beecher

Grant Park

De Motte

Symerton

Elwood

Manhattan

Peotone

Sun River Terrace

Monee

Will

Kankakee

Cook

Lake

CNCNCNEJEEJEEJE

Kankakee River

Kankakee River

Kankakee River

1717
114114 1010

80803030

BonfieldBonfieldBonfield

EssexEssexEssex

Park ForestPark ForestPark Forest StegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerStegerSteger

Ford HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord HeightsFord Heights

Sauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk VillageSauk Village

LynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwoodLynwood
DyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyerDyer

ScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleScherervilleSchererville

GriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffithGriffith

MerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillvilleMerrillville

HobartHobartHobart

SchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneiderSchneider

MomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomenceMomence
BourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnaisBourbonnais

BradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradleyBradley

KankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakeeKankakee

East BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast BrooklynEast Brooklyn

GardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardnerGardner

BracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBracevilleBraceville

Coal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal CityCoal City

MinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinookaMinooka

ShorewoodShorewoodShorewoodShorewoodShorewoodShorewoodShorewoodShorewood
JolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJolietJoliet

RockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdale
8080
Rockdale
8080
RockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdaleRockdale

New LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew LenoxNew Lenox

MokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokenaMokena FrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfortFrankfort

Olympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia FieldsOlympia Fields

MattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMattesonMatteson

Richton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton ParkRichton Park

Chicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago HeightsChicago Heights

De MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe MotteDe Motte

Sun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River TerraceSun River Terrace

CookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCookCook

N

Public Participation Opportunities 
IDOT and INDOT are using Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) on this project. CSS is a collaborative 
approach that involves all stakeholders to develop a facility that fits into its surroundings 
and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic, and environmental resources while maintaining safety and 
mobility. The purpose of CSS is to gather and consider input on the project from all interested stake-
holders, and to encourage design fl exibility to incorporate environmental and community values as 
well as meet transportation objectives.

Public involvement is a key component of CSS and is strongly encouraged during the study. Plans are 
underway to provide many opportunities for the public to provide input on their needs and potential 
solutions within the study area. Forums include corridor planning and technical task force groups, 
public meetings, and small group meetings. Through these and other means, IDOT and INDOT will 
proactively seek stakeholder input and partnerships early and often. Up-to-date information and a 
way to comment will be available on the project website at www.illianacorridor.org by mid-June 2011.

Where is the study area?

Illinois Department of Transportation-District 1 
ATTN.:  Kesti Susinskas   
201 W. Center Court 
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
847-705-4126

Project Schedule

The Illiana Corridor Tier One 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) Study was initiated in April 
2011 and is anticipated to be 
completed within 24 months. 
Tier Two EIS studies may take 
an additional 24-36 months. The 
Tier One and Tier Two EIS are 
the only phases of the project 
that are funded. Land acquisi-
tion, contract plan preparation, 
and construction are currently 
not funded. 

The Illiana Study area is located in southern Will County and northern 
Kankakee County in Illinois and southern Lake County in Indiana. The 
study area is generally located between I-65 on the east, I-55 on the west,  
and bordered by U.S. 30 to the North.

Indiana Department of Transportation  
ATTN.: Greg Kicinski 
100 N. Senate Avenue, #N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
317-234-1534

Contacts

Printed using soy based inks on recycled paper. K - 2



GET INVOLVED! 
Check our website 

www.IllianaCorridor.org for project
updates, sign-up for the mailing list,

and to send comments to us.

Illiana     NEWS
P A R T N E R I N G  F O R  S U C C E S S

Issue 1 • June 2011

You’re Invited… 
      Illiana Public Meetings to Be Held
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Illinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways - District One
201 W. Center Court
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
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Corridor Planning Group 
and Technical Task Force 

to Provide Input

PAGE 3 

Stakeholder Participation
 Opportunities

•
What’s Next?

•
Study Website:

 The Official Information Source  

www.IllianaCorridor.org

The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department 
of Transportation (INDOT) are pleased to announce the initiation of the 
Illiana Corridor Study.

The study process will follow the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) process. The NEPA process will be 
approached in two parts, or Tiers, with extensive 
stakeholder involvement throughout.

Tier One will involve the identification of transportation 
needs, the development and evaluation of alternatives 
for all modes, and the selection of a preferred alternative 

at a conceptual level of detail. It is anticipated that Tier 
One will be completed by the Spring of 2013.

After the completion of Tier One, Tier Two studies will 
be initiated, and involve more detailed engineering 
and environmental studies for the preferred Alternative. 
Tier Two may take an additional 24-36 months.

Detailed Engineering and Environmental
Studies of Preferred Alternative

Select 
Preferred 
Alternative

Develop & Evaluate 
Alternatives for 

All modes

Identify 
Transportation 

Needs

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

ILLINOIS
Tuesday, June 21, 2011
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Matteson Hotel and Conference Center 
(Holiday Inn)
500 Holiday Plaza Drive
Matteson, IL 60443

INDIANA
Wednesday, June 22, 2011
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Crown Point High School
1500 South Main Street
Crown Point, IN 46307

* This meeting will be accessible to handicapped individuals. Anyone needing specific assistance should contact Kara Olson 
   of Images, Inc. at (630) 510-3944. Persons planning to attend who will need a sign language interpreter or other  similar 
   accommodations should notify the TTY/TTD number (800) 526-0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and 
   for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five days prior to the meeting.

Illiana Corridor Study Begins

Study will follow the 
         Federal Environmental Process

continued on page 2

IDOT and INDOT have scheduled two public meetings to present the study schedule, planning 
process, and stakeholder involvement opportunities. The purpose of these meetings are to seek 
input from stakeholders on the transportation issues, concerns, and needs for the Illiana study area.

Attendees will have the opportunity to view a PowerPoint presentation, review exhibits, provide 
comments, and meet with IDOT, INDOT and study team representatives on a one-on-one basis. 
Also, a question and answer forum will be held at 5:30 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. each day.

Illinois Department of Transportation-District 1	
ATTN.:  Kesti Susinskas 		
201 W. Center Court	
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
847-705-4126
    

Indiana Department of Transportation		
ATTN.: Angie Fegaras
315 E. Boyd, Blvd.
LaPorte, Indiana 46350
219-325-7507 

Contacts

The Tier One and Tier Two EIS are the only phases of the project 
that are funded. Land acquisition, contract plan preparation, 

and construction are currently not funded. 

What’s Inside
This publication 

provides a format to 
keep you informed about

 new project developments.You’re Invited to a Public Meeting!
(see back panel for dates and times)

K - 3



2 | www.IllianaCorridor.org  

The Illiana public involvement framework is based upon IDOT 
and INDOT’s Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) policies. CSS 
is a collaborative approach that involves all stakeholders to 
develop a facility that fits into its surroundings and preserves 
scenic, aesthetic, historic, and environmental resources while 
maintaining safety and mobility. The purpose of CSS is to 
gather and consider input on the project from all interested 
stakeholders, and to encourage design flexibility to incorporate 
environmental and community values as well as meet 
transportation objectives.

Forums include a Corridor Planning Group, a Technical 
Task Force, Public Meetings, a Public Hearing, small group 
meetings, newsletters, and a project website. IDOT and INDOT 
will proactively seek stakeholder input and partnerships early 
and often to develop a consensus on solutions. Up-to-date 
information and a way to comment will be available on the 
study website.

Data 
Collection

Purpose
& Need

Alternatives Development 
& Evaluation

Preferred 
Alternatives
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What’s Next? 

Over the next several months, the project team will collect data, analyze existing conditions and seek stakeholder 
input to define the study area transportation needs. By the fall of 2011, the process will move into the development 
of potential alternatives.

Tier One Study Timeline

Stakeholder Participation Opportunities

Public involvement is a key component of 
the Illiana Corridor Study. The website is an 
important element of the program. It is designed 
to communicate information about the project and 
process as it becomes available. More importantly, 
it offers the stakeholders an opportunity to contact 
the project team or comment on the project 
throughout the study process through a comment 
page on the website.

The website will include project information, 
including reports and other project publications, 
frequently asked questions with answers, meeting 
information, mailing list sign-up, IDOT/INDOT 
contact information, and a comment form.

Get involved, find out more 
information, sign-up on the 

mailing list, and write 
your comments to us at 

www.illianacorridor.org.

3 | www.IllianaCorridor.org

IDOT and INDOT are forming Project Working Groups. These groups 
will meet to participate in every major aspect of the NEPA process, 
including the definition of transportation needs, the development and 
evaluation of alternatives, and the selection of a preferred alternative.  

The Corridor Planning Group (CPG) will provide broad perspectives as 
well as community level input regarding every aspect of the Illiana 
Study. The Corridor Planning Group (CPG) consists of study area 
municipal leaders, representatives from Will (IL), Kankakee (IL) and Lake 
(IN) Counties along with the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 
(CMAP) Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission (NIRPC) 
and the Kankakee Area Transportation Study (KATS).

The Technical Task Force (TTF) will provide technical expertise and 
additional perspectives, and consists of staff, other governmental 
bodies, transportation agencies, resource agencies, and interested 
groups or organizations.  These Working Groups will meet on a monthly 
or bi-monthly basis throughout the Study, and the general public is 
welcome to attend and observe these meetings.

Corridor Planning Group and Technical Task Force to Provide Input

Stay informed!

STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION OPPORTUNITIES:  Public Meetings and Workshops > Project Website > Agency Meetings 
> Newsletters > Media Outreach > Speakers’ Bureaus > Corridor Planning Group & Technical Task Force > Small Group Meetings

                  Study 
             Website: 
THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION SOURCE!

Illiana Corridor Study Begins (continued from page 1)
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Illiana Study Area Map

INDOT and IDOT have formed a bi-state partnership that 
seeks to identify a long term transportation solution for a 
study area that extends from I-55 on the west to I-65 on the 
west in Will, Kankakee (IL) and Lake (IN) Counties.

This study will begin with a comprehensive look at the 
transportation needs in the study area through a combination 

of stakeholder input and technical studies. IDOT and 
INDOT will continue to reach out and engage stakeholders 
throughout the study process through a variety of 
opportunities and methods intended to maximize public 
participation in the identification of project solutions.
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Guy Tridgell, IDOT (312)-814-4693 
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ILLIANA CORRIDOR STUDY BEGINS 
Extensive Stakeholder Outreach Underway 

 
Springfield, IL and Indianapolis, IN- The Bi-State partnership formed last year by 
Governors Pat Quinn of Illinois and Mitch Daniels of Indiana is moving forward with planning 
for the Illiana Corridor.  This joint effort is being managed by the Illinois Department of 
Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), and seeks to 
identify a long term transportation solution in a study area extending from I-55 on the west to 
I-65 on the east.  
 
The Illiana Study will follow the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), and involve the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement, or EIS.  The EIS 
will be pursued in two parts, or Tiers.  Tier One, which is expected to  be completed by May 
of 2013, will involve identifying the transportation needs, developing and evaluating a range 
of alternatives, and selecting a preferred plan at a conceptual level of detail.  Tier Two, which 
includes more detailed engineering and environmental studies for the preferred plan, is 
expected to be completed within 24 to 36 months after the completion of Tier One.  Funding 
alternatives will also be considered, and both States have adopted Public Private Partnership 
(P3) legislation, which allows the Illiana Study to use private investment for the financing, 
construction and operation of a transportation facility. 
 
“We look forward to working together to address the transportation needs in a way that keeps 
people, goods, and the economy moving forward while protecting environmentally sensitive 
areas”, said Greg Kicinski, Director of Project Management for INDOT. 
 
Stakeholder involvement will be a key feature of the planning process, including Working 
Groups (currently being formed), Public Meetings, a Public Hearing, a project website 
(www.illianacorridor.org), newsletters, small group meetings, and a Speakers Bureau.  Public 
Meeting # 1 will be held from 5 p.m. to 8 p.m. on June 21st at the Matteson Hotel Conference 
Center (Holiday Inn) in Matteson, Illinois and on June 22nd at Crown Point High School in 
Crown Point Indiana. 
 
“The Illiana Corridor Study represents more than a partnership between two States – it’s a 
partnership with every stakeholder who is interested in transportation within the study area”, 
said Diane O’Keefe, Region One Engineer for IDOT’s Chicago area office. 
 

-xxx- 
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The Illinois Department of Transportation and the Indiana Department of Transportation 
welcome you to the first Public Meeting of the Illiana Corridor Study. We thank you for 
attending today’s meeting, and look forward to your continued participation throughout 
the study process. 
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This study will begin with a comprehensive review of the transportation needs in the study 
area, through a combination of stakeholder input and technical analysis. A range of 
alternatives to address those needs will also be developed and evaluated, while also 
considering financing options. 

Stakeholder input is a big part of the planning process; IDOT and INDOT will continue to 
reach out and engage stakeholders throughout the study process through a variety of 
opportunities and methods intended to maximize public participation in the identification 
of project solutions.
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The purpose of today’s meeting is to outline the overall process and schedule, and gather 
your early input regarding the transportation needs.
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The vision of the Illiana Corridor dates back to the 1909 plan of Chicago by Daniel Burnham 
that included an “outer encircling highway” serving northeastern Illinois and northwestern 
Indiana. Conceptual highway corridors linking Illinois and Indiana south of Interstate 80 
were also studied by regional planning agencies in both states in the 1960’s and 1970’s. 

More recently, feasibility studies for a potential Illiana expressway were completed in 2009 
by Indiana and a supplemental study in 2010 by Illinois. These showed that transportation 
improvements could be possible, and set the stage for formal studies, which we are now 
beginning.  
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Following completion of these studies, a memorandum of understanding was signed on 
June 9, 2010 by the Governors of Illinois and Indiana, which formalized the partnership 
between the two states for planning a potential new transportation linkage. 

Recently enacted legislation in both states also allows a “public private partnership” or 
“P3”, which allows for private sector financing for constructing or operating a 
transportation facility.
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Now more than 100 years after Burnham's plan,  this region is in a different place and has
additional demands for transportation options. That’s why this study will begin with a blank 
slate.

The study area is located in southern Will County and northern Kankakee County in Illinois 
and southern Lake County in Indiana.  The area is generally located between I‐65 on the 
east, I‐55 on the west and bordered by U.S. 30 to the north and northern Kankakee County 
to the south.
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Who will be participating in the study?

The Illinois Department of Transportation is managing the consulting contracts and overall 
study and Indiana Department of Transportation is financially participating in the study and 
will provide leadership for the Indiana portion of the study area.  IDOT and INDOT will act 
as joint lead agencies with the Federal Highway Administration for preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

A consultant team led by Parsons Brinckerhoff will conduct technical studies and 
coordinate stakeholder outreach efforts. These efforts will include outreach to elected 
officials, regional agencies, transportation providers, the business community, interest 
groups, city and county technical staff such as engineers, planners and public works 
officials, the general public and potential users.
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The study will follow the National Environmental Policy Act or (NEPA) process which is the 
basic framework for transportation planning. The NEPA process will be approached in two 
parts, or Tiers, with extensive stakeholder involvement throughout.

The study results will be documented in an Environmental Impact Statement or (EIS) which 
will outline the technical work and stakeholder input that support the Tier One preferred 
alternative. The study will strive to identify an alternative that provides the best balance of 
serving transportation needs, avoiding or minimizing environmental impacts, incorporating 
community input and values, and financial viability. 
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You will often hear reference to the two tiers of the Illiana study. What are these tiers and 
what do they mean? 

Tier One will involve the identification of transportation needs, the development and 
evaluation of alternatives for all modes, and the selection of a preferred corridor 
alternative at a conceptual level of detail. A range of factors is considered in the decision 
making process including stakeholder input, engineering, and environmental 
considerations. It is anticipated that this Tier will be completed by spring of 2013.

Tier Two begins with the more in‐depth discussion and analysis of the preferred alternative 
in Tier One.  This will involve more detailed engineering and environmental studies to 
define a preliminary design and footprint of the project, and detail financing options. Tier 
Two may take an additional 24‐36 months.

Currently only planning studies (Tiers) are funded.
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The Tier One study process includes four distinct but interrelated steps that build upon each other. 

The first step which is ongoing, involves collection and analyzing a variety of information, including traffic, 
safety, population, employment and environmental data, as well as stakeholder input. This information is 
used for step two, which is developing something called a purpose and need, which is a summary of the 
transportation problems that will be addressed. 

The next step in the study process involves working with stakeholders to develop alternatives to address 
those problems. 

The last step of Tier One involves evaluating the alternatives and selecting a preferred alternative. These 
findings in addition to those identified in the previous steps are reported in the Environmental Impact 
Statement. IDOT and INDOT will consider all input, including stakeholder comments and technical analysis 
when the final decision is determined on a preferred alternative. 

10K - 56



The Illiana study will use the Context Sensitive Solutions process, known as CSS.  CSS is a 
collaborative approach that seeks to involve all stakeholders in the study process to 
develop a facility that fits into its surroundings, using a flexible and creative approach to 
design.  CSS promotes frequent communication, and addresses all modes of transportation, 
and strives to preserve scenic, aesthetic, historic and environmental resources while 
maintaining safety and mobility.
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There will be numerous opportunities to become involved in this study. Some of these 
opportunities include:

Public meetings such as today’s, and workshops scheduled throughout the project. These 
will provide forums for the meaningful exchange of ideas and open dialogue on the project.

The project website will continually be updated with project data, study progress and will 
allow for the submission of comments online.

Newsletters corresponding with project milestones will be mailed to all stakeholders and 
anyone wishing to be added to the project mailing list.

The study team will be available to attend small group meetings, to allow for a more 
informal communication setting.

Additionally, IDOT and INDOT have established a Project Working Group structure to assist 
with development of project recommendations. 

Through these and other means, IDOT and INDOT will proactively seek stakeholder input 
and partnerships early and often.
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The public involvement opportunities just described are part of the formal Stakeholder 
Involvement Plan, or SIP, developed for this study.  

The SIP serves as a blueprint for defining the outreach tools and methods, identifies the 
roles and responsibilities of study participants, and establishes the timing of activities 
planned throughout the study to engage the public in the process. The SIP also provides the 
forum for communicating the decision‐making process between the public, local agencies 
and government officials to identify transportation solutions. 

The Illiana Stakeholder Involvement Plan is available for review on the project website at 
illianacorridor.org.
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To provide a forum for discussions of details about the goals, objectives, and potential 
improvements of the Illiana Corridor, IDOT and INDOT are forming a Project Working 
Group. This group will meet to participate in every major aspect of the NEPA process.

The Project Working Group, is comprised of:

Project sponsors from IDOT, INDOT, and the Federal Highway Administration;

The Corridor Planning Group, which consists of leaders from each of the communities 
within the study area, representatives from Will, Kankakee and Lake Counties along with 
the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning, Kankakee Area Transportation Study, and 
the Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission;

And the Technical Task Force group which is comprised of stakeholders that will provide 
technical expertise.

The first combined meeting with these groups was held last week, when participants 
identified their transportation issues and goals for the study. This group will meet on a 
regular basis throughout the study process. 
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In addition to the working groups, Public meetings such as today’s event are an important 
part of the process, and will be scheduled to seek broader input at each stage of the 
planning process. 

Public Meeting #2 will be hosted later this fall to present the purpose and need and initial 
alternatives; Public Meeting #3 will be held in the spring of 2012.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement, which summarizes the finalist alternatives and 
identifies the preferred alternative, is then prepared, and will be presented at a Public 
Hearing in the Summer of 2012.
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Work will continue with collecting information on current conditions, future population, 
employment growth, and predicting future travel demand.  By identifying the current and 
future project deficiencies and needs, a Problem Statement will be created to help guide 
the development of the project Purpose and Need.

The Purpose and Need will be the basis for the development, evaluation, and screening of 
alternatives.  
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At the conclusion of this presentation, we ask you to visit the exhibit area. There will be a 
series of large‐scale aerials of the study area. We encourage you to identify your 
transportation issues with the provided post‐it notes and place them on the maps in the 
appropriate location of the study area. 
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If you have questions this evening, study team members are available in the exhibit room 
to help.  At 5:30 and 7:00 PM we are also holding a question and answer session in this 
room.  If you would like to take part in these sessions and have questions, please fill out a 
question and answer notecard and drop it in the question box or hand it to a study team 
member anytime throughout each session, and a moderator will present the questions to 
study team members to answer.
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Throughout the exhibit area feel free to fill out a comment form that you can finish today 
or mail later. You may also submit comments through our project website. We encourage 
comments throughout the course of the study, but for inclusion in this public meeting 
record, please submit your comments by July 6, 2011.

Your input is valuable. It is our continued commitment throughout this study to include 
stakeholders in this process. We want to hear from you!
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We appreciate your attendance, and hope to see you at future meetings as well.  Please 
visit the exhibit room to give us your issues and concerns and meet with study team 
members who are available to discuss the study. This concludes the presentation. If you 
have missed any part of the presentation, it will restart again momentarily. 
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Welcome! 
Public Meeting
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History of Illiana

• �1909 Plan of Chicago recommended 
an “outer encircling highway”

• �Studied by regional planning 
agencies in NE IL & NW IN in  
the 1960s and 1970s

• �Recommended in previous  
long-range transportation plans 

• �Feasibility studies completed in 
2009 by Indiana and a supplemental 
study in 2010 by Illinois
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Where is the Study Area?
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Bi-State Partnership

• �Memorandum of Understanding  
Signed June 9, 2010 by Illinois Governor 
Pat Quinn and Indiana Governor  
Mitch Daniels formalized the partnership 
between both states for planning a 
potential new transportation linkage. 

• �Recently enacted legislation in both 
states allows a Public Private Partnership 
(P3) which allows for private sector 
financing for constructing or operating  
a transportation facility.
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Study Process: What is NEPA?

• �The National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) requires 
federal agencies to integrate 
environmental values into their 
decision making processes by 
considering the environmental 
impacts of their proposed actions 
and reasonable alternatives to 
those actions.
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Tiered Environmental Process

Detailed Engineering and Environmental
Studies of Preferred Alternative

Select 
Preferred 
Alternative

Develop & Evaluate 
Alternatives for 

All Modes

Identify 
Transportation 

Needs

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

Detailed Engineering and Environmental
Studies of Preferred Alternative

Select 
Preferred 
Alternative

Develop & Evaluate 
Alternatives for 

All Modes

Identify 
Transportation 

Needs

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T

Develop, evaluate, and recommend preferred transportation alternative

Detailed alignment, definition and evaluation
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Tier One Timeline

Data 
Collection

Purpose
& Need

Alternatives Development 
& Evaluation

Preferred 
Alternatives

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T  A N D  A G E N C Y  I N P U T2011 2013

WE ARE HERE

> Initiate stakeholder 
   involvement 
   and scoping

> Data Collection

> Stakeholder Problem 
   Statement

> Existing transportation 
   system conditions 
   analyses

> Facilitate and incorporate 
   stakeholder input

> Review and incorporate 
   technical analyses 
   findings

> Prepare Purpose & Need 
   Statement

> Initial corridor alternatives development 
   and evaluation

> Alternatives carried forward

> Finalist alternative

> Engineering & Environmental 
   Analysis

> Draft Environmental Impact    
   Statement (DEIS)

> Identification of preferred 
   alternative

> Final Environmental Impact 
   Statement (FEIS)

> Record of Decision
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KEY PRINCIPLES
•	Balance mobility, community 
	 needs, and environment, with 
	 safety paramount

•	Involve stakeholders early and 		 	 	 	
	 often in the planning process

•	Address all transportation modes

• Involve all appropriate disciplines 
	 in planning and design

• Consider flexibility as part of design

• Incorporate aesthetics into design

CSS is used by IDOT and INDOT in the planning and design of major projects.

Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)

An interdisciplinary approach that seeks 
effective, multimodal transportation solutions 
by working with stakeholders to 
develop, build, and maintain cost-effective 
transportation facilities which fit into and 
reflect the project’s surroundings.
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Project Working Group Structure

� Agencies
(i.e. transportation, 

resource etc.)
•

Communities, Counties, 
other units of Government

•
Interested Groups

•
Organizations

TECHNICAL
TASK 
FORCE

CORRIDOR 
PLANNING GROUP

(CPG)

PROJECT SPONSORS
IDOT • INDOT • FHWA

County and
Municipalities 

•
Northwestern Indiana

Regional Planning 
Commission

Counties and 
Municipalities 

• 
Chicago Metropolitan 
Agency for Planning

•
Kankakee Area 
Transportation 
 Study (KATS)

ILLINOIS INDIANA
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Stakeholder Involvement Plan

• �Blueprint for defining tools  
and methods 

• �Identifies roles and 
responsibilities of participants

• �Establishes timing of 
stakeholder activities

• �SIP on website for review 
(www.illianacorridor.org)
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Public Outreach Schedule

Data 
Collection

Purpose
& Need

Alternatives Development 
& Evaluation

Preferred 
Alternatives

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T  A N D  A G E N C Y  I N P U T2011 2013

WE ARE HERE

Public Meeting
June 2011
•	Study process

• �Solicit issues and 
concerns

Public Meeting
Fall 2011
•	�Present Purpose and 
Need

• �Solicit Alternatives 
and Evaluation

Public Meeting
Spring 2012
•	�Round 2 alternatives 
evaluation

• �Alternatives to be 
carried forward

Public Hearing
Summer 2012
•	Present DEIS
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These May Include:
	 • Transportation	
	 • Environmental

	 • Land Use

	 • Safety

	 • Traffic Congestion

	 • Modal Options

	 • Economic Development

	 • Quality of Life

Identify Transportation Issues

Develop a list of transportation issues 
and concerns in the project area and 

place them on the maps.
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Questions and Answers

• �If you have a question after viewing the 
PowerPoint presentation, please write it on  
this card and drop it in the question box. 

• �Study team members will respond to 
anonymous questions presented by an 
independent moderator beginning at  
5:30 p.m. and again at 7:00 p.m. 

• �Also, please feel free to speak to one of the 
Study Team representatives in the exhibit room. 

Thanks for your participation!

K - 79



Project Website

Visit 
illianacorridor.org 
for up to date 

project information

Express Your Opinion

• Written and online comment forms

• Comments received by JULY 6, 2011 
	 will become part of the Public 
	 Meeting record

Comment FormPublic Meeting #1 – June 21, 2011The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) are 

hosting the first Open House Public Meeting. The purpose of this meeting is to seek input from stakeholders on 

the transportation issues, concerns, and needs for the Illiana study area.  The study area is generally located 

between I-65 on the east, I-55 on the west and bordered by U.S. 30 to the North.

IDOT and INDOT encourage your input throughout the development process of this project.  Please place your 

comment forms in the box marked COMMENTS; or fax to (847) 705-4159;  or fold in thirds, tape closed, place a 

stamp and mail.   In addition, the Project’s website also accepts comments (www.illianacorridor.org).

Please send comments related to this meeting by July 6, 2011.  Comments received by this date will become part 

of the public record for this meeting.Comments/Questions:_________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

(Optional, Please Print)Name ______________________________________________________________________________________

Affiliation __________________________________________________________________________________

City/State ____________________________________________________Zip Code ______________________

Phone No.__________________________________________________________________

E-Mail Address _____________________________________________________________

Please do not add me to the mailing list

Comment Forms
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Illiana Public Meeting # 1 

Study Area Map Comments

Illinois 

Post It # Comment 
1 Can Illiana use some existing roadway right of way as part of footprint?

2 Midewin NTP currently being transferred from private to Midewin 

3 Midewin NTP land all the way to Kankakee River along Prairie creek 

4 Illinois Land and Conservation Act of 1996 (Federal Acts) no roads through Midewin NTP Lands 

5 Lots of floodplains south of Will County 

6 Verify church location 

7 Intermodal? South of County line Rd. on US 50 

8 Verify tank farm 

9 Plans for extension for METRA

10 2000 acre industrial Park- Logistics Center in University Park 

11 Extension of public transportation. How does this work?

12 Verify planning boundary for airport 

13 Initiate job training program early 

14 Does opportunity exist for Saux Village to access Lake Michigan water supply ?

15 Sauk Village- large logistics center at Sauk Trail and 394 Roadway express ABF, plus new 400 acre industrial center 

16 Lack of road connectivity at state line 

17 Vincennes Trail concerns 

18 Possible run railway system- adjacent to new highway to preserve more farmland 

19 Truck traffic on Route 1 and Route 17 
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Illiana Public Meeting # 1 

Study Area Map Comments 

Indiana 

Post It # Comment 
MAP 1 

1 Label Power line Corridor 

2
Our transportation solutions must include sustainability, mass transit (i.e., monorail) creates and sustains jobs. More highway lanes 

promotes sprawl 

3 Peotone Airport should not have any bearing on this- Its present traffic on I-80- I-294 etc. 3rd airport, Kankakee or Gary 

4 Put it south of Grant Park on Route 17 which trucks already use to get to Route 41

5 Do the taxpayers get a refund for the Cambridge report? 

6 Boom in houses 

7 Too many homes in this area, not suitable for a road

8 We have one toll way that is not used already-Why build another?

9 Will Mitch sell this highway too?

10 All modes of transport include horseback too

11 Label Power line Corridor 

12 Possible historic area 

13 How will Indiana benefit?

14 If Mitch had not leased the toll road the Borman wouldn’t be so crowded 

15 Include trails on entire length, include public transit to airport 

MAP 2 

16 Where does high-speed rail fit with this?

17 Any benefits for Southern corridor routes will be at the expense of the N. Lake County urban centers 

18 Fridays after 3 pm Bishop Ford over I-80 is a nightmare/ I-80 often a stand still 

19 Shut this expressway down 

20 Location of schools- Buildings not there 

21 Never heard of Shubert Lake (Lake inside Monastery) Is this the correct name?
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Illiana Public Meeting # 1 

Study Area Map Comments 

Indiana 

Post It # Comment 
22 Garbage "slows" trucks down 41 and 17 to Schera

23 Fill in pond 

24 "Lakewood Estates" Lake names? Not Red Wing Lake 

25 Far too south of Chicago 

26 Please preserve our farm land, put the highway on poor sails 

27 No school building here 

28 Housing boom 

29 Many new homes in subdivision 

30 Need to save our farmland! 

31 Never heard of Red Wing Lake 

32 Is this route being a consideration because of the power lines. Does the state of Indiana already own the right of way?

33 Public park not shown- Buckley Homestead, Belshaw and Hendrick are historic buildings

34 Centennial Farm- Chase and Belshaw Road

35 Purdue University Observatory (Dark Skies) Chase Street- 191 St. and Chase 

36 Centennial Farm- 18900 Grant 

37 Move to Newton County because of drainage issues 

38 I-65 south of Route 30 will not handle an increase in traffic 

39 Taking connection too far south on I-65 will negate the need/benefit of project 

40 What are you preparing to do with all the creeks and ditches that empty to Kankakee River?

41 Study extensive passenger and freight rail like in Burnham's day
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South Suburban Airport (Proposed Full Build)
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Public Meeting #1 Summary- Illinois  
 
The first Illinois public meeting for the Illiana Corridor Study was held on Tuesday, June 21, 2011 at the 
Matteson Hotel and Conference Center (Holiday Inn), 500 Holiday Plaza Drive, Matteson, Illinois from 5 
– 8 PM and media briefing was held from 4:15PM-5PM.  The meeting was an open house format with a 
continuous PowerPoint presentation, exhibit boards for review, and large scale aerials of the study area 
to which meeting attendees provided comments, suggestions, issues and concerns.   The meeting was 
attended by 71 people, and 9 comment forms were received. 
 
The following public officials were in attendance: 
- Lake County Commissioner:  Gerry Scheub 
- Forest Preserve District of Will County:  Tim Good 
- Village of University Park:  Mayor Vivian Covington 
- Village of University Park:  Trustee Milton Payton 
- Village of University Park:  Jerry Townsend 
- Village of University Park:  Trevor Davis 
- South Suburban Mayors and Managers Association:  Ed Paesel 
- Federal Aviation Administration:  Richard Kula 
- Kankakee County:  Mike Lammey 
- City of Wilmington:  City Administrator, Tony Graff 
- Will County Land Use Department:  Colin Duesing 
- USDA Forest Service:  Wade Spang 
- Village of Beecher:  Village President, Paul Lohmann 
- Village of Matteson:  Village Administrator, Brian Mitchell 
- Village of Manhattan:  Marc Nelson 
 
Additional agencies/organizations represented included: 
- Will County Land Use Department:  Colin Duesing 
- Will County Department of Highways:  Eric Wesel 
- Will County CED:  Alicia Hanlon 
- Park Forest Historical Society:  Michael Gans 
- Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie:  Robert Hommes 
- Local 150:  Charlie Johnson 
- Grundy Economic Development: Doug Pryor 
- Kankakee Regional Chamber:  David Hinderliter 
- Illinois Chamber of Commerce:  Gideon Blustein 
- Mark Thompson & Jim Messmore from Hanson on behalf of Aeronautics 
 
The following Media were represented: 
- Sun Times Media:  Brett Roseran 
- Times of NWI: Keith Benman 
- Chicago Tribune:  Rich Wronski  
- SouthTown:  Bob Rak 
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Meeting attendees had the opportunity to sign-up for consideration to participate on the Technical Task 
Force (TTF) and Corridor Planning Group (CPG).  1 Stakeholder signed up to be a TTF member.  
 
The 9 comment forms and 6 questions were submitted covered a variety of topics, with the most 
predominant themes including:   

Common Comment Categories:  
Study process and timeline 
Generally stakeholders wanted to know what the duration of the study process was and if the study 
could be accelerated as to protect the preferred right-of-way.  
 
Environmental Impacts  
Overall stakeholders were concerned with preserving existing environmental features including the 
Midewin National Tallgrass Prairie that is protected land. Also environmental impacts were highlighted 
on study area maps.  
 
Multi-modal Corridor 
Stakeholders cited concern over building a single mode facility as there is a need for increased rail 
connectivity among other transit options. A multimodal corridor serving trucks, broadband and 
commuter and freight rail was mentioned as a preferred alternative.  
 
Study Area 
Generally stakeholders were concerned how this study would connect to other proposed intermodal 
facilitates and airports. Also concerns were cited with increased traffic on I-57 and suggested alternate 
connectivity to I-80.   
 
Economic Development 
Economic Development was highlighted in reference to the corridor location as development and job 
growth would go hand in hand with the new facility.  
 
Funding 
Generally stakeholders were curious how this project would be funded during construction and on-going 
maintenance either through a tollway or what investors the state was interested in.   
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Public Meeting #1 Summary- Indiana  
 
The first Indiana public meeting for the Illiana Corridor Study was held on Wednesday, June 22, 2011 at 
Crown Point High School, located at 1500 South Main Street, Crown Point, Indiana from 5–8 PM and 
media briefing was held from 4:15PM-5PM.  The meeting was a hybrid open house format with a 
continuous PowerPoint presentation, question and answer forum, exhibit boards for review, and large 
scale maps of the study area to which meeting attendees provided comments, suggestions, issues and 
concerns.   The meeting was attended by 140 people, and 16 comment forms were received.   
 
The following public officials were in attendance: 
- Center Township:  Trustee Eldon Strong 
- Senator Coats Representative:  Dave Murtaugh 
- Town of Winfield:  Trustee Rollie Brauer 
- Town of Schneider:  Town Council President Richard Ludlow 
- Town of St. John:  Town Council President Michael Forbes 
 
Additional agencies/organizations represented included: 
- Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission (NIRPC):  Mitch Barloga 
- Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission (NIRPC):  Bill Brown 
- Active Transportation Alliance:  Leslie Phemister 
- Sierra Club:  George Malis 
- Sierra Club:  Sandy O’Brien 
- Sierra Club Dunelands Group:  David Ellis 
- Gardens on the Prairie:  Wayne Gruber 
- IDNR:  Sergio Mendoza 
- Will County Illinois Farm Bureau:  Mary Ann Deutsche 
 
The following Media were represented: 
- The Times (NWI): Keith Benman  
- The Times:  John Watkins 
- Post Tribune:  Chelsea Kirk 
- Post Tribune:  Neff Nicholls 
- Lowell Tribune:  Nick Dmitrovich 
- Lakeshore Public Television:  Cameron Kinzer and Lindsey Cranier 
 
Meeting attendees had the opportunity to sign-up for consideration to participate on the Technical Task 
Force (TTF) and Corridor Planning Group (CPG).  1 stakeholder signed up to participate as a CPG 
member, and 2 stakeholders signed up to participate as TTF members. 
 
The 16 comment forms and 43 questions were submitted covered a variety of topics, with the most 
predominant themes including:   
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Common Comment Categories:  
Demand for new facility 
Stakeholders identified prior failed studies in Indiana due to lack of traffic demand for such new 
facilities, suggesting that existing infrastructures should be improved.   
 
Study process and communications 
Several stakeholders submitted comment forms so that they might be included in future study 
communications as they wanted to stay involved in the process.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
Generally stakeholders were concerned on the location of the corridor and the increase in air and sound 
pollution. Questions were asked how the wetlands would be preserved as there are many throughout 
the study area. Urban sprawl was also raised as a concern with crime rates increasing.  
 
Project costs (both direct and indirect) 
Project long term costs were cited as a concern for future development as communities would be hit 
with costs for emergency services and ongoing maintenance. Also current roadway maintenance was 
cited as a problem as many Indiana roads are in need of repair so doing another study after previous 
feasibility studies were completed was a waste of tax dollars.   
 
 - Additional costs for Emergency Services  
 - Maintaining current infrastructure 
 - Funds already spent on Feasibility Study  

- American products / investors 
- Tollway 
- Private/Public Partnership 

 
Corridor location /route configuration 
Stakeholders were concerned with being displaced by the new construction and moving investment 
dollars away from current population centers. Also many concerns were stated over the loss of property 
especially with the current housing market. Stakeholders commented on the loss of farmland 
throughout the county. Many comments were received about what areas specifically were included in 
the study area and if the study would include areas further east and north of the current boundaries.  
 
 - Displacing business 
 - Eminent Domain 
 - Fair Market Value concern in current Economy 
 - Connectivity to proposed Peotone Airport  
 - Accommodating increased traffic on I-65 
 - Concern with additional Illinois Traffic in Indiana  
 - Connectivity back to I-80 in Illinois 
 - Connectivity to SR 49 in IN 

- Farmland/agriculture preservation 
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Multimodal corridor 
Similar comments were submitted in reference to studying the impact of various modes of 
transportation and improvements to current arterials.   Stakeholders were interested in a bike path 
being incorporated into the corridor as well as safe pedestrian crossways.  
 - Rail system 
 - Non-motorized Trail along expressway  
 - Hybrid Car Lane 
 
Stakeholder Involvement  
Stakeholders wanted to know how their comments and concerns would influence the study process and 
how to keep up to date on project information. Concern was raised about the different goals of Indiana 
vs. Illinois stakeholders and the need to be mutually beneficial. 
 
Bi-state coordination 
Stakeholders were concerned how this project would be managed between the states and how an 
agreement could be reached as to a location of the corridor that could be mutually beneficial. Issues 
were raised that this corridor was planned to access the Peotone Airport and not benefit commuters to 
the Gary Airport and other innermodal facilities.  
  
Economic Development 
Generally stakeholders wanted to know how the new corridor would increase Indiana jobs and growth 
around the corridor and if this was a key component of the future design.   
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>> 	Serves as a vital national link for inter-state and 
	 national transportation and commerce movement

>> 	Study Area is a key intermodal logistical area for 		
	 transfer of rail, port, and truck freight 

>> 	Portions of the region are fully developed population 		
	 centers while others are less developed and rural 
	 in nature

>> 	Between 2010 and 2040, the study area is 
	 projected to see increases of 176% in population, 
	 and 225% in 	job growth	 	

OTHER STUDY AREA AND REGION CHARACTERISTICS

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PERFORMANCE REPORT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  NOVEMBER 2011
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STUDY AREA

The Illiana Corridor was first envisioned as a vital link of an outer encircling highway 
in the Chicago region in the early 1900’s, and has since been studied in a number 
of forms over the last 40 years indicating 
possible benefits. For this study the Illiana 
Study Team created a model network tak-
ing into account recent 2010 census data 
and created an existing 2010 baseline 
and a future 2040 no build condition. 
The model looked at the northeast Illinois 
and northwest Indiana region which are       
influenced by three key travel sectors. The 
region serves as a vital national link for 
inter-state and national transportation 
and commerce movement. The region is 
also a key intermodal logistical area for 
transfer of rail, port, and truck freight 
between modes, which adds substantial 
trucking demand throughout the region. 
As the travel demands throughout the   
region increase, the impact on performance and the corresponding needs are 
quite different due to the varying character of the existing areas of the region.  

For this reason, the South Sub-Region has been defined to include the area to 
the south of Lake Michigan, as shown (figure above). The South Sub-Region 
includes regional transportation facilities such as I-80, the Indiana Toll Road, 
and portions of I-55, I-57, and I-65.  I-80 is projected to be expanded to its 

The Illiana Study Area (shown below) is approximately 950 square 
miles in portions of southern Will County and northern Kankakee 
County in Illinois and southern Lake County in Indiana. The general 
location of the Study Area is between I-55 in Illinois on the west, I-65 
in Indiana on the east, the edge of the urbanized area south of U.S. 30 
to the north, and the southernmost tip of Will County to the south, and 
including the northern portion of Kankakee County in Illinois. The 
Study Area is projected to see substantial population and employment 
growth, and has a roadway network lacking higher-class east-west 
highways to handle growth demands. In addition, emerging intermodal 
freight centers, as well as the bypass effects of national freight de-
mands, further strain the existing Study Area transportation network.

Study Area
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> 	The Study Area contains nearly 2,560 lane miles of roadways, more 	
	 than half of which are local streets.
	
>	 The Study Area roadway system is lacking in east-west highway facilities 	
	 of higher functional classification. There are no east-west interstate 	
	 highways and 141 miles of other principal arterials. The north-south 	
	 roadway system in the study area is well balanced between higher 
	 and lower functional classification facilities.

>	 There is a lack of continuous east-west highway routes, limiting direct 	
	 route choices to traverse the Study Area.

>	 The 18-county northeastern Illinois and northwestern Indiana region 	
	 is projected to see 29 percent growth in population and 35 percent 	
	 growth in employment between 2010 and 2040.  The South Sub-Region 
	 is projected to grow 49 percent in population and 72 percent in 
	 employment over this same period.

>	 The Study Area is projected to see substantial population and employment 	
	 growth between 2010 and 2040 of 176 percent and 225 percent, 
	 respectively, exceeding both South Sub-Region and Region growth.

>	 The South Sub-Region has historically had a jobs-to-people ratio that is less 	
	 than the region as a whole, with many residents needing to commute to 	
	 other areas for jobs.  The Study Area is even more disproportionate in its 	
	 jobs ratio. Even with the projected increases in job growth as stated above, 	
	 the South Sub-Region and Study Area will still trail the overall Regional jobs 	
	 ratio by 2040 resulting in continued longer work commutes.

	 	 >	 The South Suburban Airport is proposed 	
	 		  for development on 4,000 acres in its 	
	 		  initial phase, with more than 20,000 		
	 		  acres planned in later phases.  

>	 Total vehicle trips from the Study Area are projected to increase by 126 	
	 percent between 2010 and 2040, while the South Sub-Region is projected 	
	 to grow 36 percent and the Region by 26 percent.

In November 2011, the Illiana study team completed the Transportation System Performance (TSP) Report, a comprehensive evaluation of 
existing transportation conditions, needs and deficiencies in the Study Area – both those that exist today, as well as those that are anticipated 
to exist in the future without any major improvements in the Study Area. By understanding the existing and future conditions and problems of 
the corridor and how they affect the Region, solutions can be developed that can address the deficiencies and enhance and improve the overall 
transportation system in the Study Area. Specifically, the objectives of the TSP Report include:
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Transportation System Performance Report Findings 

Key Findings of the TSP Report Include:

Transportation Needs and Deficiencies

•	 Relieving congestion on 	 	
	 major highways 

•	 Access to major traffic 	 	
	 generators and Study 
	 Area /regional jobs

•	 Future traffic congestion

•	 Provide improved east-west 	
	 connections

•	 Address growing truck 
	 traffic

•	 Access to intermodal 
	 facilities

•	 Solutions should support
	 the regionally and nationally 	
	 significant freight system

•	 Study Area contains no higher functional class east-west routes.

•	 I-80 to the north is the primary available east-west interstate route 	 	
	 for regional travel.  The next available east-west route is I-74, 100 		
	 miles to the south.

•	 Manhattan-Monee and Peotone-Wilmington-Beecher Roads are 
	 the main east-west principal arterials in the Study Area; they are 		
	 2-lane facilities that do not extend completely across the Study Area.

•	 There are only 141 east-west lane miles of other principal 		 	
	 arterials in the Study Area and no multi-lane east-west highways.

•	 Population and employment forecasts show strong growth
 	 over the next 30 years.

•	 Projected major regional growth will contribute to substantial 	 	
    increases in both east-west and north-south vehicle trips and miles.

•	 Average daily and forecasted traffic volumes are projected to 	 	
	 increase substantially.

•	 Large average daily traffic increases will be experienced on east-west 	
	 roads in the Study Area.
	
•	 Substantial traffic volume increases will be found along higher-	 	
	 classification roadways.

•	 The two main east-west roads directly north of the Study Area, I-80/94 	
	 and U.S. 30, both experience high levels of congestion currently.

•	 Multi-lane and two-lane highways will continue to experience 
	 substantial deterioration in operations. 

•	 There were 14,000 total crashes and 1,000 truck crashes in the Study 	
	 Area over a 3 year period.

•	 Truck volumes are projected to significantly increase in the Study 	 	
	 Area between 2010 and 2040: north/south by 60% and east/west by 		
	 106%, for a total increase of 80%.

•	 Truck volumes are projected to significantly increase in the study 	 	
	 area between 2010 and 2040: north/south by 60% and east/west 
	 by 106%, for a total increase of 80%.
		
•	 Total truck trips originating in or destined to the Study Area are projected 	
	 to increase by 186% and 185%, respectively between 2010 and 2040.
		
•	 Local truck trips made entirely within the Study Area are 	 	 	
	 projected to increase by 228% between 2010 and 2040.
	
•	 Truck trips entering, leaving, or through the Study Area are 
	 projected to increase by 193% between 2010 and  2040.

The full P&N and TSP report are available on the project website. 
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Transportation Needs Stakeholder Problem 
Statement

Technical Analysis Findings

>	 Total truck trips from the Study Area are projected to increase by 193 	
	 percent between 2010 and 2040, while the South Sub-Region is projected 	
	 to grow 63 percent and the Region by 36 percent.

>	 Current and projected future average daily traffic volumes within the 	
	 Study Area are projected to substantially increase. This growth is 
	 projected to occur in the highest percentages on the lower functional 	
	 classification roads, with collectors and local roads expected to 
	 increase by 159 percent, interstate highways by 65 percent, and other 	
	 principal arterials by 124 percent.

> 	There is substantial projected growth in east-west vehicle and truck 	
	 movements between 2010 and 2040 for the South Sub-Region, including 	
	 the Study Area.

>	 East-west truck miles of travel (TMT) are projected to increase at a 	
	 higher percentage (80 percent) in the Study Area between 2010 and 	
	 2040 then north-south TMT (60 percent increase).

>	 Drivers in the Study Area will experience increased delay because of 	
	 increased traffic congestion.  Travel delay in the Study Area is projected 	
	 to increase by nearly 450 percent between 2010 and 2040.

>	 Truck Hours of delay are projected to increase 447 percent between 	
	 2010 and 2040 within the Study Area, while the South Sub-Region is 
	 projected to increase by 324 percent and the Region by 111 percent.

>	 It is estimated that 130,000 fewer jobs can be reached within a 
	 30-minute commute in 2040 versus 2010 due to increased traffic 
	 congestion. For a 60-minute commute time or less, 330,000 fewer job 	
	 locations can be reached in 2040 versus 2010.

		  >	 Planned development of intermodal facility 	
			   sites throughout the Study Area is projected 	
			   to 	include 8,600 acres of land and more than 	
			   50 million square feet of warehousing space 	
			   between 2010 and 2040. As many as 35,000 	
	 jobs will be created by these facilities, resulting in substantial growth in 	
	 truck travel (an estimated 47,000 trucks by 2040).

•	 Description of the existing and planned 	 	
	 transportation systems

•	 Analysis of current and projected 2040 
	 population, employment, and land use

•	 Analysis of current and projected 	 	 	
	 2040 traffic characteristics

•	 Analysis of existing and projected 2040 
	 transportation system performance

•	 Public perceptions of transportation 
	 needs through stakeholder meetings 

(continued on page 4)

Improve 
Regional Mobility

Address Local System 
Deficiencies 

Provide Efficient 
Movement of 
Truck Freight
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Over the past six (6) months, IDOT and INDOT have focused on examining 

the existing transportation system and travel patterns of the Illiana Study 

Area. This analysis has included comprehensive study of the existing and 

future transportation characteristics and performance in an area that has, 

is and will continue to experience the demands of regional growth and its 

resulting increased congestion.

A clear and comprehensive understanding of the corridor transportation 

needs and deficiencies is an important first step towards identifying a       

solution (or solutions) that can address those needs. The findings from 

the TSP and stakeholder input were used to craft a transportation Purpose 

and Need statement, and will help guide the identification and evaluation 

of alternatives to address the transportation needs and deficiencies of the 

Illiana Corridor Study Area.

>	 Five Class I freight railroads operate within the Study Area: 	 	
	 Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF), Canadian National (CN),
	 CSX, Norfolk Southern (NS), and Union Pacific (UP). It is anticipated
	 that the growth in freight railroad demand will be accommodated 	
	 through investments by railroad and public partnerships to improve 	
	 the congestion and delay through the Chicago Region.

	 >	Limited public transportation services
		  exist in the Study Area. Commuter rail 		
		  and bus transit services are provided 
	 	 by Metra, Pace, Regional Bus Authority 	
	 	 and River Valley Metro. Projected 2040 		
		  population and employment densities are 	
		  not sufficient to support circumferential 		
    (east-west) rail transit in the Study Area. However, there are locations      
    that could support extensions of radial commuter rail service and  
    expansions of local and feeder bus service.

The technical analysis of how transportation 
performs in the Study Area was complemented 
by input received from stakeholders regarding 
their perceptions of the transportation problems.
Information from and observations of travelers, 
residents, area officials, transportation agencies, 
and other stakeholders offered at nearly 20 

one-on-one stakeholder briefings, five Corridor Planning Group Meetings, and public 
meetings supplemented the technical analysis for the corridor and region. 

Using break out groups, notes on study area maps, and comments, a number of key 
study issues were identified. These issues included: accessibility to airports, inter-
modal, and freight facilities; congestion; truck and vehicular traffic; cost; financing; 
economic development opportunities; environmental impacts; resource accessibil-
ity; land use; multi-modal opportunities; regional mobility; safety; and the overall 
study process.

Stakeholder Goals identified for the study included: 
	
	 •	Improving east-west connectivity 
	
	 •	Efficient freight movement while addressing congestion 
		  and providing future capacity needs
		
	 •	Avoiding and mitigating environmental, social 
		  and property impacts 
	
	 •	Maximize economic development opportunities 
	
	 •	Coordinate land use plans 
	
	 •	Identify a financially feasible sustainable transportation project

Stakeholder Input
C O M P L E M E N T S

Technical Analysis

Refine Purpose and Need, and the Identification of Initial 
Alternatives to Address Transportation Needs and DeficienciesNEXT STEPS >

Key Findings of the TSP Report (continued from page 2)

A draft of the TSP and P&N is available on the project website. The project website and public 
meetings provide additional forums for the engagement of residents, business and property 
owners, facility users, and all interested parties to communicate concerns and suggestions.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
November 23, 2011 
 

          Contacts 
          Guy Tridgell, IDOT (312)-814-4693 
          Jim Pinkerton, INDOT (219)-325-7455 

 
 

IDOT and INDOT SEEK STAKEHOLDER INPUT  
at Second Public Meeting 

 
Springfield, IL and Indianapolis, IN - The Illinois and Indiana Departments of Transportation 
(INDOT and IDOT) will host their second round of public meetings for the Illiana Corridor Study to 
gain additional stakeholder input. The Illiana study area is located in southern Will County and 
northern Kankakee County in Illinois and southern Lake County in Indiana. The study area is 
generally located between I-65 on the east, I-55 on the west, and bordered by U.S. 30 to the 
north. 
 
IDOT and INDOT have been gathering stakeholder input and presenting technical analysis 
through a series Corridor Planning Group/Technical Task Force meetings, involving elected 
officials, community representatives, agencies and other interested stakeholders. Thus far, IDOT, 
INDOT and stakeholders have identified the transportation needs for initial range of corridor 
locations. This extensive analysis and coordination effort is summarized by the following need 
statements: improve regional mobility, address local system deficiencies, and provide efficient 
movement of freight.  These needs will provide a basis for evaluation of potential corridor 
locations and alternatives as the study progresses. IDOT and INDOT are seeking further 
stakeholder input on the identified needs as well as the initial list of project alternatives, and will 
consider this input as the planning process moves forward. 
 
The meetings will be an open house format, and interested persons may attend anytime between 
5:00 and 8:00 p.m.  There will be a continuous PowerPoint presentation, and attendees will have 
the opportunity to view study exhibits and speak with IDOT, INDOT and study team 
representatives on a one-on-one basis.  A question and answer forum will be held at 6:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 p.m. each day. 
 
The public meetings will be held at the following times and locations: 
 

INDIANA 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 
5:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
Crown Point High School 
1500 South Main Street 
Crown Point, IN 46307 

 
*These meetings will be accessible to handicapped individuals.  Anyone needing specific 
assistance should contact Kara Olson of Images, Inc. at (630) 510-3944.  Persons planning to 
attend who will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify 
the TTY/TTD number (800) 526-0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/ or 711; and 
for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five days prior to the meeting. 

 
-XX- 

ILLINOIS 
Wednesday, December 14, 2011 
5:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
Matteson Hotel and Conference Center (Holiday Inn) 
500 Holiday Plaza Drive 
Matteson, IL 60443 
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Alternatives
Initial alternatives were developed from a Corridor Planning Group/
Technical Task Force workshop.  Many different types of improvements 
were suggested including freeway alternatives, arterial roadway im-
provements, tollroad, bus and rail transit, travel demand management, 
non-motorized transportation, and rail only options. The “Illiana 
News”, December 2011, describes this process in more detail. The lim-
ited access freeway and arterial roadway alternatives suggested to 
date are shown in Figure 1. As outlined in the Travel System Perfor-
mance (TSP) Report the study team has not found a transportation 
need within the study area for a rail only or transit only option and did 
not include it in our initial analysis. The TSP report can be found on 
the projects website.

The study team heard from stakeholders that it was important to 
identify and evaluate corridors as quickly as possible using prelimi-
nary data to generate new ideas.  Additional alternatives are being 
sought at the December 2011 public meetings that will also be eval-
uated through this rigorous evaluation process.  

First, the alternatives are assessed for improving travel conditions 
in Year 2040.   This evaluation is performed using computerized 
regional traffic forecast based on the model used by metropolitan 
planning organizations.  To gauge the ability of the alternative to ad-
dress the transportation needs for the Illiana project, the stakehold-
ers and study team initially identified various travel performance 
measures. 

For the next step the team will study environmental and building 
impacts caused by the footprint of the alternatives by assessing over 
100 categories of sensitive features.  The alternatives will also be 
evaluated for their financial viability using cost estimates, and toll-
way alternatives will be analyzed for potential revenue generation.

Freeway and Arterial Roadway 
Each alternative provides varying degrees of benefit for transporta-
tion demand.  In general, alternatives close to population centers 
pick up the most work trips, and also serve the truck trips.  In gen-
eral, they perform better for congestion relief, improved accessi-
bility to jobs, and attract more traffic.  These alternatives also have 
greater impacts to the built and natural environment due to higher 
existing development, and less option for locating the route without 
causing impacts.

Alternatives Analysis Provides Preliminary Findings
As the location of alternatives move farther away from population 
centers, they attract less of the work trips, and begin to have a great-
er use as a regional bypass route.  This helps the performance of 
existing freeways and high speed arterial roads, which benefit the 
long distance traveler and freight movement, but does less for im-
proving the congestion of the existing local roads.  These alterna-
tives generally have less impact to the environment and buildings 
as they are located through less developed areas.

The arterial roadway alternatives do well in some areas of improv-
ing performance, but do not do as well in meeting the overall trans-
portation needs. The Manhattan/ Monee alternative performs well 
for improving freight due to the proximity to the intermodal sites. 
This feature of the arterial performance can be considered further 
in combination with freeway alternatives for creating additional al-
ternatives to improve the overall performance of the transportation 
network.  The study team will continue to collect new alternatives, 
evaluate them, and present the findings in upcoming meetings.  
Tollway alternatives, transit, rail freight, travel demand management 
techniques, and non-motorized alternatives will also be considered 
and assessed if they address the transportation needs.  Please stay 
connected through the website for upcoming releases of data.

While each stakeholder may have interest that is important 
to them, it is important to take into account and analyze how 
well an alternative best meets the blend of improving travel 
performance, minimizing impacts, providing fi nancial sustain-
ability, and being compatible with community plans.

Identification
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The study team assessed over 100 types of 
impacts along each of the initial corridor 
locations.  Table 1 summarized the findings of 
these impacts.  In this table the results shown 
by the level of impacts; orange  indicates that 
the corridor has MORE impacts, while green 
indicates that the corridor has LESS impacts.

The travel benefit evaluation was performed 
using a computerized regional traffic model 
that forecast travel  conditions for each of the 
corridor alternatives. The results of the travel 
benefit evaluation of alternatives suggested to 
date are presented in Table 2. This table shows 
how well the various proposed alternatives 
would improve the travel conditions in the study 
area. The alternative that performs reflects the 
most improvement in each category of need is 
highlighted in green and the least improving 
alternatives are shown in orange. 

The study team is committed to sharing early findings with the public, even though these findings may change as the study moves forward and ad-
ditional studies are performed and new ideas are generated.  For comparative purposes, the study team has tabulated the travel performance and 
impact assessment of each alternative.  The range of impacts for each measure of benefit and impact was determined across all of the alternatives 
identified to date.  With this side by side comparison of the alternatives, one can see characteristics of the alternatives that result in strong travel 
performance, and the degree of impacts. These findings are not yet complete, but start to offer insight on what may work well and what doesn’t for 
the many travel characteristics.

 www.IllianaCorridor.org

A1 A2 A3S1A3 A4 B1 B3 C4

Arterial Roadway

Arterial A-1 Arterial B-2ALTERNATIVES

IMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY

Address Projected Growth in Regional East-West Travel

 South Sub-Region Congested VMT

Reduce Travel Delay / Improve Regional Travel Time

 South Sub-Region Hours of Travel 

Improve Access to Jobs

 No. Jobs Accessible within 60 Min-See Note 1

ADDRESS LOCAL SYSTEM DEFICIENCIES

Address Projected Growth in Local Traffic

 Study Area Congested VMT (Arterials)

 New Transportation Facility Usage

Address Lack of Continuous Higher Functional Classification East-West Routes  

 New Lane Miles of Interstate

 New Lane Miles of Other Principal Arterials

Reduce Local Travel Delay / Improve Local Travel Time

 Study Area Vehicle Hours of Travel on Arterials

PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT MOVEMENT OF TRUCK FREIGHT

Improve Accessibility For Freight Facilities

 South Sub-Region Truck Hours Traveled 

Provide More Efficient Freight Movement

 South Sub-Region Truck Hours of Delay

201

0

213

0

211

0

199

0

224

0

193

0

187

0

231

0

O

185

O

186

Moderate or Neutral Benefits:

PRELIMINARY Illiana Travel Benefit Summary Ratings: Stand Alone Alternatives

TABLE 2       Indicator of Best Performing Among Alternatives Evaluated To Date: Least Benefits:

Note: A1 through C4 Limited Access alternatives measured with a non-tolled Scenario.

A1 A2 A3S1A3 A4 B1 B3 C4ALTERNATIVES
Alignment Length

Total Wetland Impacts

Total Floodplains Impacts 

Total Stream Impacts

Total Impared Streams Impacts

Water Bodies (Rivers, Lakes, Ponds) 

Parks/Nature Preserves/Natural Areas

 Total Parks Impacts 

 Total Nature Areas Impacts

 Total Trail Impacts

Special Use

 Farmland

 Landfills

 Cemeteries

 Business Parks

 Intermodals

Affected Buildings

 Residential

 Commericial 

 Agricultural and Farms

 Other

PRELIMINARY Impact Summary Ratings: Stand Alone Alternatives

TABLE 1      
More 
Impacting:

Moderate or 
Neutral Impacts:

Indicator of Less Impacting Among 
Alternatives Evaluated To Date:

Impact Evaluation

Travel Benefit Evaluation
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The Illinois and Indiana Departments of Transportation 

(IDOT and INDOT) held the first round of public meetings 

for the Illiana Corridor Study on June 21, 2011 in 

Illinois, and June 22, 2011 in Indiana.  The purpose of 

these meetings was to seek 

input from stakeholders on 

the transportation issues, 
concerns, and needs for the 

Illiana study area; and to 

present the planning process 

and ways to get involved.

Stakeholders appreciated the 

opportunity for early involvement, 

and the Illiana Corridor Study 

team gained very useful insight on 

transportation issues and stakeholder 

objectives for the region.  Concerns 

were raised regarding the potential future location and 

design of the Illiana corridor, and overall enthusiasm for 

economic development opportunities were conveyed. 

Participants identified opportunities the Illiana Corridor 

presents for innovation and pursuing multimodal 

Illiana     NEWS
P A R T N E R I N G  F O R  S U C C E S S

Issue 2 • December 2011

IDOT and INDOT welcomes input on the initial stakeholder alternatives as well as any new suggestions 
at the December 13-14 public meetings. They request you submit comments by January 4, 2012.  This 
input will be used in conjunction with the results of the technical evaluation to screen or reduce the 
number of alternatives that best meet the Purpose and Need points. From there, alternatives are further 
refined based on transportation performance and environ-
mental resource evaluation, especially those alternatives 
with high impacts. While continuing to work with stake-
holders, the finalist alternative(s) continue to be refined, 
and these alternatives (including a no-build alternative) 
are presented to the public for review and comment. 
The preferred alternative will be selected based on four 
criteria: transportation performance evaluation, finan-
cial sustainability, reflection of community goals, and 
environmental resource evaluation. Throughout the 
study process, stakeholder input is vital to determin-
ing the best alternative for the study area and the 
region. Public Involvement is our priority through-
out the development process. 

Illinois Department of Transportation-District 1	
ATTN.:  Kesti Susinskas 		
201 W. Center Court	
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
847-705-4126
    

Indiana Department of Transportation		
ATTN.: Angie Fegaras
315 E. Boyd, Blvd.
LaPorte, Indiana 46350
219-325-7507 

Contacts

5 | www.IllianaCorridor.org

You’re Invited… 
Over 200 Stakeholders Provide Input 

The study team is currently in the Purpose and Need / Alternatives Development and 
Evaluation phase of Tier 1. The Purpose and Need phase is anchored by stakeholder input 
and technical analysis findings. At the first Corridor Planning Group/Technical Task Force 
and Public Meetings issues and concerns were identified; and goals and objectives were 
determined for the project. Technical analysis was gathered from community context audits 

In December 2011, the Illiana study team completed the Trans-

portation System Performance Report (TSP), a comprehensive 

evaluation of existing transportation conditions, needs and 

deficiencies in the study area – both those that exist today as 

well as those that are anticipated to exist in the future without 

any major improvements in the study area. By understanding 

the existing conditions and problems of the corridor, and 

how they affect the region, solutions can be developed that 

can address the deficiencies and enhance and improve the 

overall transportation system in the study area. Specifically, 

the objectives of the TSP Report include:

Purpose and Need 
An important factor in selecting the best alternative is its ability to address the Purpose and Need for 
improvements. Therefore, it is important to have a good understanding of those needs as we identify 
possible alternatives. This initial summary of the Draft Purpose and Need will be refined as data 
is updated and the study team continues their coordination and interaction with the communities, 
technical agencies, and environmental resource agencies. Based on the technical analysis and public 
involvement findings, three transportation needs have been initially identified: 

	 Improve Regional 		
	 Mobility

Over the next 30 years, population forecasts 
developed for the Region show growth of 
29%. Employment for the region is projected 
to grow substantially as well by 35%. It is 
projected that by 2040 vehicle miles traveled 
by all traffic in the study area will increase 
by more than 79% for east-west traffic. 
Improving access to these projected regional 
jobs becomes more important as projected 
growth will account for longer travel delays. 
As trip times increase, so do economic 
impacts and loss of job accessibility with 
over 200,000 less jobs accessible within a 
45 minute commute by 2040 from a central 
zone in the Study Area. The need is to develop 
a transportation system improvement that 
serves projected growth in east-west travel, 
reduces travel times and improves access to 
jobs.  

PAGE 1
Over 200 Stakeholders Provide Input 

•
Where Are We in the Process?

PAGE 2 
Over 80 Corridor Alternatives 

Identified by Stakeholders 

PAGE 4
Alternatives Analysis Provides 

Preliminary Findings 

PAGE 5 
Transportation System Performance 
Report and Draft Purpose and Need

•
Message from IDOT and INDOT 

PAGE 6
Next Steps: 

Continuing Alternative Evaluation

What’s Inside
This publication 

provides a format to 
keep you informed about

 new project developments.

Where Are We in the Process?

> Initiate stakeholder involvement 

> Data Collection

> Stakeholder Problem Statement

> Analyze Existing Conditions

> Incorporate technical
   analyses findings

> Prepare Purpose 
   & Need Statement

> Initial alternatives development and evaluation

> Alternatives carried forward

> Finalist alternative

> Engineering & Environmental Analysis

> Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

> Identification of preferred alternative

> Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)

> Record of Decision

Data 
Collection

Purpose
& Need

Alternatives Development 
& Evaluation

Preferred 
Alternative(s)

S T A K E H O L D E R  I N V O L V E M E N T  A N D  A G E N C Y  I N P U T2011 2013

Record of
Decision

WE ARE HERE

	 Address local system 		
	 deficiencies 

In the Study Area, population forecasts 
developed show a substantial growth of 
176% in the next 30 years. Employment in 
the Study Area alone is projected to increase 
by 225% which leads to a substantial 128% 
growth in total vehicle trips entering, 
leaving, and through the Study Area by 
2040. This growth puts an added strain on 
already congested transportation facilities. 
The lack of available east-west interstates 
and other principal arterial routes in the 
Study Area forces some trips having an 
east-west destination to first travel north 
to I-80 or US 30. The need is to develop a 
transportation system improvement that 
serves the projected growth in local traffic, 
addresses the lack of higher functional 
classification east-west routes through the 
Study Area, and improves Study Area travel 
times/reduces delay.

1 2 3	 Provide for efficient 		
	 movement of truck 		
	 freight demand

To sustain its role as a vital national link for 
national commerce movement, and address 
the growing travel demands of intermodal 
transfer activity, the transportation system 
must meet the need for efficient movement 
of truck freight. Truck hours of travel are 
projected to increase over 80% in the Study 
Area by 2040, which causes the hours of 
delay for trucks to increase 442% over the 
same period. The need is to improve the 
accessibility of freight movement to and 
from its distribution points throughout the 
region, and provide more efficient truck 
freight movement on the roadway network.

Transportation System Performance Report	
	         and Draft Purpose & Need

>	 Description of the existing and 		
	 planned transportation systems

>	 Analysis of existing and projected 
	 2040 population, employment, 
	 and land use

>	 Analysis of existing and projected  
	 2040 traffic characteristics
	

>	 Analysis of existing and projected 
	 2040 transportation system 			
	 performance

>	 Public perceptions of development  
	 and transportation needs through
	 stakeholder meetings

A full summary of the TSP and Purpose and Need 
can be found at www.illianacorridor.org

as well as from planning organizations, 
Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 
(CMAP), Northwestern Indiana Regional 
Planning Commission (NIRPC) and 
Kankakee Area Transportation Study 
(KATS). Stakeholder input and technical 
analysis are essential elements in creating 
the project’s Purpose and Need statement, 
which is the basis for developing 
alternatives. The framework for the 
Purpose and Need Statement is centered 
on these three points:

	 •	 Improve regional mobility, 
	
	 •	 Address local system deficiencies, 
	
	 •	 Provide for efficient movement 
		  of truck freight. Comments supported by 

multiple stakeholders included: 
consideration of prime 

agricultural land and natural 
resources; the incorporation 
of trails and other modes of 
transportation; maintaining 

sensitivity to nearby 
communities; streamlining 
and accelerating the study 

process; and mitigating 
environmental impacts.

(continued on page 6)

(continued from page 1)Message from 
IDOT and INDOT

In June we held public meetings to gain a bet-
ter understanding of the Purpose and Need 
for transportation improvements in the study 
area. As the study team interacted with the 
participants, we were pleased by how many 
of you were willing to share your concerns 
and interests in the study process. As we fur-
ther develop the Purpose and Need for the 
Illiana Corridor it is vital to have continued 
input and suggestions. This comprehensive 
study, which includes significant stakeholder 
input, identifies deficiencies that need to be 
addressed in this dynamic region. Popula-
tion and traffic are increasing at a high rate, 
which is putting an increased demand on a 
roadway system that has limited facilities 
for regional east-west trips. These deficien-
cies have been compiled in the Transporta-
tion System Performance (TSP) report that is 
available for review on our website. We look 
forward to your continued participation as 
we further develop concepts to find a solu-
tion that best balances the needs of the re-
gion and fits within the context of our com-
munities and stakeholders. 

Sincerely,

NEXT STEPS:
Continuing Alternative Evaluation

concepts.  Comments supported by multiple participants 

included: consideration of prime agricultural land and 

natural resources; the incorporation of trails and other 

modes of transportation; maintaining sensitivity to nearby 

communities; streamlining and 

accelerating the study process; 

and mitigating environmental 

impacts.  Several comments 

identified support for the 

study and its important role in 

addressing regional east-west 

transportation issues. The public 

meeting comments coupled with 

comments from multiple Corridor 

Planning Group/Technical Task 

Force Group meetings will be 

combined with technical studies 

to shape the Purpose and Need 

Statement for the project (see Purpose and Need article 

on page 5). Stakeholders are encouraged to continue to 

get involved in the Illiana Corridor Study by visiting the 

project website, attending public meetings and providing 

comments and feedback regularly.  

 

Greg Kicinski, P.E.
Director of Project Management
Indiana Department of Transportation

Diane M. O’Keefe, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways,
Region One Engineer
Illinois Department of Transportation
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Illinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways - District One
201 W. Center Court
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
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The study team heard from stakeholders that it was important to start 

identifying the best performing alternatives as quickly as possible. 

This preliminary data is useful for understanding the relationships of 

alternatives to the study area communities. Additional alternatives are 

being sought at the December 2011 public meetings and will also be 

evaluated through the rigorous assessment process.

The first step of the alternatives evaluation process determines the 

travel benefits of each alternative. This evaluation is performed using 

a computerized regional traffic model that forecasts travel conditions  

for each of the corridor alternatives. This is the same regional traffic  

model used by transportation agencies throughout the region. The 

results of the travel benefit evaluation show how 

well the alternatives would improve the travel 

conditions in the study area. 

The next step, the study team will perform an 

assessment of potential environmental impacts 

that  the footpint of the alterative may create. A 

data base of over 100 categories of sensitive 

features is used to identify impacts of each 

alternative. 

The alternatives will also be evaluated for 

their financial viability using cost estimates, 

and tollway alternatives will be analyzed for 

potential revenue generation. Throughout the 

evaluation process, the study team presents the 

partial findings to stakeholders for further input. 

This input is very important for generating new 

ideas, and making alternatives compatible with 

community goals.

Freeway and Arterial Roadway 
The study team is committed to sharing early 

findings with the public, even though these 

findings may change as the study moves 

forward additional studies are performed and 

new ideas are generated. The Study team has 

been working with the stakeholders to begin assessing the initial ideas 

for freeway corridors and Arterial roadway options.  These findings are 

not yet complete, but start to offer insight on what may work well and 

what doesn’t for the many travel characteristics.

Each alternative provides varying degrees of benefit for transportation 

demands. In general, alternatives that are close to population centers 

pick up the most work trips, and also serve the truck trips. In general 

they perform better for congestion relief, improved accessibility to 

jobs, and attract more traffic. These alternatives also have greater 

impacts to the built and natural environment due to higher existing 

development, and less opportunities for locating the route without 

causing impact to sensitive areas and buildings.

As the location of alternatives move farther away from the population 

centers, they attract less of the work trips, and begin to have a 

greater proportion of use as a regional bypass route. This helps the 

performance of existing freeways and high 

speed arterial roads, which benefits the long 

distance traveler and freight movement, but 

does less for improving the congestion of 

the existing local roads. These alternatives 

generally have less impact to the environment 

and buildings as they can be located through 

less densely developed areas.

The arterial roadway alternatives do well in 

some areas of improving performance, but do 

not do as well in meeting the overall purpose 

and need for improvement. However, the 

Manhatten/Monee alternative performs well 

for improving freight due to the proximity to 

the intermodal sites. This feature of the arterial 

performance can be considered further in 

combination with freeway alternatives as an 

example of creating additional alternatives to 

further improve the overall performance of the 

transportation network.

The study team will continue to collect new 

alternatives, evaluate them, and present 

the findings in upcoming meetings. Tollway 

alternatives, transit, rail freight, travel demand 

management techniques, and non-motorized 

alternatives will also be considered and assessed if they address the 

purpose and need. Please stay connected through the website for 

upcoming releases of data.
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Over 80 Corridor Alternatives Identified by Stakeholders
Initial alternatives were developed from a 
Corridor Planning Group/Technical Task 
Force workshop. All of those ideas are 
illustrated on Figure 1. Many different types 
of improvements were suggested, including 
freeway alternatives, arterial roadway 
improvements, and rail only options. The 
study team organized all these ideas into 
corridor alternatives, shown in Figure 2. 
The corridor options group similar ideas 
into single corridors. 

Alternatives were then organized based 
on similar starting and ending points, 
avoiding densely populated areas, 
and other identified constraints. These 
potential conceptual alternatives were then 
further refined to avoid natural features, 
environmental constraints and other 
large impacts Figure 3 depicts these 21 
groupings.   

The study team has analyzed each 
alternative the public suggested thus 
far, and has refined the corridors to 
minimized impacts. Corridors that have 
unique transportation function are shown 
by the least impacting version of these 
transportation functions.

These alternatives shown and additional 
suggestions from the December 13 and 
14 Public Meetings, will continue to be 
updated and refined. New facilities on 
new alignments will be initially analyzed 
based on a 400-foot-wide footprint within 
a broader 2000-foot-wide study corridor. 
Upgrading existing arterial facilities will be 
evaluated using a 200’ working alignment 
within a broader 400’ corridor. Early next 
year the alignments will be refined to make 
more specific adjustments using updated 
and refined information.

The purpose of the evaluation is to assess how well each of the alternatives 

would address the three main factors of the Purpose and Need for improvements: 
Improve regional mobility, Improve local system deficiencies, Provide 
for efficient movement of truck freight demand.

Figure 1

Figure 2

Figure 3

Stakeholder Suggested Alternatives

Alternatives Combined/Adjusted to Minimize Impacts

Potential First Round Major Corridors

You’re Invited… 
Evaluation of Potential Major Corridors 

Alternatives Analysis Provides
Preliminary Findings

While each stakeholder 
may have interest that is 
important to them, it is 

important to take into account 
and analyze how well an 

alternative best meets the 
blend of improving travel
performance, minimizing 

impacts, providing financial 
sustainability, and 

being compatible with 
community plans.
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Illiana Corridor    PHASE I STUDY 
December 6, 2011

Initial Stakeholder Suggestions: Potential Major Corridors
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Illiana Transportation Alternative Development Sheet – PM#2

DESCRIPTION:

Internal Use

LEGEND

Interstate

US Route

State Route

Arterial Roads

Railroad

County Boundary

Interchanges

Municipal Boundary

Population Density

Midewin Prairie / Protected Lands

Braidwood Nuclear Plant

Intermodal Sites

South Suburban Airport (Inagural)

South Suburban Airport (Build Out)

Joliet Army Training Center

National Cemetary
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Welcome to the second Public Meeting of the Illiana Corridor Study.
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The purpose of today’s meeting is to review the study process and schedule, describe how 
the Purpose and Need for the project was developed, show what your communities 
developed as possible solutions to the transportation problems and the evaluation of those 
solutions, and what are the next steps.
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Why is this area being studied?

This region serves as a vital national link for inter‐state and national transportation and 
goods movement. The region is also a key intermodal logistical area for transfer of rail, 
port, and truck freight between modes, which adds substantial trucking demand 
throughout the region. For this reason, the travel performance is evaluated for the fully 
built out region, for the south subregion which includes I‐80, the Indiana toll road, and 
portions of I‐55, I‐57, and I‐65.  

As traffic volumes on other highways in the region have increased, the associated 
congestion has resulted in travel delays with substantial economic impacts to industries 
that depend on the ability to efficiently move freight within and through the region.

Previous feasibility studies investigated the economic and social benefits that could result 
from the proposed corridor in the south and southwestern portions of the region. 
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The area is generally located between I‐65 on the east, I‐55 on the west and bordered by 
U.S. 30 to the north and northern Kankakee County to the south.

Between 2010 and 2040, this area is projected to see substantial growth in population and 
employment job growth. Traffic volumes and congestion will increase travel demands in an 
area which lacks multi‐lane east‐west connections.  So, in order for this Study Area to meet 
the regional, local, and freight demands, a more balanced functional transportation 
network is needed.
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You will often hear reference to the two tiers of the Illiana study. What are those tiers and 
what do they mean? 

Tier One involves the identification of transportation needs, the development and 
evaluation of alternatives for all modes, and the selection of a preferred corridor 
alternative at a broad conceptual level of detail. It is anticipated that this Tier will be 
completed by the end of 2012.

Tier Two will begin the more in‐depth discussion and analysis of the preferred alternative in 
Tier One.  This will involve more detailed engineering and environmental studies to define a 
preliminary design and footprint of the project, and detail financing options. Tier Two may 
take an additional 24‐36 months.

Currently only planning studies of Tier 1 and 2 are funded.
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The Illinois Department of Transportation is managing the consulting contracts and overall 
study and the Indiana Department of Transportation is financially participating in the study 
and will provide leadership for the Indiana portion of the study area.  IDOT and INDOT will 
act as joint lead agencies with the Federal Highway Administration for preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

A consultant team led by Parsons Brinckerhoff will conduct technical studies and 
coordinate stakeholder outreach efforts. These efforts will include outreach to elected 
officials, regional agencies, transportation providers, the business community, interest 
groups, city and county technical staff such as engineers, planners and public works 
officials, the general public, and potential users.
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The Tier One study process includes four distinct but interrelated steps that build upon 
each other. 

Since May, we have collected and analyzed a variety of information, including traffic, safety, 
population, employment and environmental data, as well as stakeholder input from the 
June Public Meeting and over 25 stakeholder meetings. This information has been used in 
developing a Purpose and Need, which is a summary of the transportation problems that 
will be addressed. We have also been working with stakeholders to develop and evaluate 
alternatives to address those problems. We will ultimately choose a preferred alternative 
that balances the technical evaluation results and community goals.

These findings, in addition to those identified in the previous steps, are reported in the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

IDOT and INDOT will consider all input, including stakeholder comments and technical 
analysis when the final decision is determined on a preferred alternative. At this point the 
Tier 1 study will be complete.
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An important step in the process is the preparation of the project Purpose and Need. It is 
the foundation for the identification and evaluation of Project Alternatives, and is a concise 
statement of the transportation problems to be addressed.

The Purpose and Need incorporates stakeholder input and detailed technical analysis to 
define the purpose of a project and the need for improvement. The purpose and need 
serves as the basis for evaluating potential alternatives.
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This past summer we asked stakeholders, such as yourself, to identify what they believe to 
be the major transportation problems in the study area.   We gained very useful insight on 
their perceptions of the transportation problems and stakeholder goals for the region.  

Concerns were raised regarding the potential future location and design of the Illiana 
corridor, economic development opportunities, need for streamlining and accelerating the 
study process, truck traffic and congestion, land acquisition process, costs and  financing 
options, maintaining sensitivity to nearby communities, and mitigating environmental 
impacts. Several comments identified support for the study and its important role in 
addressing regional east‐west transportation issues. 
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The goals for the study area which stakeholders identified are:

• To improve east‐west connectivity
• Efficient freight movement while addressing congestion and providing future capacity 

needs
• Avoiding and mitigating environmental, social and property impacts
• Maximize economic development opportunities
• Coordinate land use plans
• Identify a financially feasible sustainable transportation project
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We just discussed what stakeholders raised as the transportation problems ‐ now, what are 
the technical findings? 

In November 2011, the Illiana study team completed a comprehensive evaluation of 
existing transportation conditions, needs and deficiencies in the Study Area – both those 
that exist today, as well as those that are anticipated to exist in the future year 2040 
without any major improvements in the Study Area. 

This study area serves as a vital national link for inter‐state and truck freight movement and 
has a limited market for transit. Rail freight capacity in the Region is being addressed by 
public and private investments, and some limited upgrades of highway capacity are 
planned. The Study Area is a key intermodal logistical area for transfer of rail, port, and 
truck freight, and areas of the region are currently fully developed population centers while 
others are less developed and rural in nature. However, between 2010 and 2040, the study 
area is projected to see increases of 176% in population, and 225% in job growth.
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After gaining input from stakeholders on the transportation problems and understanding 
the technical findings on the existing transportation needs and deficiencies, three Purpose 
and Need points have been established to provide transportation solutions that will 
address Needs of the project.
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The first Need point is to improve regional mobility by addressing the projected growth in regional 
traffic.  The findings show the following  deficiencies:

South Sub-Region traffic is projected to grow 40% faster than the Region as a whole by 2040;
And the Study Area east-west traffic is to increase by 79% overall.
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By 2040, Hours of Travel Delay in the South Sub‐Area will increase over 140%.
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And 200,000 less jobs will be accessible within 45 minutes from the middle of the study 
area by 2040.
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Purpose and Need Point #2 is to address local system deficiencies including address 
projected growth in local traffic, reduce local delay and improve travel times, and 
address the lack of higher class functional east-west routes.

The technical findings show that: 

By 2040, there will be 128% growth in vehicle trips that will be entering and leaving 
the study area.

During this same time period the hours of travel delay within the study area are 
expected to increase by 200%; and

Also found that the lack of east-west routes in the study area forces some travelers 
to first travel north to I-80, leading to congestion on I-80 and its north-south feeder 
routes.
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Purpose and Need Point #3 is to provide for efficient movement of freight in the 
Study Area in a manner that complements regional transportation and economic 
development goals.

The findings show travel delays for trucks in the study area will increase by 442%; 
this equates to $34 million per year in economic loss.

And the amount of trucks and how far they travel in the east –west direction will 
increase by 106% by 2040.

17K - 220



18K - 221



In September, the Corridor Planning and Technical Task Force Groups (which are comprised 
of community leaders, community planners and engineers, and other stakeholders with 
technical expertise) participated in a workshop to suggest an initial range of corridor 
alternatives. Over 80 alternatives were suggested and included arterial improvements,
highway options, transit, freight, and financing options such as public private partnerships 
and tolling.
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Over 80 corridor locations were suggested as represented in this map. Many different types 
of improvements were suggested, including freeway and tollway alternatives, arterial 
roadway improvements, and rail only options. 
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The 80+ alternatives, shown here as the black thin lines, were then grouped into blue 
bands shown on the map.  The ideas were combined into bands with similar general area, 
and similar starting and ending points, while avoiding densely populated areas, and other 
identified constraints. For example, there were sections of alternatives that were suggested 
which run through areas that are not physically feasible, such as these areas in yellow. 

During this initial analysis, these alternatives were adjusted in order to complete a full east‐
west route.
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These combined – or adjusted alternatives, shown as the blue bands on the map, were 
then even further refined to avoid natural features, environmental constraints and other 
large natural and man‐made impacts that inhibit east-west traffic. 
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These blue bands or initial alternatives for a new alignment where there isn’t an existing 
transportation facility, are being analyzed as a 2000 foot wide corridor.  This will allow 
flexibility to move an actual 400 foot wide working alignment of an alternative within the 
broader 2000 foot wide corridor. 

The arterial alternatives will go through a similar analysis, but with a 200 foot wide working 
alignment.
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This map of initial alternatives represents the refined alignments that avoid large natural 
and man‐made impacts.  Currently there are a total of eight new facility alternatives and 
two alternatives that would use an existing arterial road. It is important to recognize that 
these are NOT final routes. There is an opportunity for you to provide other ideas that have 
not been presented in the exhibit room. 

Although there is still a lot of analysis of the alternatives that is yet to be done, the study 
team has begun to analyze how these initial alternatives perform and their impacts. Any 
additional ideas that stakeholders submit by January 4, 2012 will also be analyzed.
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The travel benefit evaluation for each alternative was performed using a computerized 
regional traffic model that forecasts future conditions  for each of the corridor alternatives.  
Each measure, including measures of travel delay, vehicle hours travelled, access to jobs, 
and truck travel performance, is related to the three purpose and need points.  Each 
alternative is rated relative to the best and worst performing alternative in each category.

For impacts, over 100 types of environmental impacts were assessed for each of the 
alternatives.  These types of impacts were summarized, and similar to the travel benefit 
evaluation, rated relative to the least and most impacting alternative in each category.

The detailed results of these evaluations are included on the Travel Benefits and Impacts 
boards in the exhibit room.
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So, how did the these representative alternatives fare?

In general, alternatives that are close to population centers pick up the most work trips, 
and also serve the truck trips. They generally perform better for congestion relief, improved 
accessibility to jobs, and attract more traffic.  They also have greater impacts to the built 
and natural environment due to higher existing development, and less opportunities for 
locating the route without causing impact to sensitive areas and buildings.

The initial results also show that as an alternative moves farther away from the population 
centers, it attracts less of the work trips, and begins to have a greater proportion of use as 
a regional bypass route.  This helps the performance of existing freeways and high speed 
arterial roads, which benefits the long distance traveler and freight movement, but does 
less for improving the congestion of the existing local roads.  These alternatives generally 
have less impact to the environment and buildings as they can be located through less 
densely developed areas.
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What about two arterial alternatives?  How well do they fare?

The arterial roadway alternatives do well in some areas of improving performance, but do 
not do as well in meeting the overall purpose and need for improvement.  However, the  
northerly arterial alternative performs well for improving freight due to the proximity to 
the intermodal sites.  Arterials are low impacting in some areas but have very high impacts 
in others.  Arterials can be considered further in combination with freeway alternatives as 
an example of creating additional alternatives to further improve the overall performance 
of the transportation network.
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We are currently at the beginning stages of the “Alternatives Development and Evaluation” 
step in the study process, consisting of multiple rounds.  Each will evaluate alternatives at 
greater levels of detail related to location, needs, impacts, environment, and cost.  

Each round will involve stakeholder input, refinement, and evaluation. Higher performing 
and less impacting alternatives will progress to the next evaluation step for more detailed 
review.

While each stakeholder may have a particular interest or interests that are the most 
important to them, it is important to take into account and analyze not just one interest, 
but how well a particular alternative achieves the best blend of:

Travel performance, environmental resource evaluation, financial sustainability, and 
compatibility with community goals. 
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Following today’s Public Meeting and receiving your input on the Purpose and Need and 
Initial Stakeholder Alternatives, the study team will seek to finalize the Purpose and Need, 
continue the further analysis of the corridor alternatives, and screen alternatives. 

From there, alternatives will be evaluated based on transportation performance and 
environmental evaluation, and are further refined, especially those with high impacts. 
While continuing to work with stakeholders, the finalist alternative(s) will continue to be 
refined, and these alternatives (including a no‐build alternative) are presented to the public 
for review and comment. We expect to hold a third Public Meeting in early 2012 to inform 
you of the results of the analysis with those alternatives that were carried forward, and ask 
for your comments.
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If you have questions this evening, study team members are available in the exhibit room 
to help.  At 6:00 and 7:00 PM, we are also holding a question and answer session.  If you 
would like to take part in these sessions and have questions, please fill out a question and 
answer notecard and drop it in the question box or hand it to a study team member 
anytime throughout each session, and a moderator will present the questions to study 
team members to answer.
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A summary of the suggested alternatives or corridor locations are presented in the exhibit 
room and are available on the project website, as is the full listing of the suggested 
alternatives.  We invite you to review your communities’ suggestions and recommend any 
new alternatives on the provided 11 x 17 sheets that you feel could fulfill the project 
purpose, and address the transportation needs, while minimizing impacts.

Throughout the exhibit area feel free to fill out a comment form that you can finish today 
or mail later. You may also submit comments through our project website. We encourage 
comments throughout the course of the study, but for inclusion in this public meeting 
record, please submit your comments by January 4, 2012.
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Throughout the study process, stakeholder input is vital to determining the best alternative 
for the study area and the region. Your input is valuable. It is our continued commitment 
throughout this study to include stakeholders in this process. Public Involvement is our 
priority throughout the development process. 
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Please visit the exhibit room to give us your issues and concerns and meet with study team 
members who are available to discuss the study. This concludes the presentation. If you 
have missed any part of the presentation, it will restart again momentarily. We appreciate 
your attendance, and hope to see you at future meetings as well. 
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Welcome! 
Public Meeting
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Study Process: What is NEPA?

•  The National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) requires 
federal agencies to integrate 
environmental values into their 
decision making processes by 
considering the environmental 
impacts of their proposed actions 
and reasonable alternatives to 
those actions.
and reasonable alternatives to and reasonable alternatives to 
those actions.
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KEY PRINCIPLES
•	Balance	mobility,	community	
	 needs,	and	environment,	with	
	 safety	paramount

•	Involve	stakeholders	early	and			 	 	 	
	 often	in	the	planning	process

•	Address	all	transportation	modes

•	Involve	all	appropriate	disciplines	
	 in	planning	and	design

•	Consider	flexibility	as	part	of	design

•	Incorporate	aesthetics	into	design

CSS is used by IDOT and INDOT in the planning and design of major projects.

Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)

An interdisciplinary approach that seeks 
effective, multimodal transportation solutions 
by working with stakeholders to 
develop, build, and maintain cost-effective 
transportation facilities which fit into and 
reflect the project’s surroundings.
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Project Working Group Structure

� Agencies
(i.e. transportation, 

resource etc.)
•

Communities, Counties, 
other units of Government

•
Interested Groups

•
Organizations

TECHNICAL
TASK 
FORCE

CORRIDOR 
PLANNING GROUP

(CPG)

PROJECT SPONSORS
IDOT • INDOT • FHWA

County and
Municipalities 

•
Northwestern Indiana

Regional Planning 
Commission

Counties and 
Municipalities 

• 
Chicago Metropolitan 
Agency for Planning

•
Kankakee Area 
Transportation 
 Study (KATS)

ILLINOIS INDIANA
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Goals for the Study Area
• Improve east-west connectivity

• Improve truck freight movement while addressing 
 congestion  and providing future capacity needs

• Avoid and mitigate environmental, social 
 and property impacts

• Maximize economic development opportunities

• Coordinate community land use plans

• Identify a fi nancially feasible sustainable 
 transportation project

What Have Stakeholders Said?

 Identify a fi nancially feasible sustainable  Identify a fi nancially feasible sustainable 
 transportation project transportation project
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Alternative Suggestions

   •  Arterial Improvements

   •  Highway 

   •  Transit

   •  Freight Rail component

   • Financing Options 

Initial Stakeholder Suggestions
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What Are the Technical Findings?

> National link for freight 

> Limited Transit Market

> Rail Freight - Public and Private Investments 

> Key intermodal logistical area

> Areas of the Region 
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Purpose and Need – What Is It?

Purpose & Need
Technical Analysis

Stakeholder Input

A concise statement of the 
transportation problems to 

be addressed

Improve Regional Mobility

Address Local System      
Deficiencies

Provide for Efficient       
Movement of  Truck Freight

1

2

3

An important factor in selecting the best alternative is its ability to address the Purpose and Need for improvements. 
Therefore, it is important to have a good understanding of those needs as we identify possible alternatives. Based 
on the technical analysis and public involvement fi ndings,three transportation needs have been initially identifi ed.
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Stakeholder Alternatives Flow Process

Alternatives Combined/Adjusted to Minimize Impacts

Potential First Round Major Corridors

Potential Major CorridorsStakeholder Suggested Alternatives
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Representative Major Corridors
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A1 A2 A3S1A3 A4 B1 B3 C4

Arterial Roadway

Arterial A-1 Arterial B-2ALTERNATIVES

IMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY

Address Projected Growth in Regional East-West Travel

 South Sub-Region Congested VMT

Reduce Travel Delay / Improve Regional Travel Time

 South Sub-Region Hours of Travel 

Improve Access to Jobs

 No. Jobs Accessible within 60 Min-See Note 1

ADDRESS LOCAL SYSTEM DEFICIENCIES

Address Projected Growth in Local Traffic

 Study Area Congested VMT (Arterials)

 New Transportation Facility Usage

Address Lack of Continuous Higher Functional Classification East-West Routes  

 New Lane Miles of Interstate

 New Lane Miles of Other Principal Arterials

Reduce Local Travel Delay / Improve Local Travel Time

 Study Area Vehicle Hours of Travel on Arterials

PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT MOVEMENT OF TRUCK FREIGHT

Improve Accessibility For Freight Facilities

 South Sub-Region Truck Hours Traveled 

Provide More Efficient Freight Movement

 South Sub-Region Truck Hours of Delay

201

0

213

0

211

0

199

0

224

0

193

0

187

0

231

0

O

185

O

186

Moderate or Neutral Benefits:

PRELIMINARY Illiana Travel Benefit Summary Ratings: Stand Alone Alternatives

TABLE 2       Indicator of Best Performing Among Alternatives Evaluated To Date: Least Benefits:

Note: A1 through C4 Limited Access alternatives measured with a non-tolled Scenario.

Moderate or Neutral Benefits:TABLE 2             Indicator of Best Performing Among Alternatives Evaluated To Date: Least Benefits:

Alternatives Evaluation Charts

A1 A2 A3S1A3 A4 B1 B3 C4ALTERNATIVES
Alignment Length

Total Wetland Impacts

Total Floodplains Impacts 

Total Stream Impacts

Total Impared Streams Impacts

Water Bodies (Rivers, Lakes, Ponds) 

Parks/Nature Preserves/Natural Areas

 Total Parks Impacts

 Total Nature Areas Impacts

 Total Trail Impacts

Special Use

Farmland

Landfills

Cemeteries

Business Parks

 Intermodals

Affected Buildings

 Residential

 Commericial 

 Agricultural and Farms

 Other

PRELIMINARY Impact Summary Ratings: Stand Alone Alternatives

TABLE 1           
More 
Impacting:

Moderate or 
Neutral Impacts:

Indicator of Less Impacting Among 
Alternatives Evaluated To Date:
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Stakeholder In
put

EvaluateR
ef

in
e

Alternatives Evaluation

Best Blend of:
> Improved Travel Performance
> Minimize Environmental Impacts
> Financial Sustainability 
> Compatibility with Community Goals

tStatat kekek holdldl eded r InInI pnpn
ut

Stakeholder Input > Refi ne > Evaluate
CONTINUOUS PROCESS
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Questions and Answers

•  If you have a question after viewing the 
PowerPoint presentation, please write it on 
this card and drop it in the question box. 

•  Study team members will respond to 
anonymous questions presented by an 
independent moderator beginning at 
6:00 p.m. and again at 7:00 p.m. 

•  Also, please feel free to speak to one of the 
Study Team representatives in the exhibit room. 

Thanks for your participation!
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Project Website

Visit 
illianacorridor.org 

for up to date 
project information

•  Written and online comment forms

•  Comments  and Alternatives received 
 by JANUARY 4, 2012 will become part 
 of the Public Meeting record

Comments? 

•  Draw your alternative on the  
 11 x 17 maps.

Alternative Idea? 

Comments? 

Alternative Idea? 
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Illiana Transportation Alternative Development Sheet – PM#2

DESCRIPTION:

Internal Use

LEGEND
Interstate
US Route
State Route
Arterial Roads
Railroad
County Boundary
Interchanges
Municipal Boundary

Population Density
Midewin Prairie / Protected LandsBraidwood Nuclear Plant

Intermodal Sites
South Suburban Airport (Inagural)South Suburban Airport (Build Out)Joliet Army Training Center

National Cemetary

•  Written and online comment forms

•  Comments  and Alternatives received 
 by JANUARY 4, 2012 will become part 

Comments? 

We Want to Hear
From You!

 by JANUARY 4, 2012 will become part  by JANUARY 4, 2012 will become part 
 of the Public Meeting record of the Public Meeting record
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Question & Answer Session at

6:00 PM and 7:00 PM
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Land
Acquisition

K - 255



K - 256



K - 257



K - 258



K - 259



K - 260



K - 261



K - 262



K - 263



K - 264



K - 265



K - 266



K - 267



K - 268



K - 269



K - 270



K - 271



K - 272



K - 273



K - 274



K - 275



K - 276



K - 277



K - 278



K - 279



K - 280



K - 281



K - 282



K - 283



K - 284



K - 285



 
 

12 Illiana Corridor Study – Public Meeting #2 – Outreach Efforts & Response Summary 
Images, Inc.  

 

Public Meeting #2 Summary- Indiana  
 
The second Indiana public meeting for the Illiana Corridor Study was held on Tuesday, 
December 13, 2011 at Crown Point High School, located at 1500 South Main Street, Crown 
Point, Indiana from 5–8 PM.  The meeting was a hybrid open house format with a 
continuous PowerPoint presentation, question and answer forum, exhibit boards for 
review, and large scale maps of the potential alternatives to which meeting attendees 
provided comments, and suggestions.   The meeting was attended by 126 people, and 16 
comment forms were received. 
 
The following public officials were in attendance: 

- Dave Murtaugh – for Senator Coats office 
- Gerry Scheub – Lake Co Commissioner 
- Craig Earley – Lowell Town Council 
- Geof Benson- Beverly Shores Town Council 
- Michael Forbes- St John Town Council 
- Richard Ludlow- Town of Schneider  

 
Additional agencies/organizations represented included: 

- Adam Lintner- Illinois Tollway 
- Leslie Phemister- Active Transportation Alliance  
- Taghi Arshami – The Arsh Group 
- Mitch Barloga- NIRPC 
- Sergio Mendoza- IDNR-LMCP 
- Nate Kleefisch- Tri Creek School Corp 
- Steve Strains- NIRPC 
- George Malis- Sierra Club 
- Joyce Newland- FHWA                     

 
The following Media were represented: 

- Jonathan Miano – The Times 
- Jeff Nicholls – Post Tribune Photographer 
- Keith Benman – The Times 
- Chelsea Kirk – Post Tribune 
- Nick Dmitrovick- Lowell Tribune 
- Lindsey Cramer – Lakeshore TV 
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Indiana Comment Summary 
During Public Meeting #2 in Indiana, 16 comment forms, 22 questions and 3 alternative maps were 
submitted, for a total of 41 comments.  The categories identified below provide a summary of the most 
popular comment themes and their frequency: 
 

Comment Category # of Comments 
Alternative Suggestions/Preferences 18 

No-Build Alternative 5 

Impacts 6 

Project Support 2 

Property Acquisition 4 

Project Communication 5 

Watershed Management Plan 1 

TOTAL 41 
 

Comment Categories 
Alternative Suggestions/Preferences 
Several stakeholder comments identified support, or a lack of support, for specific potential major 
corridors, or offered a new alternative idea.  Specific alternative suggestions and preferences from 
individual stakeholders included the following: 

• A lack of support for A1 or A2 
• Support for A3S1 
• Preference for northern routes 
• Support for C4 before it does not disturb existing housing or wetland area 
• Recommendation to utilize existing state routes and arterials for the preferred alternative 
• Avoid the Kankakee River floodplain 
• Preference for a route between Lowell and Cedar Lake 
• Support for a monorail system 

No-Build Alternative 
Three comment forms outlined a general lack of support for the Illiana Corridor and identified a 
preference for the No-Build Alternative. 
 
Impacts 
Comments in this category focused on lessening the impacts of the Illiana Corridor on surrounding 
areas.  Specifically, stakeholders identified a desire for the preferred route to avoid established 
communities and downtown areas, as well as to incorporate detailed design standards for lighting, 
rumble strips and more. 
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Project Support 
Two comment forms stated general support for the Illiana Corridor and recognized its 
overall need. 
 
Property Acquisition 
Participants wanted to know what the overall process was and how the subsequent loss in property tax 
would affect the communities.  
 
Project Communications 
Comments received wanted to know how to get project newsletters, and more information about the 
Corridor Planning Group/Technical Taskforce meetings. Also a question was asked about what could be 
expected at the next Public Meeting. 
 
Watershed Management Plan 
One of the comment forms received outlined the importance of Watershed Management Plans in the 
future to identify water detention areas and address any increased runoff that may occur due to the 
addition of new impervious surfaces. 

Public Meeting #2 Summary- Illinois  
 
The second Illinois public meeting for the Illiana Corridor Study was held on Wednesday, 
December 14, 2011 at Matteson Hotel and Conference Center (Holiday Inn), 500 Holiday 
Plaza Drive, Matteson, Illinois from 5 – 8 PM.  The meeting was a hybrid open house format 
with a continuous PowerPoint presentation, question and answer forum, exhibit boards for 
review, and large scale maps of the potential alternatives to which meeting attendees 
provided comments, and suggestions.   The meeting was attended by 118 people, and 8 
comment forms were received. 
 
The following public officials were in attendance: 

- John Cairns-  Wilmington Township and Fire Department 
- Lester Batterman – Will Township 
- Jerry Townsend – University Park 
- Rick Reinbold- Village of Richton Park 
- Brian Cleary- Village of Beecher 
- David Fitzgerald- Village of Richton Park 
- Nick Narducci- Village of Elwood 
- David Deutsche- Monee Township 
- Mike McMahon- Village of Channahon 
- Milton Payton- Village of University Park 
- Mike Lammey- Kankakee County 
- Mike VanMill- Kankakee County 
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- Marc Nelson- Manhattan 
- Greg Szymanski- Village of Beecher Trustee 
- Mike Bossert- Kankakee County 
- Eric Wesel- Will County Highways 
- Don Peloquin- City of Blue Island 
- Bill Rulien- City of Braidwood 
- Jim Bilotta- Will County 
- Mike Einhorn- Village of Crete 
- Greg Spathis – Village of Bourbonnais 

 
 

Additional agencies/organizations represented included: 
- Rocco Zucchero- Illinois Tollway 
- Jane Schulter - Crete Public Library 
- Jeremy Grey- Center Point Properties 
- Mike Scholefield- CSEDC 
- Mike Hine- FHWA 
- Dennis Bachman-FHWA 
- Marta Perales - ILMPO 
- Jerry Heinrich- Midewin Tallgrass Prairie Alliance 
- Roy Surdet- Waters Edge Homeowners Association 
- Kyle Schuhmacher- Ketone Partners 
- Ed Paesel- South Suburban Mayors and Managers Association   
- Bud Fleming- South Suburban Mayors and Managers Association   
- Bill Brabinski – Southview properties 

 
The following Media were represented: 

- Ann Baskerville – Will County News 
- Brett Rise- Southtown Star 
- Steve Metsch- Southtown Star 
- Dennis Sullivan – Chicago Tribune 
- Mike Margraf- WPAL Public Access Television 
- Radio (unknown radio station) 
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Images, Inc.  

 

Illinois Comment Summary 
During Public Meeting #2 in Illinois, 8 comment forms, 7 questions and 1 alternative map were 
submitted, for a total of 16 comments.  The categories identified below provide a summary of the most 
popular comment themes and their frequency: 
 

Comment Category # of Comments 
Alternative Suggestions/Preferences 8 

No-Build Alternative 1 

Impacts 2 

Communications 1 

Economy/Growth 2 

Construction 2 

TOTAL 16 
 

Comment Categories 
Alternative Suggestions/Preferences 
Several stakeholder comments identified support, or a lack of support, for specific potential major 
corridors, or offered a new alternative idea.  Specific alternative suggestions and preferences from 
individual stakeholders included the following: 

• Support for A3S1, B1, and B3 
• Concern about the route near Midewin 
• Preference for northern alternatives (two comments) 
• C4 is the best overall solution 
• Preference for a route with a transit component 
• Preference for a route that combines B1 and B3  

Impacts 
One comment form outlined the importance of considering Governors State University and University 
Park’s industrial areas in the plan as they established, and potentially growing areas will be impacted by 
the preferred alternative. 
Communication 
One comment form identified utilizing local libraries for the distribution of information as a key way to 
communicate with stakeholders. 
Economy/Growth 
Questions were received asking for further details about the projected population/job growth in the 
area, particularly focused on how these numbers were calculated in our current economic times. 
Construction 
One question wanted to know when the expected construction date would be. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
February 7, 2012 
 

          Contacts 
          Guy Tridgell, IDOT (312)-814-4693 
          Jim Pinkerton, INDOT (219)-325-7455 

 
 

IDOT AND INDOT TO PRESENT TRANSPORTATION 
CORRIDOR(S) FOR FURTHER STUDIES 

 
Springfield, IL and Indianapolis, IN - The Illinois and Indiana Departments of Transportation 
(IDOTand INDOT) will host their third round of public meetings on February 22 and 23 to 
present the best performing corridor(s) to be carried forward for further studies and gain 
additional stakeholder input. The Illiana study area is located in southern Will County and 
northern Kankakee County in Illinois and southern Lake County in Indiana. The study area is 
generally located between I-65 on the east, I-55 on the west, U.S. 30 on the north, and north 
Kankakee County on the south. 
 
IDOT and INDOT, along with stakeholders, have identified the transportation needs for the 
Illiana study area, identified a range of alternatives, and evaluated a range of representative 
major corridors. The evaluation of the corridors has continued and have taken into 
consideration the hundreds of public comments received from a series of seven Corridor 
Planning Group meetings and two public information meetings. These meetings involved 
residents, businesses, elected officials, community representatives, environmental conservation 
groups, economic development councils, forest preserves districts, and interested stakeholders. 
The corridor(s) being carried forward for further evaluation represent the best blend of 
transportation performance, minimizing impacts to the built and natural environment, 
compatibility with local plans, and financial viability.  For information about the Illiana 
Corridor Study, visit www.illianacorridor.org. 
 
The meetings will be an open house format and interested persons may attend anytime 
between 5:00 and 8:00 p.m.  There will be a continuous PowerPoint presentation, and 
attendees will have the opportunity to view study exhibits and speak with IDOT, INDOT and 
study team representatives on a one-on-one basis.  A question and answer forum will be held 
at 6:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. each day. 
 
The public meetings will be held at the following times and locations: 
 
 
INDIANA 
Wednesday, February 22, 2012 
5:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
Crown Point High School 
1500 South Main Street 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
 

ILLINOIS 
Thursday, February 23, 2012 
5:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
Matteson Hotel and Conference Center 
(Holiday Inn) 
500 Holiday Plaza Drive 
Matteson, IL 60443 

 
These meetings will be accessible to handicapped individuals.  Anyone needing specific 
assistance should contact Kara Olson of Images, Inc. at (630) 510-3944.  Persons planning to 
attend who will need a sign language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify 
the TTY/TTD number (800) 526-0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/ or 711; and 
for Telebraille dial (877) 526-6670 at least five days prior to the meeting. 
 
 

-# # #- 
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impacts on existing businesses, residences and planned developments along these northern 
corridors.  

Many stakeholders also commented that the “A” alternatives will not address the high 
amount of trucks traveling east-west along Wilmington-Peotone Road and other east-west 
roads in the south part of the Study Area. There was diverse stakeholder opinion on whether 
the Illiana Corridor should primarily be a reliever route for I-80, or a regional bypass route 
serving the entire region. Some of the comments received expressed concern over the dense 
population centers in the northern part of the study area. Additionally, the cost associated 
with providing an approximate 5,000 foot length Des Plaines River crossing was seen as an 
impediment. Unavoidable impacts to existing intermodal facilities and a higher number of 
environmental features were also seen as obstacles that would disrupt operations and re-
quire substantial expenditures to achieve and to provide mitigation.

Several stakeholders expressed preference for the B3 alternative as the corridor most com-
patible with future land use  plans, the existing built and natural environment,  one that would 
provide a regional bypass, and provide enough room for design flexibility or multi-modal 
uses without the urban constraints that were present in the northern corridors. 

Of the stakeholder comments received, the majority expressed support for some type of 
transportation improvement in the study area. Other comments expressed the need for a 
transit component with the alternative and opposition of any corridor (No-Action alterna-
tive).  All comments received were considered during the evaluation process.

Illiana     NEWS
P A R T N E R I N G  F O R  S U C C E S S

Issue 3 • February 2012

In September 2011, the study team conducted a Corridor Planning Group (CPG)/Technical Task 

Force (TTF) alternatives workshop that resulted in over 80 corridor concepts representing a 

number of modes. The study team also held public meetings in December 2011 to gather 

additional input on the Purpose and Need statement, the range of alternatives, any additional 

suggested alternatives, and to present the initial findings on the corridors identified to date.  

Additionally, the study team held one-on-one meetings with over 30 community and agency 

stakeholders in Illinois and Indiana throughout January and February 2012. The study 

team catalogued and analyzed all alternatives received, and for routes of similar transportation function 

consolidated them in order to minimize environmental impacts. 

Eight major corridors for a new limited access facility on a new alignment and two arterial corridors have been identified 

which establish the range of alternatives. Based on the alternatives analysis, the B3 corridor represents the best blend 

of improved transportation performance, minimizing built and natural environmental impacts, and compatibility with 

community master plans. It was also found to be the most financially viable alternative. 

Financial Viability Evaluation
This evaluation involved an assessment of the overall 
financial viability for the B3 alternative, including 
estimated capital costs and toll revenues, to construct, 
operate, maintain, and finance the alternative. The 
financial viability of B3 was also measured against 
A1, the alternative with the best overall traffic performance 
but which also had higher construction costs and higher impacts than B3. The 
comparative results of the financial viability evaluation, as seen in Figure 2, yielded 
alternative corridor B3 as having better overall financial viability than A1. This 
assessment is very preliminary, and should not be confused with detailed traffic 
and revenue studies that will be performed in Tier 2. 

 
Stakeholder Comments
During the Public Meeting in December 2011, input 
was requested on the initial range of corridor alter-
natives and initial evaluation results were presented.  
Comments were received from local municipalities, 
interest groups, and the general public. After the 
Public Meeting, throughout the month of January,  
one-on-one stakeholder meetings were held with 
more than 30 communities and agencies in the 

study area in order to gain further knowledge needed 
for the second round of evaluations.

Based on feedback from the Public Meeting in 
December and subsequent one-on-one meetings, it became clear that while there 
was some support for the “A” corridors, the majority of local jurisdictions were 
more supportive or accepting of the B3 corridor.  Some communities in and around 
the northern portion of the study area, prefer the “A” alignments for greater 
potential for congestion relief on I-80 as well as nearby local routes. However, the 
majority of stakeholders along the “A” and “1” corridors  had concerns due to 

B3A1ALTERNATIVES
Impact Summary

 Environmental Impacts 

 Community Impacts

Financial Summary

 Preliminary Capital Cost Estimate

 Preliminary Toll Revenue Estimate

 Preliminary Financial Viability Estimate

Performance Summary

 Toll Traffic Diversion

 Compatibility with Multi-Purpose Uses

Best Performing:

X

X
X

X

X
X

X

X

Illinois Department of Transportation-District 1	
ATTN.:  Kesti Susinskas 		
201 W. Center Court	
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196
847-705-4126
    

Indiana Department of Transportation		
ATTN.: Angie Fegaras
315 E. Boyd, Blvd.
LaPorte, Indiana 46350
219-325-7507 

Contacts

5 | www.IllianaCorridor.org

The study team is currently in the Alternatives Evaluation/Preferred 

Alternative phase of Tier 1. The Alternatives Development and Evaluation 

phase has been ongoing since Fall 2011. The initial alternatives were 

identified and evaluation results were presented to the public. The 

study team sought public input on these results and then further 

evaluated and refined initial alternatives. Through individual meetings 

with municipalities and other stakeholders, further input was provided 

that identified a preferred corridor to carry forward. At this time, we 

are starting to evaluate this preferred alternative in further detail, and 

will continue to compare it to a no build alternative. This engineering 

and environmental analysis is being tabulated in the draft environmental 

impact statement (DEIS). The DEIS will be released for public review and 

comment this spring.  

PAGE 1
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for Further Evaluation

PAGE 2 
Recommendation Builds 

Upon Prior Work 

PAGE 5 
Why Carry B3 Forward 
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•
Schedule/Process
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Illinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways - District One
201 W. Center Court
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196

When considering the results of the alternatives evalu-

ation, and also considering the findings of financial and 

multimodal adaptability studies, the results support the 

conclusion that Alternative B3 is comparatively the 

most viable alternative corridor based on having a com-

bination of higher travel performance potential, financial 

viability, and multimodal corridor compatibility, along 

with lower socioeconomic and environmental impact risk, 

and appears to have the highest level of public support.

On this basis, Alternative B3 is recommended as the 

preferred alternative to be carried forward for detailed 

evaluation in the Tier One DEIS, along with the No-Action 

alternative.

Schedule/Process

		  ALTERNATIVE B3 HAS THE:

	 	 •	Lowest environmental impacts

	 	 •	Higher travel benefit potential

	 	 •	Greater cohesion with local 	
			   planning

	 	 •	Highest multimodal corridor 	
			   compatibility

	 	 •	Lowest potential cost

Figure 1: Recommended Corridor to be carried forward for further evaluation

THIS PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION REPRESENTS A BLEND OF FACTORS:

	 >	 Improved Travel Performance

	 >	 Minimized Environmental Impacts 

	 >	 Compatibility with Community 
		  Master Plans	

	 >	 Financial Viability

(continued from page 5)(continued from page 1)

A significant milestone has been reached in 

the Illiana Corridor Study. Through a rigorous 

evaluation process, a recommended corridor 

and a no-build alternative are being advanced 

for further evaluation. 

The next step in the evaluation process is 

to conduct a Tier 1 environmental impact 

analysis of the B3 corridor  alternative and 

further refine the definition of the corridor.

IDOT and INDOT maintain a firm commitment 

to public involvement and continue to 

seek your input throughout the study. 

Your input offers us very good information 

to understand the corridor needs and 

appropriate solutions. Thank you for your 

participating in this process.  

Why Carry B3 Forward 
For Further Evaluation?

Corridor Recommended for 
FURTHER EVALUATION

(continued on page 6)

Figure 2
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Travel Benefits Evaluation
The initial results of the evaluation of the travel benefits were presented at the December 2011 public meet-

ings. This evaluation involved a comparative analysis of the travel performance for each alternative measured 

against the established Purpose and Need criteria. The alternatives are assessed for improving travel conditions 

in Year 2040 by forecasting travel demands to gauge the ability to address the transportation needs.

For the initial round evaluation, each new corridor alternative was evaluated as an access controlled non-tolled facility. The 

travel performance of the alternatives was evaluated using the Purpose and Need criteria of Improve Regional Mobility, Address Local Deficiencies, and 

Provide for Efficient Movement of Freight.  

Environmental and Socioeconomic Impacts /Locational Evaluation
The environmental impact evaluation was performed to identify whether corridors with similar travel benefits 

had different environmental impacts. These alternatives were evaluated on consideration of over 100 environ-

mentally related aspects and travel demand performance. This evaluation involved a comparative analysis of 

the initial alternative corridors focused on identifying any alternative corridors with disproportionately high 

environmental or socioeconomic impacts. The alternative corridors were subjected to a socioeconomic and 

environmental impact analysis using the Geographic Information System (GIS ) tool. The 400 foot wide working 

alignment for each new corridor and the 200 foot wide working alignment for each arterial corridor were used to 

measure and compare potential impacts.

The socioeconomic and environmental impact analysis included over 100 evaluation 	
criteria measures related to the potential impacts, including:

•	 Wetland impacts
•	 Floodplain impacts
•	 Stream impacts
•	 Water bodies
•	 Parks, forests, nature areas, and trail impacts
•	 Farmland, landfill, cemetery, business park, and intermodal impacts
•	 Residential, commercial, agricultural and farm impacts 
•	 Major Utilities such as fuel transmission lines and electrical transmission lines
•	 Threatened and Endangered species
•	 Recreational Facilities
 

During the analysis, if there were significant impacts that could be minimized, the alignment was adjusted 

and re-evaluated to assess if the environmental impacts could be reduced or eliminated.  

 

The following findings contribute to the recommendation of the B3 corridor alternative and No-Action 
alternative to advance for further evaluation.

The Purpose and Need serves as a guide throughout the study for identifying an appropriate solution. The purpose of the project is to identify 
transportation improvement(s) that will help enhance east-west mobility between I-65 and I-55 and address the three project needs:

In the Fall of 2011, stakeholders suggested more than 80 corridor ideas.  These ideas were organized and refined into a set of 10 potential 
major corridor alternatives (see Figure 3).  
 

Figure 3: Initial Potential Corridors presented at the December 2011 Public Meetings

upon prior workRecommendation Builds

	
1. 2.Improve Regional 

Mobility
Address Local System 
Deficiencies

Provide for Efficient 
Movement of Freight

3.

The Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement phase of the Illiana Corridor Study is expected to be an intensive process.  After the series of 

February 2012 public meetings, more refinements to the preferred alternative will be made, and the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(DEIS) will have been submitted to the reviewing agencies for comment.  This document describes the environmental impacts of the proposed 

corridor alternative. Environmental planners and engineers will be identifying key environmental and corridor design features. Tier 1 environmental 

impact studies will be conducted on a full range of potential impacts, including water quality, wetlands, threatened and endangered species, 

agricultural lands, archaeological, cultural, historic, land use, and displacements. At the same time, engineering studies will be performed to 

determine the initial concepts for location of the facility access, drainage, and right-of-way requirements. 

After the agency review process, the DEIS will be released for public review and comment in the spring.  A public hearing will be held to formally 

record comments, which will be incorporated into the Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).

When the Tier 1 FEIS is complete, it will be sent to the reviewing federal and state agencies, including Federal Highway Administration, U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Indiana and Illinois Department of Natural 

Resources, Illinois Department of Agriculture, Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Illinois EPA, and others.  The agencies have a 

specific period of time to comment.  With their concurrence, a Record of Decision (ROD) is issued.  Once the ROD is issued, IDOT and INDOT will 

have the Federal approval to advance the preferred corridor to Tier 2 studies.  Tier 2 studies will be initiated, and involve more detailed engineering 

and environmental studies for the preferred Alternative.  Tier 2 may take an additional 18-24 months to complete.

With IDOT and INDOT’s commitment to Context Sensitive Solutions principles, stakeholders will be engaged throughout the Environmental Impact 

Statement process. All efforts will be made to avoid, minimize, and mitigate environmental impacts while addressing existing and future travel 

needs. 

NEXT STEPS: Tier 1 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

2 | www.IllianaCorridor.org 3 | www.IllianaCorridor.org 4 | www.IllianaCorridor.org

Other Alternatives Considered and Dismissed:
There are also a number of alternatives that connect the major alignments between the “A1” and “B3” corridors, for example the A3S1 and B1 
alignments. These corridors have a large amount of land impacts due to the diagonal nature of the alignments.  These alignments would create 
a large number of severed and segmented land parcels.  Municipalities and farm bureaus expressed little desire for such connections as they 
create adverse travel patterns, as indicated by their low travel performance ratings and their hindrance of agricultural operations. Based on the 
environmental impacts and travel performance, these connections will not be carried forward.

The two arterial alternatives involved widening existing  facilities to a four lane rural cross section and making new connections to create a cohesive 
road from I-55 to I-65. The A-1 Arterial generally followed Arsenal -Manhattan-Monee Roads and extended to US 231, and the B-2 Arterial generally 
followed Wilmington-Peotone-Beecher Roads and extended to 153rd Street. These alternatives had some of the highest impacts to residential, 
commercial properties along the route and also had low travel performance or low traffic volumes. 

Northern Alignments:

Our findings in general show the northern alternatives (“A” and “1” corridors) that are close to population centers pick up the most traffic, but 
they also have greater impacts to homes and business, and the natural environment due to higher levels of development, and fewer opportunities 
for locating the route without causing impact to sensitive areas and buildings.

Middle Alignments:

The central alignments are located through less densely developed areas 
and had moderate traffic performance numbers when compared to the 
northern corridors however the impacts identified and mitigated on B3 
were lower than all other corridors. This corridor has the best balance of 

minimizing impact and improved travel performance.

	 •	 B3 has lowest forest impacts compared to the northern alignments 

	 •	 B3 impacts to recreational facilities are limited to crossing 3 trails along 
	 	 the corridor

	 •	 “B” Alternatives would require a bridge over the Kankakee River at 	 	
	 	 approximately 2,500 foot long 

	 •	 B3 has less property impacts than the northern alignments; however, 	
	 	 properties will be impacted

	 •	 B3 has increased truck traffic volumes compared to the northern alignments. 

	 •	 Allows flexibility for accommodating multimodal opportunities 

	 •	 Less than 3 miles of total utility relocations   

	 •	 Lowest potential initial construction cost, and lowest risk of construction 	
	 	 cost overruns

	

Southern Alignments: 

The Southern alignments include (“C” and “4” corridors) which 

are located generally in less densely populated areas than the 

Central alignments. The environmental impacts around the 

sensitive Kankakee River Flood Plain were difficult to mitigate 

during the refinement process.
 	
	 •	 Indirect route

	 •	 Longest alternative; impact avoidance in southwest Will County 	
	 	 requires connection to I-55 where it is angling away from the 	
	 	 Study Area

	 •	 Lowest utilization and travel performance

	 •	 Highest farmland impacts

	 •	 In Indiana the Southeast portion of the “C” corridor encroaches 	
	 	 on the Kankakee River Floodplains and impacts a dense 	 	
	 	 network of man made drainage ditches and structures put in 	
	 	 place for agricultural purposes adding cost and indirect impacts 	
	 	 to the agricultural zone surrounding the corridor

	 •	 The C4 corridor has the highest number of nature/trail impacts 	
	 	 of any alternative 

	 •	 A1 and A2 have 5 times the wetland impacts when compared to B3

	 •	 A1 and A2 have 1.6 to 3 times the forested area impacts of B3

	 •	 “A” Alternatives include a 1 mile long bridge at the Des Plaines River 

	 •	 A1 impacts 2 to 6 times the major utility facilities of any other alternative

	 •	 A1 and B1 corridors are narrow in several places to avoid numerous	 	
	 	 building impacts in densely populated areas, and are severely restricted 	
	 	 for consideration of future expansion or accommodation of multimodal 	
	 	 opportunities.
	

	 •	 A1 and B1 corridors have 1.7 to 3 times the building impacts of any other 	
	 	 alternative.

	 •	 A1 & B1- have the highest impact to nature areas including a 5000 foot 	
	 	 impact to Homestead Acres Park in St. John, IN

	 •	 The northern corridors are less compatible with local community 	 	
	 	 land use plans

	 •	 Although A1 has the greatest travel performance or traffic, the overall 	
	 	 impacts and associated costs with achieving a viable route deemed the
	 	 A1 alignment as not a preferred choice 
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