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1. Project Description  
 
a. Project number (State and Federal): P-91-410-13 

 
b. Project Name:  Illinois Route 132 (IL 132) from Deep Lake Road to Munn Road 
 
a. Location: Villages of Lake Villa and Lindenhurst, Lake County, Illinois 

 
b. Project Termini:  The project limits are from Sheehan Drive to Munn Road in Lake 

County, Illinois.  The segment from Sheehan Drive to Deep Lake Road is located in 
the Village of Lake Villa and the segment from Deep Lake Road to Munn Road is 
located in the Village of Lindenhurst.   
 

c. Project Type:  Dry land bridge replacement and roadway widening and resurfacing. 
From Sheehan Drive to Deep Lake Road, the scope of work includes resurfacing and 
rehabilitation due to the pavement condition. From Deep Lake Road to Munn Road, 
the scope of work includes the removal and reconstruction of the dry land bridge 
between Victory Drive and Munn Road, the replacement of a box culvert that 
conveys Hasting Creek under IL 132 and the widening of IL 132 to provide a median 
and a dedicated left turn lane at Victory Drive.  Also included are shared-use path, 
sidewalk, and drainage improvements. The Deep Lake Road and Munn Road 
intersections are signalized with dedicated left turn lanes.  

 
d. Project Length:  0.79 miles 
 
e. NEPA Class of Action: Categorical Exclusion Group II. 
 
f. Purpose and Need Summary:  The purpose of the proposed action is to improve 

highway user safety and provide pedestrian accommodations from Deep Lake to 
Munn Road, address pavement conditions, and mobility. This will be accomplished 
by replacing the dry land bridge, resurfacing the pavement, separating opposing lanes 
of traffic, removing left turning vehicles from through traffic, and by expanding the 
network of pedestrian and bicyclist accommodations. The Lindenhurst Park District 
has great interest in providing connectivity between the residential area and the Forest 
Preserve to the east with the recreation center, Lake Villa District Library, and other 
amenities to the west. The project will also mitigate a known flooding issue at the low 
point in the road and provide additional freeboard for the 50-year storm event. 



4(f) De Minimis Documentation, Duck Farm Forest Preserve 
Illinois Route 132, Deep Lake Road to Munn Road 

Villages of Lake Villa and Lindenhurst, Lake County, Illinois 
 

 

2 
 

g. Project Status:  The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) is performing a 
preliminary engineering and environmental study (Phase I). The anticipated Phase I 
design approval date is December 2015.  Contract plan preparation and land 
acquisition (Phase II) and construction (Phase III) are not included in IDOT’s FY 
2016-2021 Proposed Highway Improvement Program. However, this project will be 
included in our priorities for future funding consideration among similar 
improvement needs throughout the region. 

 
 

2. Section 4(f) Resources 
 
a. Resource Type:  Forest Preserve 

 
b. Resource Name:  Duck Farm Forest Preserve 

 
c. Official with Jurisdiction (OWJ):  Lake County Forest Preserve District (LCFPD) 
 
d. Description of role/significance in the Community: The preserve is currently 350 

acres and was acquired by LCFPD in 1989.  The preserve is located on the south side 
of IL 132.  The preserve contains the 48 acre Dog Exercise Area which is one of four 
designated areas within the Lake County forest preserves where dogs can run and 
play off-leash. The dog exercise area is located near the Munn Road intersection.  
Other uses and amenities at the preserve include a parking lot, open fields, grass 
trails, a comfort station, drinking fountain, fishing, picnic tables, and snowmobiling 
trails.   

 
 

3. Description of intended Section 4(f) Resource Use 
 
a. Type and Acres of Impact: 0.90 acres   

 
i. Permanent Easement:  0.63 acres will be used for the construction and 

maintenance of the sidewalk, construction of the storm sewer, replacement of the 
Hastings Creek box culvert, and construction of the roadside ditch. From Sta. 
67+50 to Sta. 69+75, the existing ditch will be widened and used for 
compensatory storage with rip rap check dam (water quality BMP). The existing 
storm sewer system that drains the dry land bridge will be replaced with a new 
system placed south of the roadway to avoid impacts with an existing 12” sanitary 
force main, an 8” water line and ADID wetlands on the north side. 
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ii. Temporary Easement:  0.27 acres will be used for grading along IL 132 to meet 
existing ground.  

 

b. Existing Function of Impacted Acres:  The impacted areas at the preserve 
consisting of either open space or trees and vegetation are located adjacent to the 
roadway right-of-way and away from recreational uses and amenities. The existing 
culvert is already located on LCFPD property and the proposed culvert will be 
constructed in the same location.  The resulting function of the impacted area along 
IL 132 is the same as its current use.  Four trees, with sizes ranging from seven to 16 
inches, are anticipated to be removed from the LCFPD property.  A Tree Survey 
Report was prepared and is included as Attachment A-6. 

 

 
4. Description of Efforts to Avoid, Minimize, and Mitigate or Enhance 

Resource  
 
a. Avoidance and minimization efforts made and benefits to resource:  The Duck 

Farm Forest Preserve is located adjacent to IL 132.  Widening is required to provide 
the median and sidewalk. The median width was reduced from 16 feet to 11 feet and 
the alignment was shifted 2.5 feet north to avoid the Sand Lake Cemetery and 
minimize impacts to the Duck Farm Forest Preserve. Avoiding the preserve could not 
be achieved because of its location at the project terminus.  The shared-use path is 
located on the north side of the roadway, which minimizes impacts to the preserve. 
The raised profile between Victory Drive and Munn Road, which results in grading 
sideslopes in the preserve, is required to mitigate roadway flooding at the low point 
east of Victory Drive and provide additional freeboard from the 50 year storm. To 
minimize the impacts to the forest preserve, two feet of freeboard is provided instead 
of the three feet of freeboard normally required by IDOT design criteria.   The project 
does not impact any areas that utilized OSLAD or LAWCON funds. 
 
Section 4(f) documentation was previously required for Duck Farm Forest Preserve 
east of Munn Road for the IL 132 (Munn Road to East of Sand Lake Road) project 
for sidewalk construction and relocation of the Duck Farm Forest Preserve entrance. 

 
b. Commitments for mitigation or enhancement:  There are benefits to the LCFPD 

from this project.  The five-foot wide sidewalk on the south side of IL 132 and eight-
foot wide shared-use path on the north side of IL 132 will improve community access 
and connect Duck Farm Forest Preserve with the Lindenhurst Park District’s bike trail 
system.  At the Deep Lake Road intersection, the proposed pedestrian and bicyclist 
accommodations will connect with the Deep Lake Road Trail, which links to the Lake 
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Villa District Library and, in the future, the Lakes Community High School’s Polley 
Field. At the Munn Road intersection, the proposed pedestrian and bicyclist 
accommodations will create a link between the Lake Villa District Library and the 
Engle Memorial Park, on the north.  The proposed pedestrian and bicyclist 
accommodations will connect to the proposed shared-use path and sidewalk along IL 
132 as part of IDOT’s IL 132 (Munn Road to East of Sand Lake Road) project (P-91-
337-10) linking it to the Fourth Lake Forest Preserve and the Millennium Trail.  

  
All areas disturbed by construction will be restored to turf cover in accordance with 
the Department’s “Guideline for Use of Landscape Items” as appropriate for the 
project location.  All trees and other plants removed for construction will be replaced 
on a 1:1 nursery stock basis at a minimum wherever feasible and appropriate under 
Department guidelines.  Forested areas or dense strands of trees and shrubs may be 
replaced with seedling trees on a 3:1 basis where appropriate.  Wildflower plantings 
will be considered for inclusion where applicable to the project. 

 
There will be no cost participation to the LCFPD. IDOT will maintain the proposed 
culvert and the roadway ditch and the Village of Lindenhurst will maintain the 
sidewalk. LCFPD will be compensated for the easements needed for the project. 
 

 
5. Evidence of Opportunity for Public Review and Comment  

 
a. Type of public availability: A newspaper ad was posted in the Daily Herald on date 

and date to allow the public 30 days to review and comment on the Section 4(f) 
impacts (See attachment A-7). The Section 4(f) documentation will be available for 
viewing during the comment period at IDOT (201 W. Center Court, Schaumburg, IL 
60196), LCFPD (1899 West Winchester Road, Libertyville, IL 60048) and on 
IDOT’s website  
http://www.idot.illinois.gov/transportation-system/environment/index.  
Comments can be made by e-mail through the IDOT website at 
http://www.idot.illinois.gov/transportation-system/environment/index. 
(See Attachment A-7) 
 

b. Summary of comments: (See Attachment A-7) 
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6. Evidence of Coordination with Official(s) with Jurisdiction (See 
Attachment A-5) 
 
a. November 7, 2013  ...........Initiation letter to LCFPD 
b. November 20, 2013 ..........Lindenhurst Park District (LPD) request letter for path 

extension  
c. December 3, 2013 ............Lake Villa District Library (LVDL) support letter for path  
d. December 16, 2013 ..........LCDOT response to initiation letter  
e. January 03, 2014 ..............LCFPD response to initiation letter  
f. February 19, 2014 ............IDOT response to LDP path extension letter  
g. February 19, 2014 ............IDOT response to LVDL support for path letter  
h. TBD .................................Transmittal of Draft Section 4(f) Documentation for 

LCFPD review  
i. TBD .................................Transmittal of Draft Section 4(f) Documentation for public 

viewing  
j. TBD .................................Letter to LCFPD requesting no adverse effect 

determination and transmittal  
k. TBD .................................LCFPD written concurrence with a No Adverse Effect 

Determination  
l. TBD .................................FHWA finding of de minimis impact  
m. TBD .................................Transmittal of final Section 4(f) documentation to LCFPD  

 
 

7. Supporting Documentation 
 
a. Section 4(f) Impact Exhibit - Duck Farm Forest Preserve ...................... Attachment A-1 
b. Project Location Map ............................................................................... Attachment A-2 
c. Regional Location Map  ........................................................................... Attachment A-3 
d. Aerial View – Duck Farm Forest Preserve .............................................  Attachment A-3 
e. LCFPD Facility Map...............................................................................  Attachment A-3 
f. Typical Sections  ...................................................................................... Attachment A-4 
g. Preliminary Plan and Profile .................................................................... Attachment A-4 
h. Existing Drainage Plan ............................................................................ Attachment A-4 
i. Preliminary Proposed Drainage Plan ....................................................... Attachment A-4 
j. Coordination  ........................................................................................... Attachment A-5 
k. Tree Survey  ............................................................................................. Attachment A-6 
l. Public Review and Comment Documentation ......................................... Attachment A-7 
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1.0 Introduction 
 
The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) is proposing reconstructing the existing dry land 
bridge and roadway on IL 132 from Deep Lake Road to Munn Road in the Village of Lindenhurst, 
Lake County, Illinois.  Adjacent land use consists of IDOT right-of-way (ROW), commercial, and 
residential land.  The project location map and representative photographs are included in Exhibit 
A. 
 
A survey to identify trees within the project survey area was performed on May 19, 2015 by 
Kaskaskia Engineering Group, LLC (KEG) staff.  IDOT provided spreadsheets and survey plots 
indicating tree size, station, and offset. 
 
The objective of this report is to document the potential impacts to tree resources within the project 
survey area.  The project survey area includes all areas that will be disturbed as result of 
construction activities. 
 
2.0 Methodology 
 
This tree survey followed the IDOT Departmental Policies (D&E – 18) regarding the preservation 
and replacement of trees.  IDOT D&E–18 specifies all landscaped trees (regardless of size), as 
well as volunteer trees, with a diameter breast height (DBH) of six inches or greater be surveyed.  
Trees were inventoried within the project survey area using the Direct Counting Method. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) listed the northern long-eared bat as federally 
threatened with an interim 4(d) rule on April 2, 2015, which is effective May 4, 2015.  Projects that 
require permits from governmental agencies and that include potential northern long-eared bat 
(NLEB) habitat or the potential to impact migration routes of the NLEB will need to determine 
whether the proposed action meets the requirements of the interim 4(d) rule.  Due to the federal 
listing of the NELB as threatened, an assessment for suitable habitat for this species was 
conducted within the project survey area.  
 
The 2015 Rangewide Indiana Bat Summer Survey Guidelines, which can be used for the NLEB, 
was followed for the NLEB habitat assessment as this is the current survey guidance (USFWS, 
2015).  Based on this guidance, if potential suitable summer habitat for the NLEB is present within 
the project vicinity, an assessment for potential adverse impacts to the NLEB should be 
conducted.   
 
The project area was assessed to determine the presence of suitable habitat for the NLEB, which 
consists of “a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats where they roost, forage, and travel and 
may also include some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitats such as emergent 
wetlands and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields, and pastures. This includes forests 
and woodlots containing potential roosts (i.e., live trees and/or snags ≥3 inches [diameter at breast 
height] that have exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or cavities), as well as linear features such 
as fencerows, riparian forests, and other wooded corridors. These wooded areas may be dense 
or loose aggregates of trees with variable amounts of canopy closure. Individual trees may be 
considered suitable habitat when they exhibit characteristics of suitable roost trees and are within 
1,000 feet of other forested/wooded habitat. NLEB has also been observed roosting in human-
made structures, such as buildings, barns, bridges, and bat houses” (USFWS, 2015).    
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The project location map is included in Exhibit A.  Exhibit B details the impacted trees as a result 
of the survey, in the Impacted Trees table.  Tree inventories are provided in Exhibit C (Left 
Offsets), Exhibit D (Right Offsets), and Exhibit E (Trees to be Added to Contract Plans)..   
 
3.0 Tree Evaluation 
 
The following is an evaluation of the tree type, health and structure, and origin of the trees to be 
impacted by the project.  This section also provides an assessment of the amenities provided by 
the impacted trees (i.e. bat habitat, screening, and special functions).    
 
Tree Type 
One hundred and eleven (111) trees were surveyed within the project survey area.  Ninety-eight 
(98) trees were listed on the spreadsheets provided by IDOT.  Eighty-six (86) trees listed on the 
spreadsheets provided by IDOT are to be removed from the plans as these trees are either no 
longer present or not within the project limits.  Thirteen (13) trees are to be added to the plans.  
Thus, 25 trees of the 111 surveyed are considered to be impacted by the project.  The impacted 
trees are depicted in the Impacted Trees table in Exhibit B. 
 
Six (6) species of trees were identified within the project survey area.  The most common species 
identified is the Red Maple (Acer rubrum, 52 percent) and Box Elder Maple (Acer negundo, 16 
percent).  Table 3.1 presents the tree distribution data. 
 

Table 3.1 – Tree Data by Type  
 

Type Amount Percent of Total 
Red Maple 13 52% 
Box Elder Maple 4 16% 
Dead 4 16% 
Shagbark Hickory 1 4% 
Mulberry 1 4% 
Silver Maple 1 4% 
Black Cherry 1 4% 

TOTAL 25 100 
             Source: Site Visit, May 19, 2015. 

 
Tree Health and Structure 
Tree health and structure were assessed during the tree survey and are summarized in Tables 
3.2 and 3.3, respectively.  Tree health refers to the vigor of the tree.  Signs of disease are 
considered when evaluating the health of a tree.  The structure of the tree refers to the branching 
pattern.  The normal shaping of individual tree species are considered and compared to the tree 
species in the field.  Missing or cut branches are also considered when rating the structure of the 
tree. 
 
Tree health of the majority of the trees surveyed was good (76 percent).  Additionally, tree 
structure of at least half the trees surveyed was excellent (52 percent).  Sixteen (16) percent of 
the trees surveyed were identified as dead.   
 

  

A-6.6



Table 3.2 – Tree Data by Health  
 

Health Amount Percent of Total 
Excellent 0 0% 
Good 19 76% 
Fair 2 8% 
Poor 0 0% 
Dead 4 16% 

TOTAL 25 100% 
                   Source: Site Visit, May 19, 2015. 

 
Table 3.3 – Tree Data by Structure  

 
Structure Amount Percent of Total 
Excellent 13 52% 
Good 1 4% 
Fair 1 4% 
Poor 6 24% 
Dead 4 16% 

TOTAL 25 100% 
                  Source: Site Visit, May 19, 2015. 

 
Tree Origin 
Eight (8) of the inventoried trees within the project survey area are considered volunteer and 13 
of the inventoried trees are considered landscaped.  Table 3.4 summarizes the tree origin. 
 

Table 3.4 – Tree Data by Origin  
 

Origin Amount Percent of Total 
Landscaped 13 52% 
Volunteer 8 32% 
Dead 4 16% 

TOTAL 25 100 
              Source: Site Visit, May 19, 2015. 
 

Northern Long-Eared Bat Habitat Assessment 
The project area was assessed to determine the presence/absence of suitable summer habitat 
for the NLEB.  Dominant cover type consists of mowed turf grass and residential land. Potential 
flight corridors lead to forested riparian areas associated with Lake County’s forest preserves (i.e. 
Duck Farm Forest Preserve, Hastings Lake Forest Preserve, and Sun Lake Forest Preserve), the 
various water bodies in the vicinity of the project limits (i.e. Crooked Lake, Deep Lake, Cedar 
Lake, and Sand Lake), and the various wetlands surrounding the aforementioned preserves and 
water bodies.  As there is the presence of potential flight corridors connecting the project location 
to riparian areas, suitable habitat appears to be present within the project area.       
 
Screening Trees 
Trees that serve as a visual screen within the project survey area (i.e. trees that obstruct the view 
of a residential lot from an adjacent residence or street) are located within the project limits.  No 
trees providing visual screens were identified during the survey.   
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Trees with Special Functions 
Trees that serve as a buffer between a highway and a State-listed Natural Area, Nature Preserve, 
or Land and Water Reserve are considered to possess special functions.  There are no trees with 
special functions located within the proposed project limits. 
 
Specimen and Exceptional Trees 
Specimen trees are those listed on the 2013 Illinois Big Tree Register; those that are outstanding 
examples possessing exceptional size, form, etc.; or those having recognized historical 
significance (IDOT D&E-18).  None of the surveyed trees are on the 2013 Illinois Big Tree 
Register.   
 
Exceptional trees are native trees that are average to high quality based on their coefficient of 
conservatism (C-value, Swink and Wilhelm, 1994), have large size, and have good structure or 
landscaped trees that provide visual aesthetics, have large size, and have good health and 
structure.  Another factor considered when evaluating exceptional trees is age.  Telling a Tree’s 
Age (Jones, Bowles, & Jones, 2006) provides a methodology for estimating the approximate age 
of non-landscaped trees and trees not growing in open areas based on the DBH.   
 
The International Society for Arboriculture (ISA) has developed a methodology for estimating the 
approximate age of trees based upon DBH.  Trees have different growth rates, depending on the 
species.  The approximate age of trees can be calculated by multiplying a tree’s DBH by the 
growth factor for the tree species as determined by the ISA.  No exceptional trees were identified 
during the survey. 
 
Functions of Trees within the Project Limits 
Typically, functions of trees within the project limits would include screening and aesthetic value; 
however, no trees providing visual screens were identified during the survey.  A total of 13 trees 
within the project limits have aesthetic value.  Trees with aesthetic value are detailed in the 
Impacted Trees table in Exhibit B. 
 
4.0 Summary of Impacts 
 
Anticipated tree removal data was not provided by IDOT or IDOT’s engineering consultant of the 
98 trees listed on the spreadsheets provided by IDOT.  The following summarizes the impacts of 
these trees, as determined from the site reconnaissance of the project area.   
 

• Eighty-six (86) trees listed on the spreadsheets provided by IDOT are to be removed from 
the plans, as these trees are either no longer present (i.e. cut down) or not within the 
project limits.   

• There were 13 trees identified within the project area not listed on the spreadsheets 
provided by IDOT.   

• A total of 25 trees are located within the project area.   
• All trees within the project area are located within, or immediately adjacent to, the existing 

ROW, temporary easement, or permanent easement. 
• Suitable foraging and flight corridors are present within the project area. 
• None of the trees identified within the project area are considered specimen or 

exceptional. 
• No trees providing visual screens were identified during the survey.   
• A total of 13 trees within the project limits have aesthetic value. 
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The recommended action and impact to specific trees has not been developed by the engineer 
at this time; however, KEG suggested preliminary recommended actions and impacts for trees 
within the project limits.  These suggestions are noted in the tree inventories provided in Exhibits 
C and D, as well as in Exhibit B. 
 
5.0 Mitigation Requirements  
 
Tree replacement based on the IDOT D&E – 18 policy requires the replacement of isolated trees 
or small groups of trees within the project ROW to the extent practical.  If bare root or balled and 
burlapped trees are used for replacement plantings, a minimum ratio of 1:1 is recommended for 
the number of trees planted  to the number of trees intended to be established.  If seedlings are 
used, a minimum ratio of 3:1 is recommended for the number of trees planted to the number of 
trees intended to be established.  Replacement trees should be planted in suitable locations as 
close as practical to the removal site. 
 
Since the USFWS listed the NLEB as federally threatened with an interim 4(d) rule on April 2, 
2015, effective May 4, 2015, this project requires assessment of the NLEB and whether the 
proposed action meets the requirements of the interim 4(d) rule.  The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) and USFWS are collaborating on an effort to develop rangewide 
consultation and conservation strategies for the NLEB to help expedite the consultation process 
related to transportation projects. 
 
For the purposes of our impact assessment, it is assumed that direct impacts to the NLEB, as a 
result of habitat removal, will not occur.  This is based upon tree clearing restrictions that would 
only allow for clearing between August 1 and May 31, outside of the NLEB pup season (June 1 
to July 31) under the interim 4(d) rule for the NLEB.  Additionally, there is an assumption that 
maternity colonies and hibernacula are not located within, or immediately adjacent to, the project 
survey area.   
 
If the project does not meet these conditions, the presence/absence of NLEBs may be determined 
by conducting mist-netting or acoustic surveys in accordance with the protocols outlined in the 
2015 Rangewide Indiana Bat Summer Survey Guidelines within suitable foraging and flight 
corridors are not present within the project area. 
 
Replacement of trees providing visual screens must provide similar functions as the trees are 
removed.  No trees were identified during the survey that in conjunction with other physical 
features and trees outside the project limits provide the function of a visual screen. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

PROJECT LOCATION MAP 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

IMPACTED TREES TABLE 
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IMPACTED TREES

PROJECT: P-91-401-13 

ROUTE: FAP 541 (IL 132)

STATION
 OFFSET
FEET
SIZE 

(INCH.)
TYPE
 Function

1
H

2
S

2
Origin

3 COMMENTS

RECOMMENDED

ACTION
4 IMPACT

51+93.52 -94.9495 13 Dead Dead Dead Dead Dead

51+93.83 -66.1655 16 Dead Dead Dead Dead Dead

55+68.32 47.2774 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

56+05.49 47.4635 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

56+36.99 47.6213 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

56+68.49 47.7791 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

56+99.99 47.9369 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

57+31.49 48.0947 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

57+62.99 48.2525 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

57+94.49 48.4103 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

58+25.99 48.568 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

58+57.48 48.7258 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

58+88.98 48.8836 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

59+20.48 49.0414 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

59+46.68 47.9878 4 Red Maple A G E L To be Added to Plans Within Proposed ROW

67+02.50 50.2265 10 Dead Dead Dead Dead Dead

67+04.81 50.7756 16 Dead Dead Dead Dead Dead

69+01.11 41.1437 10 Mulberry F G V Within Proposed Improvements

72+75.39 35.7268 34 Silver Maple G P V Within Proposed Improvements

77+46.84 43.4535 7 Black Cherry F P V Within Proposed Improvements

77+91.59 43.1331 8 Box Elder Maple G P V Within Proposed Improvements

77+93.50 43.8223 8 Box Elder Maple G P V Within Proposed Improvements

77+94.51 44.3267 8 Box Elder Maple G P V Within Proposed Improvements

77+96.52 44.3706 8 Box Elder Maple G P V Within Proposed Improvements

79+53.50 37.2403 10 Shag Bark Hickory G F V Within Proposed Improvements

1
 Function: S = Screeing, A = Aesthetic

2
 Rate Health (H) and Structure (S): E = Excellent, G= Good, F= Fair, P = Poor  

3
 Origin: L = Landscape, V = Volunteer

4
 If Recommended Action is blank, avoid removal unless necessary;  dead trees should be evaluated for immediate removal

Total 

Impacted

Trees on 

IDOT 

Survey 

Sheets

Trees to 

be 

removed 

from plans 

(cut down 

or outside 

project 

plans)

Trees to add 

to plans

Trees 

surveye

d

25 98 86 13 111
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EXHIBIT C 
 

TREE SURVEY (LEFT OFFSETS)  
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TREES TO BE ADDED TO CONTRACT PLANS 
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TREES TO BE ADDED TO PLANS

PROJECT: P‐91‐401‐13 

ROUTE: FAP 541 (IL 132)

LEFT OFFSETS RIGHT OFFSETS
STATION OFFSET

FEET
SIZE
INCH.

TYPE (DECIDUOUS OR 
EVERGREEN)

STATION OFFSET
FEET

SIZE
INCH.

TYPE (DECIDUOUS 
OR EVERGREEN)

N/A 55+68.32 47.2774 4 Red Maple
56+05.49 47.4635 4 Red Maple
56+36.99 47.6213 4 Red Maple
56+68.49 47.7791 4 Red Maple
56+99.99 47.9369 4 Red Maple
57+31.49 48.0947 4 Red Maple
57+62.99 48.2525 4 Red Maple
57+94.49 48.4103 4 Red Maple
58+25.99 48.568 4 Red Maple
58+57.48 48.7258 4 Red Maple
58+88.98 48.8836 4 Red Maple
59+20.48 49.0414 4 Red Maple
59+46.68 47.9878 4 Red Maple
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ATTACHMENT A-7 

Public Review and Comment Documentation 

 

 



 

 
IDOT is seeking public comments on Section 4(f) impacts the IL 132 from Deep Lake Road to Munn 
Road project will have on the Duck Farm Forest Preserve owned and operated by the Lake County 
Forest Preserve District.  The proposed improvement consists of roadway widening and resurfacing to 
provide a median to separate the opposing travel lanes, dry land bridge replacement, accommodations 
for pedestrians and bicyclists, and drainage improvements. Section 4(f) lands include publicly owned 
parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or public and private historical sites. The 
project will impact the Duck Farm Forest Preserve along the south side of IL 132 to replace a box 
culvert and construct new sidewalk.  This is the first opportunity for the public to comment on the 
additional public land needed for this project. The Section 4(f) de minimis documentation is available 
for viewing at the following locations during normal business hours.    
 
                                                         DATE:   May 8, 2015 to May 22, 2015 
                                                          TIME:   9:00 AM to 3:00 PM, Monday thru Friday 
                                                       PLACE:   Illinois Department of Transportation 
                                                                       Bureau of Programming – 4

th
 Floor 

                                                                       201 West Center Court 
                                                                       Schaumburg, IL 60196 
 

                                                                                            OR 
 

                                                                        Lake County Forest Preserve District 
                                                                        1899 West Winchester Road,  
                                                                        Libertyville, IL 60048 
 
Electronic copies are available at http://www.idot.illinois.gov/transportation-system/environment/index.  
Written comments can be submitted at the IDOT office, mailed to the IDOT office, or submitted 
electronically at http://www.idot.illinois.gov/transportation-system/environment/index.  Comments must 
be received by May 22, 2015 to be considered part of the public record. 

 
This documentation will be accessible to people with disabilities.  Anyone needing special assistance should contact 
Ken Yang at (847)705-4084.  Persons planning to visit either site or view the documents who will need a sign 
language interpreter or other similar accommodations should notify the Department’s TTY/TTD number (800) 526-
0844/or 711; TTY users (Spanish) (800) 501-0864/or 711; and Telebraille (877) 526-6670 at least five (5) days prior 
to the visit. 

 

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to: 

 
Illinois Department of Transportation 
201 West Center Court 
Schaumburg, IL 60196-1096 
Bureau of Programming 
Attn: Ken Yang 
 

 
Advertise in the Daily Herald 21 and 7 days prior to the end of the comment period. 
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