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4.0 Comments and Coordination

LCDOT and IDOT provided regular opportunities for project stakeholders from the project area, 
local government officials, as well as state and federal agencies to participate in the Deerfield Road 
project through a structured coordination and communication program. The opportunity for 
participation was open with no persons excluded because of income, race, color, religion, national 
origin, sex, age, or handicap. This chapter summarizes the agency coordination and public 
involvement activities that occurred during project development, including the early coordination 
process, coordination activities with resource agency officials, and meetings with area officials, 
interested groups, and the public.  

A Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) was prepared 
which provided for a range of public involvement 
opportunities for this project. The SIP was used as a 
“blueprint” for defining methods and tools to 
educate project stakeholders and provide 
opportunities for stakeholder input as part of the 
project decision-making process. The SIP also 
established the Project Study Team that was made up 
of representatives from LCDOT and the project 
consultants. The Project Study Team was responsible 
for the ultimate project decisions made at each 
project development milestone based on stakeholder 
input as well as other factors such as transportation 
performance, design considerations, and 
environmental impacts. A copy of the SIP is available 
on the project website 
(www.DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com).  

A summary of coordination efforts, key issues, comments, and pertinent information obtained 
through the agency coordination and public involvement process is provided below.    

4.1 What coordination has occurred with local, state, and 
federal agencies? 

4.1.1 Cooperating Agencies
On April 19, 2017, the FHWA sent invitations to State and Federal resource agency requesting 
cooperating agency participation in the Deerfield Road Environmental Assessment review. State 
and Federal resource agencies that agreed to serve as cooperating agencies for the project include: 
IDNR, USEPA, and USACE.  Refer to Appendix E-1 for this correspondence.  

4.1.2 NEPA/404 Merger Process
The project was developed through the NEPA/404 merger process. All Illinois highway projects 
needing FHWA action under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and an individual 
Section 404 CWA Permit from the USACE are eligible for this concurrent merger processing. This 
integrated NEPA/404 merger process ensures appropriate consideration of the concerns of the 
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regulatory and resource agencies at key decision points in the project development. The resource 
agencies involved were the USACE, USEPA, USFWS, IDNR and the Illinois Historic Preservation 
Agency (IHPA).  Refer to Appendix E-2 for documentation of this coordination process.  This 
process involved regular NEPA/404 Merger meetings, as well as supplemental meetings, to discuss 
the project as shown in Table 4-1 below. 

Table 4-1: NEPA/404 Coordination Meetings 

NEPA/404 
Coordination Date Summary of Coordination 

February 22, 2017 Project Introduction; Results of Public Informational Meeting; 
Scoping. 

June 19, 2017 Purpose and Need Concurrence; Range of Alternatives Typical 
Sections. 

September 20, 2017 Updated Purpose and Need Confirmation, Range of 
Alternatives, Alternative Evaluation Criteria 

February 8, 2018 Range of Alternatives Evaluation Results, Preliminary Preferred 
Alternative 

June 21, 2018 Alternatives Carried Forward and Preferred Alternative 
Concurrence Point 

4.1.3 Individual Agency Meetings and Correspondence
Meetings were held individually with several different agencies to coordinate project issues 
pertaining to each agency.  Several meetings with each agency were held to discuss the issues 
during the development of the project.  Meetings included: 

LCFPD and LCSMC, August 24, 2016 

Village of Riverwoods, September 13, 2016 

Village of Riverwoods, December 19, 2017 

RPC, January 16, 2018 

Meadow Lake HOA, February 14, 2018 

Village of Riverwoods, February 27, 2018 

Village of Riverwoods, August 28, 2019 

LCSMC, September 26, 2018 

RPC, October 12, 2018 

RPC, November 19, 2018 

Village of Riverwoods, December 11, 2018 

LCFPD and RPC, January 4, 2019 

Village of Riverwoods, May 14, 2019 

Village of Riverwoods & Thorngate HOA, July 30, 2019 
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Village of Riverwoods, August 27, 2019 

Village of Riverwoods, December 16, 2019 

LCFPD, January 29, 2020 

Village of Riverwoods, June 4, 2020 

These agencies and more were also included on Stakeholder Involvement Group (SIG) further 
described in the following section. 

4.2 How has the public been involved with the project? 

4.2.1 Stakeholder Involvement Group (SIG)
A SIG was formed to directly engage key stakeholders to gain valuable community input, identify 
and address local concerns, and build public interest and involvement in the project’s decision-
making process.  The SIG consists of a balanced representation of community leaders from the study 
area and stakeholders with 
expertise or technical 
interest in environmental, 
land use, transportation, 
and economic 
development that are 
affected by the study, as 
well as other 
representative 
stakeholders with intimate 
knowledge of the study 
area.   

Below is a summary of the 
topics covered at each SIG 
meeting. Refer to 
Appendix E-5 for full SIG 
meeting summaries.  

4.2.1.1 SIG Meeting #1 (March 2, 2017) 
SIG Meeting #1 started with a presentation which provided a project overview, discussed the overall 
project development process and public involvement process, and summarized the Public 
Information Meeting #1.  An opportunity was provided for Q&A, followed by three interactive 
workshops: 

What Groups Were Represented on the SIG? 

Village of Buffalo Grove Meadow Lake Owners Association 

Village of Riverwoods Federal Life Insurance Company 

Village of Deerfield Thorngate Homeowners Association 

Riverwoods Preservation Council Hiawatha Woods Association 

Riverwoods Police Department Active Transportation Alliance 

TMA - Lake Cook Vernon Woods Owners Association 

Vernon Woods Owners Association Lake County Forest Preserve District 

Timbers Homeowners Association Riverwoods Residents 

Brentwood Medical Center - Health & 
Home Management, Inc. 

Lake County Stormwater Management 
Commission 

Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection 
District - Station 51 

IL Nature Preserves Commission 

AARP Driver Safety Program Instructor 
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Workshop Part #1: Large group session to 
discuss transportation related issues and 
concerns.  This discussion was an 
extension of the input sought at PIM #1;   

Workshop Part #2: A small group session 
followed in which the SIG broke out in 
three smaller groups to identify and 
prioritize project goals; and 

Workshop Part #3: A large group session 
in which the SIG refined the draft 
Problem Statement. 

Input received from the SIG was used to 
develop the preliminary Purpose and Need. 

Following, SIG Meeting #1, the draft Purpose 
and Need document was provided to the SIG 
for review on April 3, 2017.  Seven comments 
were received and addressed, and are 
included in Appendix E-5 following SIG #1 
Summary. 

4.2.1.2 SIG Meeting #2 (March 2, 2017) 
The objective of SIG Meeting #2 was to 
discuss the status of the Purpose and Need 
Statement, the range of alternatives to be 
developed, the alternatives evaluation 
process, and build the alternatives evaluation 
criteria.  Each of these main topics included a 
presentation followed by a question and 
answer session or large group discussion.  
Based on the large amount of information 
presented and discussed, SIG members 
requested additional time to review meeting 
material independently, and provided 
additional comments after the meeting.  
Input received from the SIG was used to 
develop the range of alternatives and build 
the evaluation criteria.    

4.2.1.3 SIG Meeting #3 (January 25, 
2018)

The meeting focused on the range of 
alternatives development and evaluation for 
the east section of the project from the Des 
Plaines River to the Saunders/Riverwoods 
Road intersection.  One alternative clearly 
distinguishing itself from the others, a 3-Lane 
Roadway Section with Curb & Gutter 
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(Alternative 3), and was identified as the 
preliminary preferred alternative for the east 
section of the project.  The meeting included 
a presentation and associated question and 
answer sessions for the first hour.  The 
second hour was an open house to provide 
SIG members and the attending public the 
opportunity to review exhibits and discuss 
any additional questions with project team 
members.  Input received from the SIG was 
used to develop detailed design of the 
preliminary preferred alternative for further 
evaluation.  

4.2.1.4 SIG Meeting #4
SIG Meeting #4 was offered prior to the Public 
Information Meeting #2 in October 2018, 
however, the SIG did not feel it necessary to 
meet.  The purpose of the meeting would have 
been a preview to Public Information Meeting 
#2. 

4.2.2 Public Meetings
4.2.2.1 Public Information Meeting #1
The Public Information Meeting (PIM) #1 for the 
Deerfield Road Phase I Study was held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2016 between 6:00 and 8:00 p.m. in an 
open house format at Aptakisic Junior High School 
Gymnasium, 1231 Weiland Road, Buffalo Grove, IL 
60089.  The purpose of the meeting was to explain 
the project objective, the Phase I Engineering 
process, and to seek public input on the 
transportation issues and needs within the 
Deerfield Road study area, as well as solicit 
membership to the SIG. 

LCDOT and the study team provided information 
regarding the study schedule, project process, data 
collection, and the public involvement 
opportunities.  Attendees had the opportunity to 
review exhibits, provide comments, and meet with 
LCDOT and project study team representatives.  
All material presented at the PIM were posted to 
the project website 
(www.DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com) immediately 
following the meeting.   
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The meeting was attended by 132 people.  A total of 60 comments were received by the close of the 
2-week comment period, December 14, 2016.  Additional location-specific comments were provided 
on roll plots, and category-specific comments were provided on a hanging display.  Topics included: 

Users’ experience with substantial congestion 
and delay along the corridor 

Bike/ Pedestrian safety and desire to improve 
non-motorized facilities 

Concern for property, community, and 
environmental impacts 

Property access and safety concerns (potential 
for increased traffic, speed, decreased access, 
etc.) 

Design recommendations at specific locations 

Location-specific drainage and flooding issues  

Construction costs, and other issues 

A more detailed summary of PIM #1 is included in Appendix E-3. 

4.2.2.2 Public Information Meeting #2
The Public Information Meeting (PIM) #2 for the Deerfield Road Phase I Study was held on 
Wednesday, October 30, 2018 between 6:00 and 8:00 p.m. in an open house format at Aptakisic 
Junior High School Gymnasium, 1231 Weiland Road, Buffalo Grove, IL 60089.  The purpose of the 
meeting was to show the preferred alternative and to seek public input on the transportation issues 
and needs within the Deerfield Road study area.  

LCDOT and the study team provided information contained within 6 stations: Project Overview, 
Public Involvement, Range of Alternatives, 
Preferred Alternative, Visualizations, and 
Comments.  Attendees had the opportunity to 
review exhibits, provide comments, and meet 
with LCDOT and project study team 
representatives.  A newsletter was provided to 
meeting attendees.  All material presented at 
the PIM were posted to the project website 
(www.DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com) 
immediately following the meeting. 

The meeting was attended by 105 people.  A total of 33 comments were received by the close of the 
2-week comment period, November 16, 2019.  Topics included: 
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Drainage concerns along the project 
corridor at a variety of locations.  

Provide pedestrian and bicycle 
accommodations, including mid-block 
crossings at Timberwood Lane and 
Juneberry Road. 

Accessibility concerns to Shoppes of 
Riverwoods and Colonial Court. 

Concerned about tree impacts. 

Address the flooding issues at Thorngate 
Creek. 

Concerned about property impacts along the corridor. 

Install bicycle detection at the Portinwe Road intersection. 

Concern about accessibility onto/off of Deerfield Road during rush hour. 

A more detailed summary of PIM #2 is included in Appendix E-4. 

4.2.2.3 Traffic Noise Forum
A Noise Forum was held for the proposed installation of a noise wall at the southwest corner of 
Deerfield Road and Saunders Road intersection in conjunction with the planned roadway 
improvements.  The Noise Forum for the proposed noise wall was held on Thursday, September 19, 
2019, between 7:00 and 9:00 p.m. with a formal PowerPoint presentation, Q&A and open house at 
Village of Riverwoods Village Hall, 300 Portwine Road, Riverwoods, IL 60015.  The purpose of the 
meeting was to inform residents of the Thorngate subdivision that are benefitted by the wall about 
the traffic noise analysis process and have an opportunity to ask questions.  This is the only noise 
wall proposed with the project. Viewpoint solicitation packages were not provided at the meeting 
and were sent out via certified mail on October 4, 2019. 

This meeting was part of the overall Phase I Engineering Study process which LCDOT is currently 
conducting for the proposed federally-funded improvement of Deerfield Road from Milwaukee 
Avenue to Saunders Road, Lake County, Illinois. The improvements include reconstruction and 
widening Deerfield Road to provide a center two-way left turn lane, new shared-use path, new 
sidewalks (select locations), and intersection improvements at Milwaukee Avenue, Portwine Road, 
and Saunders Road. The proposed improvements will address capacity, safety, mobility, and 
operational deficiencies, and improve non-motorized accommodations and connectivity in the 
region. Construction is anticipated to begin in 2023. 

LCDOT and the study team made a formal PowerPoint presentation that covered highway traffic 
noise fundamentals, policies, the noise analysis methodology, and findings for this project. A Q&A 
session was held following the presentation to answer any questions. Exhibits were on display 
following the formal presentation and Q&A and LCDOT/project team members were available to 
discuss the findings of the traffic noise analysis and proposed improvement in more detail.  A 
comment form was available for attendees to provide comments. All material presented at the Noise 
Forum were posted to the project website (www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com ) immediately following 
the meeting. 
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A total of 41 invited letters were sent out to tenants/owners of the 37 benefitted receptor properties. 
The meeting was attended by 11 people representing 9 properties.  Village of Riverwoods President 
John Norris was present during the meeting.  A total of 0 formal written comments were received at 
or following the meeting, however, numerous questions were asked during the meeting. 

4.2.2.4 Public Hearing
A public hearing is anticipated to be held in early 2021 to provide information to the public on the 
preferred alternative and the results of the Environmental Assessment. Attendees will be able to 
provide comments, and an official transcript of the hearing will be prepared.

4.2.3 Outreach and Informational Materials
A project website was established and has been updated throughout the project development 
process with new project information as it became available. The project website can be found at: 
www.DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com   

The following materials were 
developed and maintained during 
the project to support public 
involvement activities: 

Project website 

Fact Sheets 

FAQ Documents (Appendix 
C-7) 

Postcard Mailings 

Press Advisories and Releases 

Social Media (LCDOT 
website) 

Riverwoods Village Voice 
Newsletter (bi-monthly) 

Jan./Feb. 2017; March/April 2017; May/June 2017; July/Aug. 2017; Sept./Oct. 2017; 
Nov./Dec. 2017; Jan./Feb. 2018; March/April 2018; May/June 2018; July/Aug. 2018; 
Sept./Oct. 2018; Nov./Dec. 2018; March/April 2019; Nov./Dec 2019; Jan./Feb 2020; 
March/April 2020; September/October 2020; November/December 2020; January/February 
2021. 

Project Mailing List 

Project Email Address (Field Project Related Comments & Questions) 
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NEPA/404 Merger Meetings 

 



1 1

USEPA – Region 5
77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL

12th Floor – Lake Ontario Room

Federal Highway 
Administration

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Training Room

9:30 am – 12 noon

o

o

o

12 noon - 1:30 pm

LUNCH

1:30 pm – 3:00 pm

o

o



Name Agency e mail address Participation Location
Matt Fuller FHWA matt.fuller@dot.gov Chicago, IL
John Sherrill IDOT John.Sherrill@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Emily Anderson CBBEL eanderson@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Mike Matkovic CBBEL mmatkovic@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Peter Knysz CBBEL pknysz@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Emily Karry Lake County DOT ekarry@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Chuck Gleason Lake County DOT cgleason@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Sam Mead IDOT sam.mead@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Julie Rimbault USACE julie.c.rimbault@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Soren Hall USACE soren.g.hall@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Mike Sedlacek USEPA sedlacek.michael@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Ken Westlake USEPA westlake.kenneth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Omar Qudus FHWA omar.qudus@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Ken Runkle IDOT ken.runkle@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Sheldon Fairfield IDNR sheldon.fairfield@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
William Raffensperfer IDOT william.raffensperger@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
David Halpin IHPA david.halpin@illinois.gov Springfield, IL

Sign in Sheet
NEPA 404 Merger Meeting

February 22, 2017

District 1 Deerfield Road from IL 21 to Saunders Road (Lake County)
Information: project introduction
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USEPA – Region 5
77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL

12th Floor – Lake Ontario Room

Federal Highway 
Administration

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Training Room

10 am – 12 noon

o

o



Name Agency e mail address Participation Location
Matt Fuller FHWA matt.fuller@dot.gov Chicago, IL
Steve Schilke IDOT Steven.Schilke@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
John Sherrill IDOT john.sherrill@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Vanessa Ruiz IDOT Vanessa.Ruiz@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Sam Mead IDOT sam.mead@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Julie Rimbault USACE julie.c.rimbault@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Soren Hall USACE soren.g.hall@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Ken Westlake USEPA westlake.kenneth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Addison Heim FHWA addison.heim.ctr@dot.gov Chicago, IL
Shawn Cirton USFWS shawn_cirton@fws.gov Chicago, IL
Joe Phillippe IHPA Joe.Phillippe@illinois.gov Springfield, Il
Preston Marucco IDOT Preston.Marucco@illinois.gov Springfield, Il
Omar Qudus FHWA omar.qudus@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Sheldon Fairfield IDNR Sheldon.Fairfield@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Robin Helmerichs FHWA robin.helmerichs@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Chuck Gleason Lake County DOT Cgleason@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Kevin Carrier Lake County DOT Kcarrier@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Emily Anderson CBBEL eanderson@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Peter Knysz CBBEL pknysz@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Liz Pelloso USEPA pelloso.elizabeth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Mike Matkovic CBBEL mmatkovic@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Matt Huffman CBBEL Mhuffman@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
William Raffensperger IDOT william.raffensperger@illinois.gov Springfield, Il
Stephane B. Seck IDOT bablibile.seck@illinois.gov Springfield, Il
Mark Reitz IDOT Mark.Reitz@illinois.gov Springfield, Il

Sign in Sheet
NEPA 404 Merger Meeting

June 19, 2017

District 1 Deerfield Road from IL 21 to Saunders Road (Lake County)
Concurrence: Purpose and Need



 



 



 

Comment 1: When safety is used as an element of purpose and need, suggest that it only be 
an element if it requires a difference in alternatives. If the safety issues are related to
congestion, and no changes in design, then not necessary to include as P&N element.

Comment 2: Has the updated sampling for the JD been completed? Some areas were
evaluated outside the growing season and have those been re-examined during the
growing season? If so, please provide the information (USEPA would also like a copy).

Comment 3: Page 2 – purpose section- why no “need” section?

Comment 4: Page 2 – Section 1.1 – the project location is sparse in information. What is the 



 

lane width, shoulder width (paved/unpaved)? Lane dimensions, ROW width?

Comment 5: Page 4 – top of page, three signalized intersections, 11 un-signalized on the 
minor leg -- -what does that mean (minor leg)?

Comment 6:  Page 6 – TIP discussion – the TIP includes Phase II and ROW acquisition, not 
currently conformed…how does this play out in the future TIP?

Comment 7:  Page 7 – Section 1.2.3, travel demand – increased congestion, and overall
travel times, and costs…generic statement…where are people coming from, what are the 
goods flow? Need to provide more information here if possible.

Comment 8:  Page 8 – Section 1.2.4 corridor improvements – bike path construction – 
when designed and constructed.

Comment 9: Page 10 – Section 2.1 – capacity – field traffic counts were taken – when?

Comment 10: Table 2-1, Deerfield road traffic volumes, n/s/e/w legs – no definition of



 

what these “legs” are referring to.

Comment 11: Page 13 – Table 2.6 – crash summary – crash type, severe types, definition of 
the types not included.

Comment 12:  Page 14 – second full paragraph, last sentence - definition of the crash
types need to be included.

Comment 13:  Page 14 – last paragraph, first sentence – was the 5% location the most
recent year (2014)? How often are those figures?

Comment 14:  Page 19 – Section 2.5 – last sentence on page – figure 2-7 – desired clear
zone is not defined.



USEPA – Region 5
77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL

12th Floor – Lake Ontario Room

Federal Highway 
Administration

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Training Room

10 am – 12 noon

o

o

o

12 noon – 1:30 pm

LUNCH

1:30 pm – 4:00 pm

o

o

o



Name Agency e mail address Participation Location
Matt Fuller FHWA matt.fuller@dot.gov Chicago, IL
John Sherrill IDOT john.sherrill@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Greg Ruddy City of Joliet gruddy@jolietcity.gov Chicago, IL
Dave Heslinga City of Joliet dheslinga@v3co.com Chicago, IL
Peter Knysz CBBEL pknysz@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Matt Huffman CBBEL Mhuffman@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Emily Anderson CBBEL eanderson@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Chuck Gleason Lake County DOT Cgleason@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Vanessa Ruiz IDOT Vanessa.Ruiz@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Sam Mead IDOT sam.mead@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Dwayne Ferguson IDOT dwayne.ferguson@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
John Baczek IDOT john.baczek@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Julie Rimbault USACE julie.c.rimbault@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Ken Westlake USEPA westlake.kenneth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Liz Pelloso USEPA pelloso.elizabeth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Corey Smith IDOT corey.smith@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
William Raffensperger IDOT william.raffensperger@illinois.gov teleconference
Omar Qudus FHWA omar.qudus@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Sheldon Fairfield IDNR Sheldon.Fairfield@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Felecia Hurley IDOT felecia.hurley@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
David Halpin IDNR SHPO david.halpin@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Robin Helmerichs FHWA robin.helmerichs@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Hassan Dastgir FHWA hassan.dastgir@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Steve Schilke IDOT Steven.Schilke@illinois.gov Chicago, IL

Sign in Sheet
NEPA 404 Merger Meeting

September 20, 2017

District 1 Deerfield Road from IL 21 to Saunders Road (Lake County)
Information: Project update and range of alternatives



–









Illinois NEPA/404 Merger Meeting
February 8, 2018

USEPA – Region 5
77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL

12th Floor – Lake Ontario Room

Federal Highway 
Administration

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Training Room

9 am – 12 noon (CST)

Obama Presidential Center Mobility Improvements to Support the South 
Lakefront Framework Plan (60 min)

o Information – Describe decision-making process and purpose and 
need overview

Deerfield Road (IL 21 to Saunders Road), District 1, Lake County (60 min)
o Information – range of alternatives and recap of public involvement

Tri-County Access Project, District 1, Lake County (60 min)
o Information – Project introduction

12 noon – 1:00 pm (CST)

LUNCH

1:00 pm – 3:00 pm (CST)

 I-80 from Ridge Road to US Route 30, District 1, Will County (60 min)
o Concurrence – Preferred alternative

 I-55 at IL 59, District 1, Will County (60 min)
o Concurrence – Purpose and Need



Name Agency e mail address Participation Location
Matt Fuller FHWA matt.fuller@dot.gov Springfield, IL
John Sherrill IDOT john.sherrill@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Dwayne Ferguson IDOT Dwayne.Ferguson@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Kristen Voorhies USFWS Kristen_voorhies@fws.gov Chicago, IL
Liz Pelloso USEPA pelloso.elizabeth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Ken Westlake USEPA westlake.kenneth@epa.gov Chicago, IL
Natalia Jones IDNR natalia.jones@illinois.gov Chicago, IL
Matt Huffman CBBEL mhuffman@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Emily Anderson CBBEL canderson@cbbel.com Chicago, IL
Chuck Gleason Lake Co. DOT cgleason@lakecountyil.gov Chicago, IL
Mike Murphy USACE Michael.J.Murphy@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Shawn Cirton USFWS shawn_cirton@fws.gov Chicago, IL
Julie Rimbault USACE julie.c.rimbault@usace.army.mil Chicago, IL
Omar Qudus FHWA omar.qudus@dot.gov Springfield, IL
Brad Koldehoff IDOT brad.koldehoff@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Rachel Leibowitz IDNR SHPO rachel.leibowitz@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Felecia Hurley IDOT felecia.hurley@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
William Raffensperger IDOT william.raffensberger@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Becky Roman IDOT Elizabeth.L.Roman@illinois.gov Springfield, IL
Robin Helmerichs FHWA robin.helmerichs@dot.gov Springfield, IL

Sign in Sheet
NEPA 404 Merger Meeting

February 8, 2018

District 1 Deerfield Road (IL 21 to Saunders Road) (Lake County)
Information: range of alternatives and recap of public involvement



DECISIONS:

No concurrence points were requested.  All resource agencies agreed that the Alternatives 
Carried Forward and Preferred Alternative concurrence points can be requested concurrently. 

NEXT STEPS:

Alternatives Carried Forward and Preferred Alternative Concurrence will be sought in June 
2018.  The preliminary preferred alternative will be shown at Stakeholder Involvement Group 
(SIG) Meeting #4 and the second Public Information Meeting, anticipated in Summary 2018.  
The Environmental Assessment and Engineering Reports are anticipated to be presented in late 
2018 or early 2019 at SIG Meeting #5 and a Public Hearing. 

DISCUSSION:

This was the fourth presentation of the project to the NEPA/404 Merger team.  Lake County 
Division of Transportation (LCDOT) is the lead agency for the project with Christopher B. 
Burke Engineering, Ltd (CBBEL) as the lead consulting engineer.  Matthew Huffman and 
Emily Anderson of CBBEL utilized a PowerPoint presentation to facilitate the meeting 
presentation and discussion. 

An informational packet was distributed in advance of the meeting, and included a project 
information sheet, meeting agenda, project location map, environmental resources exhibit, 
average daily traffic and turning movements exhibit, range of alternatives typical sections, 
alternatives summary location map, comparative evaluation table for the Deerfield Road Range 
of Alternatives, and the Milwaukee Avenue Intersection Alternatives Transportation Analysis. 
Project related material was provided at the meeting and included:

• Informational packet 
• PowerPoint presentation slides 
• Alternatives Development Summary Location Map
• Range of Alternatives Typical Sections
• Range of Alternatives Comparative Evaluation

Project Location & Meeting Objective 
The project location was briefly reviewed and meeting objective covered. 

The Deerfield Road corridor has two distinctive sections: 
• Section A (Milwaukee Avenue to the Des Plaines River) – All developed and 

IDOT District 1, Lake County
Deerfield Road (IL 21 to Saunders Road)
Environmental Assessment
Information – range of alternatives and recap of public involvement activities



predominantly commercial land use with higher volume access points.
• Section B (Des Plaines River to Saunders/Riverwoods Road) – Fully built out large 

lot residential with a high density of low volume access points and several natural 
areas.

The objective of the meeting is to present the range of alternative and evaluation results for 
Deerfield Road Section B and the identification of a preliminary preferred alternative, a 3-
lane urban roadway cross section (i.e. Alternative 3). 

Project Update 
A project update was made covering the prior NEPA/404 Merger Meeting (September 
2017), recent stakeholder/agency coordination, and third Stakeholder Involvement Group 
(SIG) meeting.  A recap of the prior NEPA/404 Merger Meeting (September 2017) was 
provided, which was an information only presentation regarding environmental surveys and 
range of alternatives development.

Recent stakeholder coordination included the Village of Buffalo Grove and the Woodman’s 
Developer regarding their site development at the northwest quadrant and permit
improvements to the Milwaukee Avenue intersection. Coordination also occurred with the 
Illinois Nature Preserve Commission regarding the Herrmann Wildflower Nature Preserve 
Buffer, and they were also added to the project’s SIG. A number of other coordination 
meetings have been held which include: 

• Two meetings with the Federal Highway Administration and IDOT in October 
2017 and January 2018, to discuss the environmental components of the project 
and the alternative development process and identification of the preliminary 
preferred alternative. 

• Two meetings with IDOT to discuss the overall project development progress and 
the Milwaukee Avenue intersection. 

• A meeting with the Village of Riverwoods to update them on the project 
development, range of alternatives development/evaluation, and the identification 
of the preliminary preferred alternative.

• A meeting with the Riverwoods Preservation Council, a local group of residents 
interested in preserving the ecological heritage of the Riverwoods community, to 
discuss their questions on the purpose and need and provide an update on the 
alternatives development, evaluation, and identification of a preliminary preferred 
alternative.

A summary of the third SIG meeting was provided, which was held on January 25, 2018.  21 
out of our 25 SIG members attend along with an additional 21 other public attendees.  The 
objective of this meeting was to present the range of alternatives and evaluation results for 
Deerfield Road Section B, and the identification of the preliminary preferred alternative.  
The meeting consisted of a formal PowerPoint presentation with an open house following.  8 
written comment were received during the comment period following the SIG meeting.  
Overall, there is general support for the preliminary preferred alternative of the 3-lane 
roadway section with curb and gutter and improvement at the Milwaukee Avenue 
intersection.  The fourth SIG meeting is planned for Summer 2018 to present the preliminary 
preferred alternative design and fifth SIG meeting is planned for late 2018/early 2019 to 



preview the public hearing.

Range of Alternatives – Development Approach 
The range of alternatives development, evaluation, and results were presented. The overall 
range of alternatives develop approach consisted of separating the Deerfield Road corridor 
into two distinct sections, which both have unique needs.  Section A includes intersection 
improvements at Milwaukee Avenue and corridor improvements to Deerfield Road from 
Milwaukee Avenue to the Des Plaines River.  Section B includes intersection improvements 
at Portwine Road and Saunders/Riverwoods Road, and corridor improvements to Deerfield 
Road from the Des Plaines River to Saunders/Riverwoods Road intersection.  Through the 
transportation analysis, it was clear each section had unique and distinct transportation 
needs.  Filling in two gaps in the multi-use path network are included in all alternatives. The 
bridge over the Des Plaines River will be widened to a 3-lane section at a minimum and 
further hydraulic study is required. 

Range of Alternatives – Section A & Milwaukee Avenue Intersection
An update on the Milwaukee Avenue intersection and Section A was provided. The design 
of Section A is predominantly driven by improvements at the Milwaukee Avenue 
intersection.  The Deerfield Road corridor alternative does not have a significant effect on 
the Milwaukee Avenue intersection alternatives as the change in projected traffic is minimal 
between the corridor build alternatives (i.e. No-Build, 3-lane, 4-lane, 5-lane).

All Milwaukee Avenue intersection alternatives assume the permit intersection 
improvements the Woodman’s Developer is making to the intersection, which consists of a 
second left turn lane on Milwaukee (northbound/southbound) and a second eastbound 
through lane on Deerfield Road. IDOT-BDE asked if there was an approved Traffic Impact 
Study (TIS) for the Woodman’s development.  CBBEL responded that there is an approved 
TIS for both the NW and SW developments, and the study has been approved by both IDOT 
and LCDOT.  The 2040 projected traffic volumes and peak hour site generated traffic were 
incorporated into this Phase I study.

A total of 11 intersection alternatives were evaluated.  The transportation modeling indicated 
that a capacity improvement is needed on Milwaukee Avenue (i.e. third through lane) from 
north of Busch Parkway to Lake Cook Road, a distance of approximately 1.5 miles.  An add-
lanes improvement to Milwaukee Avenue was evaluated as part of the intersection 
alternatives, and was determined to be outside the scope of this project.  A minimum of a 5-
lane section is needed on Deerfield Road at the intersection, which would extend through 
Section A where it would transition to a 3-Lane section at the Des Plaines River bridge.  A 
maximum of 8-lanes at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection was studied.

The project team has identified a preliminary preferred alternative for the Milwaukee 
Avenue intersection and Section A, which consists of adding northbound and westbound 
right turn lanes, a third westbound through lane, and dual left turn lanes on the westbound 
and eastbound approaches on Deerfield Road, with Deerfield Road east of the intersection 
(i.e. Section A) as a 5-lane section transition to a 3-lane section at the Des Plaines River 
bridge.  IDOT coordination and review is ongoing and concurrence on the preliminary 
preferred alternative is anticipated this spring.

Range of Alternatives – Section B & Saunders/Riverwoods Road Intersection 



A description of the Section B range of alternatives, evaluation, and identification of the 
preliminary preferred alternative was provided.  Five (5) alternatives were evaluated for 
Section B, and Alternative 3, a 3-lane with curb and gutter, surfaced as the preliminary 
preferred alternative based on the evaluation table results.  The east terminus intersection, 
Saunders/Riverwoods Road, had four alternatives evaluated.  With all legs at the intersection 
already being a minimum of five lanes, minimal improvements were investigated which 
consisted of various auxiliary lane combinations.  The preliminary preferred intersection 
alternative identified includes adding a northbound right turn lane.

The Section B range of alternatives were presented and typical sections discussed:
• Alternative 1 is a 2-Lane with shoulder and ditch, resulting in about a 100-foot 

proposed ROW. 
• Alternative 2 is a 3-Lane with shoulder and ditch, resulting in about a 110-foot 

proposed ROW. 
• Alternative 3 is a 3-Lane with curb and gutter, resulting in about a 90-foot 

proposed ROW. 
• Alternative 4 is a 4-Lane with curb and gutter, resulting in about a 100-foot 

proposed ROW. 
• Alternative 5 is a 5-Lane with curb and gutter, resulting in about a 110-foot 

proposed ROW. 
Generally, offsite water flowing from northwest to southwest, so a drainage ditch is 
conservatively still shown on the north side of the three curb and gutter alternatives to 
capture offsite flow.  A multi-use path will be included in all alternatives and sidewalk is 
current being evaluated, but implementation is contingent on a local agency sponsor per 
Lake County non-motorized policy. 

There were several alternatives that were considered and dismissed early on during the 
range of alternatives development, a 2-Lane with curb and gutter and also grade separation 
at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection.  The 2-Lane with curb and gutter was dismissed as it 
would require 8-foot shoulders and therefore have a pavement width of only two feet less 
than the 3-Lane with curb and gutter alternative. For Section B, there is a density of 30 
access points per mile and a center turn lane is a more effective use of the pavement area 
than shoulders, as a center turn lane improves safety, mobility, and operations.  A 2-lane 
with shoulder and ditch was evaluated as Alternative 1.  A grade separation alternative was 
dismissed due to excessive socio-economic impacts and fitting in with local agency 
comprehensive plans. 

Five alternatives carried forward for further evaluation and results summarized in a 
comparative evaluation table.  Across the top are the scenarios studied for the comparative 
evaluation starting with existing conditions, then existing conditions incorporating the 
Woodman’s development traffic volumes and Milwaukee Avenue intersection permit 
improvements (anticipated 2018 construction).  The gray vertical band separates existing 
conditions from the 2040 traffic projections.  First, the 2040 No-Build scenario, which also 
incorporates the Woodman’s traffic volumes and intersection improvements, then the five 
alternatives.  Down the rows are the evaluation criteria studied including transportation 
performance, mobility, non-motorized accommodations, safety, environmental resources, 
socio-economics, and a concept level cost estimate.



The project team presented the key takeaways for each evaluation criteria.  The area under 
the brown band on the evaluation table describes the transportation performance derived 
from the Synchro traffic modeling.  The Woodman’s permit improvements at the 
Milwaukee Avenue intersection includes adding a second eastbound thru lane and 
maintaining the existing exclusive right turn lane as well as adding a second northbound 
and southbound left turn lane.  The effect of this improvement on the intersection, as shown 
in the evaluation table, addresses the existing AM traffic delay by reducing the total 
eastbound travel time from Milwaukee Avenue to Saunders/Riverwoods Road from 23 
minutes to 6 minutes.  The existing PM delay is slightly improved from 38 minutes to 27.5 
minutes, but excessive queues and delays remain. 

To evaluate the Section B Alternatives, a minimum base improvement was used for Section 
A and the termini intersections, which includes a 5-Lane roadway section for Section A, an 
additional northbound and westbound right turn lane at Milwaukee Avenue intersection, 
and no improvements at the Saunders/Riverwoods intersection.  A separate intersection 
alternatives evaluation was conducted at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection and 
Saunders/Riverwoods intersection.  The design for Section A is dictated by the Milwaukee 
Avenue intersection alternative.  The transportation analysis for all alternatives showed 
significant improvement to the PM westbound total travel time.  For the preliminary 
preferred alternative (Alternative 3), the PM westbound total travel time improves from 
almost 36 minutes to a little under 12 minutes.  There is not a discernible transportation 
benefit to Alternative 4 and 5, which include two eastbound/westbound through lanes, over 
Alternative 3, which has one eastbound/westbound through lane, however these alternatives 
cost about 30%-50% more, respectively.  Additionally, Alternatives 4 and 5 have about a 
20% higher delay at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection and have a 12% increase in 
Deerfield Road Average Daily Traffic (ADT) as compared to Alternative 3.  All build 
alternatives address the transportation Purpose and Need objectives, with Alternative 3 
having the best overall transportation performance.  

The area under the purple band describes the vehicular mobility derived from the Synchro 
traffic modeling.  This evaluates the ease of ingress/egress from local side-streets or 
driveways.  Mobility was evaluated by counting 8 second gaps between vehicles for a car to 
make a left-hand turn onto Deerfield Road.  All alternatives also have improved mobility 
over the 2040 No-Build, which has zero acceptable gaps during the peak PM hour.  This 
improves to over 30 gaps per hour for all alternatives.  AM peak hour gaps per hour remains 
consistent with gaps in the 50 to 70 range.  All build alternatives address the mobility 
Purpose and Need objectives, with Alternatives 4 and 5 having slightly better mobility 
during the AM peak hour. 

Another key takeaway regarding mobility is there is 30 access points per mile within 
Section B.  From IDOT design guidance, a center turn lane is warranted based on the 
existing density of access points, which will reduce left turning vehicles conflict with 
through traffic.  Alternatives 1 and 4 do not include a center turn lane.  It should be noted 
that the traffic model does not factor in any residential driveways, and therefore is not 
accounted for within the transportation travel time or mobility measurers of effectiveness. 

The area under the pink band shows the safety analysis associated with each alternative, 
which was evaluated using the Illinois Highway Safety Design Manual crash prediction 
tool.  The No-Build and 2-lane have a 5% increase in predicted injury crashes/year over 



existing conditions.  The 3- (Alternatives 2 and 3), 4- (Alternative 4), and 5-lane 
(Alternative 5) show a significant reduction in the predicted injury crashes/year with the 3-
lane having the greatest reduction in injury crashes/year over 50%.  Alternative 1 does not 
meet the safety Purpose and Need objective, with the other alternatives meeting the safety 
objectives, with Alternative 2 and 3 performing better than Alternatives 4 and 5. 

The area under the green band shows the environmental resources impacts and the area 
under the gray band shows the socio-economic impacts.  The Alternative 3 footprint is 
approximately 90 feet wide versus the Alternative 2 footprint is approximately 110 feet 
wide.  The 20 additional feet results in about 75% greater private property impacts.  While 
Alternative 2 may provide more community context and character based on stakeholder 
feedback desiring a more rural feel, this alternative was dismissed as a result of the 
additional impacts to environmental resources and private property. The Alternative 1 
footprint is larger than the Alternative 3 footprint (100 feet vs 90 feet) which leads directly 
to an increase in environmental and socio-economic impacts.  The Alternative 4 footprint is 
about 100 feet and the Alternative 5 footprint is about 110 feet as compared to the 
Alternative 3 90-foot footprint.  As previously described, the wider footprint directly 
correlates to higher environmental and property impacts.  Generally, Alternative 1 and 
Alternative 4 have similar footprints and impacts, and Alternative 2 and Alternative 5 have 
similar footprints and impacts.  The main exception to similar impacts is that Alternative 4 
and 5 have the greatest amount of added pavement area which will result in higher detention 
requirements.  Open space to provide detention is very limited in this corridor. 

Cost was evaluated for each alternative, with Alternatives 1-, 2-, and 3- have similar costs 
in the $23 to $28 million-dollar range, while Alternatives 4- and 5- are in the $32 to $38 
million-dollar range. 

In conclusion, Alternative 3, 3-Lane with Curb & Gutter clearly surfaced as the preliminary 
preferred alternative for Section B because it provides:

• Best overall transportation performance improvement
• Good mobility improvement  
• Greatest safety improvement
• Smallest roadway footprint 
• Lowest environmental and socio-economic impacts
• Lower cost alternative

There were no objections raised regarding the Section B Range of Alternatives or the 
Preliminary Preferred Alternative. There was discussion on granting concurrence for 
Alternatives Carried Forward, however, it was decided that more information is needed for 
Section A, which was not presented in detail during the meeting. 

Next Steps
A review of the next steps was provided. After discussion, the resource agencies agreed 
that substantial progress has been made with the Range of Alternatives and Development, 
and that the Alternatives Carried Forward and Preferred Alternative Concurrence Points can 
be requested at the June 2018 NEPA/404 Merger Meeting.

Questions/Comments:



• USEPA asked if a grade separation at Milwaukee Avenue was considered.  
CBBEL noted that it was considered to do the high volume on both roadways, 
however it was dismissed early on due to the prohibitive cost and impacts 
associated with a grade separation as well as stakeholder feedback.

• USEPA asked what was happening to the Des Plaines River bridge.  CBBEL 
noted it would likely be a 3-lane section across the bridge to match the preliminary 
preferred alternative, however it was not known yet the extent of bridge 
improvements (i.e.; widening only or complete reconstruction, etc.).  An existing 
separate bike path bridge is offset south from the roadway, and would not be 
impacted as part of any bridge improvements as a widening of Deerfield Road was 
anticipated when determining the lateral offset from the existing Deerfield Road 
bridge.

• USACE asked whether concurrence points would be separate for Section A and 
Section B.  The project team indicated that we would pursue the concurrence 
points for Section A and Section B together.  The project team has identified the 
preliminary preferred alternative for Section A and is going through a 
review/approval process with IDOT since the Milwaukee Avenue intersection is 
under their jurisdiction.



USEPA – Region 5
77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL

12th Floor – Lake Ontario Room

Federal Highway 
Administration

3250 Executive Park Drive
Springfield, IL 62703

Training Room

9 am – 12 noon

o

o

o
o

12 noon – 1:00 pm

LUNCH

1:00 pm – 4:00 pm

o

o

o





DECISIONS:
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Alternatives Development – Deerfield Road Section A



Alternatives Development – Deerfield Road Section B



Alternatives Carried Forward

Preferred Alternative

Questions/Comments:



Next Steps



From: Househ, Alex
To: Matthew Huffman
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] FW: Decision Register and sign-in sheets from 6/21 NEPA-404 Merger Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 28, 2018 1:09:42 PM

fyi
 

From: Raffensperger, William 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 7:10 AM
To: Brown, Lori S. <Lori.S.Brown@Illinois.gov>; Househ, Alex <Alex.Househ@illinois.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] FW: Decision Register and sign-in sheets from 6/21 NEPA-404 Merger
Meeting

From: Fuller, Matt (FHWA) [mailto:Matt.Fuller@dot.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 7:07 AM
To: Sherrill, John <John.Sherrill@Illinois.gov>; Raffensperger, William
<William.Raffensperger@illinois.gov>
Cc: Kohler, Jon-Paul <Jon-Paul.Kohler@dot.gov>; Piland, Janis <Janis.Piland@dot.gov>; Stevenson,
Jerry <Jerry.Stevenson@dot.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] FW: Decision Register and sign-in sheets from 6/21 NEPA-404 Merger
Meeting

John & Bill – Can you please forward to the appropriate project teams from the 6/21 merger
meeting? Thanks.
Matt
 
From: Cirton, Shawn [mailto:shawn_cirton@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 3:43 PM
To: Fuller, Matt (FHWA) <Matt.Fuller@dot.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] FW: Decision Register and sign-in sheets from 6/21 NEPA-404 Merger
Meeting
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2.1 DISPLAY ADS AND 3RD PARTY OUTREACH 
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2.4 PERSONALIZED LETTERS TO LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 







3 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING SUMMARY 

3.1 ATTENDEES 



3.2 MEDIA 

3.3 PHOTOGRAPHS 









4 COMMENTS 



The Village of Deerfield, IL 

850 Waukegan Road 

Deerfield, IL 60015 

Village of Riverwoods 
300 Portwine Rd 

Riverwoods, IL 60015 

Village of Buffalo Grove 
50 Raupp Blvd 

Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 

Indian Trails Public Library District 
355 Schoenbeck Rd 
Wheeling, IL 60090 

Deerfield Public Library 
920 Waukegan Rd 
Deerfield, IL 60015 

DBR Chamber of Commerce 
405 Lake Cook Rd 

Deerfield, IL 60015 



www.DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com 

November 22, 2016 

Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) is hosting the first public information meeting 
regarding improvements to Deerfield Road from Milwaukee Avenue to Saunders/Riverwoods 
Road. The purpose of this meeting is to introduce the project to the public and present the study 
schedule, planning process, existing conditions, stakeholder involvement opportunities, and seek 
input on the transportation issues and needs. 

WWe would appreciate your help sharing information about the Public Information Meeting with 
residents and businesses. Enclosed you will find postcards to place in municipal buildings or other 
locations as you see most appropriate.  

The Public Information Meeting will be held: 

Wednesday, November 30, 2016 
6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
Aptakisic Junior High School 
1231 Weiland Road 
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at 630-510-3944 x115 or email 
Leisa.Niemotka@imagesinc.net. 

Thank you, 

Leisa Niemotka 
Deerfield Road Project Team – Public Involvement 

Enclosure 
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John W. Norris
Mayor, Village of Riverwoods

V I L L A G E  N O T I C E S

Hazard Tree Survey — The Village Forester/Certified  

Arborist has completed the Hazard Tree Survey. Our  

final letter with locations will be mailed mid Novem-

ber. Hazardous trees must be removed by January 13, 

2017. After that Ffinal deadline, the Village will re-

move remaining trees and charge-back our costs plus 

10% to each resident that has not complied. 

Toys For Tots Drive — The Village of Riverwoods is  

doing it’s second annual Toys for Tots.  Please bring 

new, unwrapped gifts to our temporary Village Hall 

at 320 Portwine Road now through December 20. Any 

questions please call 847-945-3990. Thank you and 

Happy Holidays!

Compost Pick Up — Are you aware that LakeShore Recy-

cling Systems offers a weekly compost pick up service? 

There is a nominal fee for stickers and a bin. For more 

information call LakeShore at 773-685-8811.

Lake County Division of Transportation — (LCDOT) 

is hosting a public information meeting regarding 

improvements to Deerfield Road from Milwaukee 

Aveunue to Saunders/Riverwoods Road. Wednesday, 

November 30 from 6-8pm at Aptakisic Junior High 

School, 1231 Weiland Road in Buffalo Grove. Attendees 

will have the opportunity to review exhibits, provide 

input on transportation issues and meet with LCDOT 

and project team representatives. For more informa-

tion go to www.deerfieldroadcooridor.com

S E N D  I N  T H O S E 

L E T T E R S !

Letters from residents and 
Riverwoods homeowners’ 
associations are invited and en-
couraged. Preferred length: ap-
proximately 250 words or less, 
typed. All letters must include 
the author’s name, address and 
phone number. Letters may be 
printed, space permitting, but 
may be edited for grammar, 
clarity and length. If contro-
versial topics are addressed, 
the editor will seek opposing 
viewpoints for balance. 
Deadline for the  
January/February 2017 issue: 
December 20, 2016 
Send to: 
Editor 
Riverwoods Village Voice  
300 Portwine Road 
Riverwoods, IL 60015 
Jackie@borchew.com

R I V E R W O O D S  

V I L L A G E  V O I C E

Riverwoods Village Voice is 
published bimonthly by the  
Village of Riverwoods. The 
purpose is to provide a commu-
nication forum and informa-
tion for residents. The views 
expressed in the newsletter are 
not necessarily those of the 
Mayor or members of the Board 
of Trustees. 
Editor: Jackie Borchew. 
Any resident wishing to become 
a newsletter staff volunteer 
please call the Village Hall at 
847-945-3990 and leave your
name and phone number. 

Just a brief note for this issue of the 
Village Voice, as I have caught one of those 
early season chest colds and am running way 
behind.  There are some things, however, that 
need to be said.

First, a deep and heartfelt “thank 
you” to former trustee Michael Baumann, 
who recently 
left the Board 
of Trustees.  
Michael is an 
incredibility 
intelligent and 
tireless worker. 
His contribu-
tions to the 
Board advanced 
the interests 
of the Village and its residents in a myriad of 
ways.  He will be sorely missed and we wish 
him well.

Second, a thank you to Jackie 
Borchew for another wonderful Village  
Halloween Party.  We had more people attend 
than ever (despite the Cubs playing a World 
Series game that evening) and everyone had a 
great time.

Finally, elsewhere in this issue is an 
article setting forth an idea as to what to do 
with the campus area around the new Village 
Hall.  These particular ideas come from the 
Riverwoods Preservation Counsel.  It is only a 
concept.  Its appearance in the Village Voice 
is not meant to be taken as an endorsement 
of this concept.  It is meant to get the ques-
tion of what to do with the Village-owned 
property before the residents.  We would like 
to hear other residents’ ideas as well.  While I 
would like to have other proposals published 
in future editions of the Village Voice, even 
if you don’t write an article we want to hear 
from you.  We plan to have meetings with the 
residents to hear what you think.  This cam-
pus area is a valuable resource and we want 
to get this right. 

Let me close by wishing you all a 
Happy Thanksgiving and a joyous holiday 
season.

2 0 1 7  R I V E R W O O D S  V I L L A G E 

E L E C T I O N

Candidate Selection Process Update

On April 4, 2017, the mayor, village 

clerk, and three trustees will be elected to the 

Riverwoods Village Board. These positions are 

for four years. 

On December 5, 2016 at 7:30pm at 

Wolters Kluwer, 2700 Lake Cook Road, River-

woods, the Riverwoods Caucus Party will elect 

its candidates from among the Nominating 

Committee selections and any other candidates 

who apply. All residents registered to vote in 

Riverwoods are encouraged to attend this meet-

ing and participate in the selection process. For 

further information, contact the Caucus Party 

at RiverwoodsNomCom@gmail.com.

M A Y O R ’ S  L E T T E R

Lake County Division of Transportation — (LCDOT) 

is hosting a public information meeting regarding

improvements to Deerfield Road from Milwaukee

Aveunue to Saunders/Riverwoods Road. Wednesday, 

November 30 from 6-8pm at Aptakisic Junior High

School, 1231 Weiland Road in Buffalo Grove. Attendees

will have the opportunity to review exhibits, provide 

input on transportation issues and meet with LCDOT 

and project team representatives. For more informa-

tion go to www.deerfieldroadcooridor.com
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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Public Information Meeting (PIM) #2 for the Deerfield Road Phase I Study was held on Wednesday, 
October 30, 2018 between 6:00 and 8:00 p.m. in an open house format at Aptakisic Junior High School 
Gymnasium, 1231 Weiland Road, Buffalo Grove, IL 60089.  The purpose of the meeting was to show the 
preferred alternative and to seek public input on the transportation issues and needs within the Deerfield 
Road study area.  

The Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) is the lead agency for the Engineering and 
Environmental Phase I Study to address the need for transportation related improvements to Deerfield 
Road from Milwaukee Avenue on the west, to Saunders/Riverwoods Road on the east, a distance of 
approximately 2 miles.  

LCDOT and the study team provided information regarding the study schedule, project process, data 
collection, and the public involvement opportunities. Attendees had the opportunity to review exhibits, 
provide comments, and meet with LCDOT and project study team representatives.  All material presented 
at the PIM were posted to the project website (www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com) immediately following 
the meeting. 

The meeting was attended by 105 people.  A total of 33 comments were received by the close of the 
comment period, November 16, 2018.  

2 MEETING NOTIFICATIONS 

2.1 DISPLAY ADS AND 3RD PARTY OUTREACH 

LCDOT posted announcements on their changeable message signs along Deerfield Road the week before 
the Public Information Meeting. 

Packets were sent to 3rd party outlets such as libraries and the Chambers of Commerce to request help to 
share information with residents and businesses.  A list of these 3rd party outlets and the letter is 
included. 

An announcements was include don the LCDOT website and e-blast to their list-serv: 
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The following article ran in the Buffalo Grove Countryside Deerfield Review and Lincolnshire Review 
(Chicago Tribune) on October 25, 2018.   
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2.2 POSTCARD 

A postcard was sent to property owners near the project corridor as well as other interested 
stakeholders.  1,800 postcards were sent out the week prior to the public meeting on October 30, 2018. 

 



 
   6 
 
 

 
 

November Deerfield Road Public Information Meeting #1 Version I 

 

2.3 E-BLAST/ PROJECT WEBSITE 

An email invitation (E-Blast), shown below, was sent to all stakeholders included on the stakeholder 
mailing list with email addresses.  The project website (www.deerfieldroadcorridor.org) went live on 
November 7, 2016 and included an announcement of Public Information Meeting #2 on October 11, 
2018.  The website also includes all study documents shown at the meeting.   
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2.4 PERSONALIZED LETTERS TO PROPERTY OWNERS ADJACENT TO CORRIDOR 

Letters were sent to all property owners adjacent to the project corridor and were sent out October 17, 
2018. An example letter follows and mailing list included: 
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2.5 PERSONALIZED LETTERS TO LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS

Informational letters were sent to public officials within the study area by mail and to Lake County Board 
members electronically on October 1, 2018.  An example letter follows: 
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Lake County Board members included: 

Mr. Aaron Lawlor Chairman 
Mr. Brent Paxton District 4 
Ms.  Linda Pedersen District 1 
Ms.  Diane Hewitt District 2 
Mr. Tom Weber District 3 
Ms.  Bonnie Thomson Carter District 5 
Mr. Jeff Werfel District 6 
Mr. Steve Carlson District 7 
Mr. Bill Durkin District 8 
Ms.  Mary Ross Cunningham District 9 
Mr. Charles Bartels District 10 
Mr. Steven W. Mandel District 11 
Mr. S. Michael Rummel District 12 
Ms.  Sandra Hart District 13 
Ms.  Audrey Nixon District 14 
Ms.  Carol Calabresa District 15 
Mr. Terry Wilke District 16 
Mr. Nick Sauer District 17 
Mr. Craig Taylor District 19 
Mr. Sidney Mathias District 20 
Ms.  Ann B. Maine District 21 

Public Officials included: 

Honorable Beverly Sussman Village of Buffalo Grove Village President 
Mr. Jeffrey Berman Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Ms. Joanne Johnson Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Mr. Lester A. Ottenheimer III Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Mr. Andrew Stein Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Mr. Steven Trilling Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Mr. David Weidenfeld Village of Buffalo Grove Trustee 
Honorable Harriet Rosenthal  Village of Deerfield Mayor 
Mr. Alan L. Farkas Village of Deerfield Trustee 
Mr. Thomas L.   Jester   Village of Deerfield Trustee 
Mr. Robert D.  Nadler   Village of Deerfield Trustee 
Mr. William "Bill" Seiden  Village of Deerfield Trustee 
Mr. Dan C.  Shapiro  Village of Deerfield Trustee 
Ms. Barbara Struthers  Village of Deerfield Trustee 
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Honorable John Norris Village of Riverwoods Mayor

Mr. Michael Baumann Village of Riverwoods 
Trustee, Drainage, Stormwater, 
Environmental Committees 

Ms. Cheryl Chamberlain Village of Riverwoods 
Trustee, Finance and Forestry 
Committees 

Ms. Kris Ford Village of Riverwoods Trustee, Parks Committee 
Mr. Michael Haber Village of Riverwoods Trustee, Water Committee 

Mr. Richard Hamerson Village of Riverwoods 
Trustee, Building and Zoning 
Committees 

Mr. Kevin O'Donnell Village of Riverwoods 
Trustee, Sewer, Roads, and Bike Path 
Committees 

Ms. Barbara Little Village of Deerfield 
Director of Public Works and 
Engineering 

Mr.  Kent Street Village of Deerfield Village Manager 
Mr. Patrick Glenn Village of Riverwood Village Engineer 
Mr. Darren  Monico Village of Buffalo Grove Village Engineer 

Ms. Jennifer Maltas Village of Buffalo Grove 
Deputy Village Manager/Economic 
Development  

Mr. Dane Bragg Village of Buffalo Grove Village Manager 
Mr. Scott Saewert Wheeling Township Highway Commissioner 
Ms. Kathy Penner Wheeling Township Supervisor 
Ms. Josephine Stellato Wheeling Township Director of Finance and Administrator 

Ms. Alyson M. Feiger 
West Deerfield 
Township Supervisor 

Ms.  Suzanne Zupec 
Lake County 
Transportation Alliance President 

Mr. Michael Stevens 
Lake County Partners, 
Inc. President and CEO 

Ms.  Brooke Hooker 
Lake County Division of 
Transportation Communications Coordinator  

Mr. Michael 
Warner, P.E., 
CFM 

Lake County Stormwater 
Management 
Commission Executive Director 

Mr. Peter Kolb, PE 
Lake County Public 
Works Director of Public Works 

Mr. Eric Waggoner 

Lake County Planning, 
Building and 
Development Director 

Mr. Alex "Ty" Kovach 
Lake County Forest 
Preserve District Executive Director 

Mr. Randall Seebach 
Lake County Forest 
Preserve District Director, Planning & Land Preservation 



 
   14 
 
 

 
 

November Deerfield Road Public Information Meeting #1 Version I 

3 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING SUMMARY 

The Public Information Meeting #2 for the Deerfield Road Phase I Study was held on Tuesday, October 30, 
2018 between 6:00 and 8:00 p.m. at Aptakisic Junior High School Gymnasium, 1231 Weiland Road, 
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089.  The purpose of the meeting was to show the preferred alternative and to seek 
public input on the transportation issues and needs within the Deerfield Road study area. The meeting 
was conducted in an open house format.  The meeting contained 6 stations: Project Overview, Public 
Involvement, Range of Alternatives, Preferred Alternative, Visualizations, and Comments. Exhibit boards 
were on display to show the preferred alternative design to solicit input/comments from meeting 
attendees. Tables and chairs were set up in the front of the room for attendees to write their comments 
and submit to the comment boxes. The comment period was open until November 16. 

The Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) is the lead agency for the Engineering and 
Environmental Phase I Study to address the need for transportation related improvements to Deerfield 
Road from Milwaukee Avenue on the west, to Saunders/Riverwoods Road on the east, a distance of 
approximately 2 miles.  

LCDOT and the study team provided information regarding the study schedule, project process, data 
collection, and the public involvement opportunities.  Attendees had the opportunity to review exhibits, 
provide comments, and meet with LCDOT and project study team representatives.  A newsletter was 
provided to meeting attendees and is included as an Attachment.  All PIM material was posted to the 
project website following the meeting. 

3.1 ATTENDEES 

The meeting was attended by 105 people including public officials, local business representatives, 
residents along the corridor and within adjacent neighborhoods, roadway users, and involved agencies 
and organizations.  The following public officials were in attendance: 

Cheryl Chamberlain, Village of Riverwoods Trustee 
Rick Jamerson, Village of Riverwoods Trustee 
Henry Hollander, Village of Riverwoods Trustee 
Sidney Mathias, Lake County Board Member 
Alvaro Melara, Office of Congressman Brad Schneider 

 
A number of businesses were represented including: 

King Shabu Shabu Restaurant 
Northside Community Bank 
Ravinia Plumbing and Heating 
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Veterinary Specialty Center 

Additional agencies and organizations represented included: 

Lake County Sheriff’s Office, Kyle Brown 
Openlands, Sarah Surroz 
Vernon Woods Owners Association, David Shimberg 
Timbers Residents Association, Tim and Sandra Buzard 
Evanton Bicycle Club, Peter Glaser & Tom Witt 

3.2 MEDIA 

Media represented include: 
Steve Sadin, Pioneer Press 

3.3 PHOTOGRAPHS 

Photographs from the Public Information Meeting: 
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4 COMMENTS 
A total of 33 written comments were received by the close of the 2-week comment period, November 16, 
2018.  General topics included: 

Drainage concerns along the project corridor at a variety of locations 
Restructuring/reconfiguration of drainage system west of Forest Glen Trail 
In favor of buttons to activate walk signal at traffic lights 
Mid-block crossing at Timberwood to Juneberry to provide access from the 
neighborhood to the north to the multi-use path on the south side of Deerfield Road 
Concerned with bike safety at night; how much room will be allowed for cyclists to exist 
alongside traffic without collision, especially at night. 
Concern with access to eastbound Deerfield Road from the Shoppes at Riverwoods 
Concern with visibility turning east out of Chicory Lane during rush hours. 
Would like to see speed limit reduced 
Concerned with tree impacts 
Concerned with property impacts such as fencing and drainage 
Desire no improvements to Deerfield Road 
Do not add the left turn lane on Portwine Road because it will encourage people to use 
Portwine as a cut-through 
Support for project due to growing/developing area around Deerfield Road 
Include multi-use path from Milwaukee Avenue to the Des Plaines River Trail to provide 
access to the path network in Buffalo Grove 
Accessibility onto/off of Deerfield Road from side streets will be challenging 
Accessibility to Colonial Court/Shoppes of Riverwoods 
Desired signal at Chicory Lane 
Why not extend 4-lanes between Milwaukee and Saunders/Riverwoods Road; was 2 
westbound lanes and one eastbound lane studied? 
Consider dredging Thorngate Creek, which has accumulated a large amount of silt 
Thorngate Creek backs up and overflows, and needs to be addressed with this project. 
Consider installing bicycle detection at the Portwine Road intersection for NB and SB 
movements. 
Can animals be funneled to certain locations using a fence so they can cross at specific 
locations of Deerfield Road that could be signed? 

Comments are included as an Attachment. 



A Preferred Alternative  
has been Identified

The project team worked with the Stakeholder Involvement Group (SIG), Illinois 
Department of Transportation and Federal Resource Agencies to develop a full 
range of project alternatives. During the alternative development and evaluation 
process, a Preferred Alternative for the project was identified. At the second Public 
Information Meeting, the public will have the opportunity to learn more about this 
process and provide feedback on the initial design of the preferred alternative.

We Welcome Your Input
Twelve alternatives were considered 
and evaluated for Section A. The 
Preferred Alternative was selected for 
being the most efficient alternative in 
addressing the transportation needs 
along Deerfield Road while having 
the lowest relative impacts and cost. 

A substantial improvement is needed 
to the east leg of the Deerfield Road 
and Milwaukee Avenue intersection 
to address the nearly two-mile long 
PM westbound backup that takes 
about 35 minutes to drive. Alternative 
A1D, reduces the 35-minute travel 
time to 7-minutes, and includes 
adding three lanes to the east leg 
(Deerfield Road) of the intersection, a 
second left turn lane on the west leg (Deerfield Parkway) and right turn lane on the 
south leg (Milwaukee Avenue). Additionally, about 2,000 feet of Deerfield Road east 
of the intersection is needed to accommodate the intersection improvement related 
lane additions and lane drops, which ends prior to the Des Plaines River bridge, the 
start of Section B. 

SECTION A:  
MILWAUKEE AVENUE 
TO DES PLAINES 
RIVER

P H A S E  I  E N G I N E E R I N G  S T U D Y

ISSUE 2 FALL 2018

ISSUE 2 FALL 2018 | DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com

DEERFIELD ROAD: ALTERNATIVE  
DEVELOPMENT APPROACH
Through the evaluation process, it became evident that Deerfield Road has two 
distinct “sections” within the corridor. Section A is the west portion of the corridor 
inclusive of the Milwaukee Avenue intersection and mostly commercial with high 
volume access driveways. Section B is the east portion of the corridor; from the 
Des Plaines River to and inclusive of the Saunders/Riverwoods Road intersection. 
Section B consists of large lot residential with many low volume access driveways 
and streets. Due to differing adjacent land use to Section A and Section B, each 
have unique transportation demands and needs, and therefore alternative 
concepts and a range of alternatives were developed for each.
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NEXT STEPS: 
The Public Information Meeting #2 summary 
will be posted to the project website in late 
November following the close of the comment 
period on November 16th.  A Frequently Asked 
Questions (FAQ) document will be prepared and 
posted to the project website in early December 
to address commonly asked questions.  The 
FAQ will be updated as needed to facilitate 
communication with our project stakeholders.

Factoring in design-related input received at the 
Public Information Meeting, the project team will 
make detailed design revisions.  Preparation of 
the detailed design plans, engineering reports, 
and Environmental Assessment will occur over 
the next several months, and a Public Hearing is 
anticipated in Spring 2019 to present the results.  
Project updates will continue to be posted on the 
home page of the project website.

Step 3
RANGE OF 

ALTERNATIVES

Step 2
PURPOSE 
AND NEED

Finalize Engineering 
and Environmental 

Reports for the 
Preferred Alternative

Step 1
DATA 

COLLECTION

WE
ARE 
HERE

Step 4
FINALIST 

ALTERNATIVES

Step 5
PREFERRED 
ALTERNATIVE

Data Collection 

Environmental Surveys/
Constraints

Traffic and Crash Analysis

Public Information
Meeting #1
November 30, 2016

Stakeholder Involvement
Group Meeting #1 
March 2, 2017
…………………….….….
Result: Completed 
Data Collection and 
Evaluation of Issues 
and Needs

Develop Project 
Problem Statement

Stakeholder Involvement
Group Meeting #2
June 28, 2017

Initial Alternative 
Concepts Brainstorming
…………………….….
Result: Project Purpose 
and Need

Initial Alternatives
Development and
Evaluation

Evaluation and Relative
Comparison of Build 
and No-Build Alternatives
to Project Purpose and 
Need

Stakeholder Involvement
Group Meeting #3
January 25, 2018 

Screening of Initial 
Alternatives
………………………..
Result: Identify 
Finalist Alternatives

Finalist Alternatives 
Development and 
Evaluation
…………………….….….
Result: One-on-One 
Meetings Seeking Input
on Finalist Alternatives 

Present Preferred 
Alternative

Public Information 
Meeting #2
Octover 30, 2018
…………………….….….
Result: Public Comment 
on Preferred Alternative

Preferred Alternative 
Refinement and 
Documentation

Stakeholder Involvement
Group Meeting #4
SPRING 2019

Public Hearing
SPRING 2019
…………………….….….
Result: Environmental 
Assessment and 
Engineering Report

SECTION B: DES PLAINES RIVER  
TO SAUNDERS/RIVERWOODS ROAD
Five alternatives were developed and evaluated for Section 
B with respect to transportation performance, mobility, 
safety, environmental and socio-economic impacts, and cost. 
Alternative 3, a 3-Lane roadway with curb, has been selected 
as the Preferred Alternative.

Alternative 3 provides the most efficient transportation 
improvement with the lowest comparative footprint which 
leads to the least environmental and socio-economic impacts; 
has the lowest amount of floodplain, floodway, wetlands, and 
vegetation/tree impacts; and has the lowest amount of property 
acquisition. 

PHASE I STUDY PROCESS & TIMELINE 
PHASE I COMPLETION: SUMMER 2019
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TO REMAIN

We encourage comments throughout the course of the study, however, 
comments received by NOVEMBER 16, 2018 will be specifically added 
to this public information meeting record.

Fillout a form or submit online via DeerfieldRoadCorridor.com.

All correspondence regarding this project should be sent to: 

CHUCK GLEASON, Project Manager  
Lake County Division of Transportation  
600 W Winchester Road 
Libertyville, IL 60048

WAYS TO  
COMMENT:









































































From:
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Deerfield Road project
Date: Friday, October 26, 2018 12:34:57 PM

Have you ever tried to go east on Deerfield rd in the morning rush hour???
The other day I sat through at least seven lights before I could cross Milwaukee ave. How can you in good
conscience want to improve the road and not make it four lanes two in each direction. With what they have done
already seems pretty useless. They added an extra lane going east but just until the storage facility. Then it will
bottleneck again. It is like you are constantly bandaiding the problem instead of fixing it once and for all. Why isn’t
there a right turn lane only going west at Milwaukee??
I worked in Deerfield for twenty three years. I commuted from Buffalo Grove. Do you have any idea how many
times they did construction on that road during that time?  They would do something and then two years later they
redid what they had just finished.
The Riverwoods residents should just get use to the idea of Deerfield rd being four lanes. Just like they did with
Lake Cook rd(which is three in each direction) and Half day rd (rte 22).  I’ve lived in Buffalo Grove and wheeling
before that for 44 years. Can you imagine the congestion change in all those years. The saddest part is we pay
ridiculous taxes and still have to suffer with the awful Deerfield rd gridlock. Enough!

Sent from my iPad



From:
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Property acquisition
Date: Thursday, November 1, 2018 7:52:22 PM

Hello,

I am renting a house on 2720 Deerfield Road in Hiawatha Woods area.  Is this property scheduled for acquisition?

Thanks,



From:
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Cc:
Subject: Deerfield Road Stakeholder Involvement Group COMMENT
Date: Saturday, November 10, 2018 12:13:34 PM

Chuck
 
I just visited the SIG section of the website.  If there is a location to submit comments, it is certainly
not intuitive to me.
 
My comments are as follows:
 

1. Per the email below “The focus of the meeting was to present the alternative development
process and the Preferred Alternative design, which consists of: -Additional lanes at the
Milwaukee Avenue intersection to address the 35-minute, 2-mile evening rush hour backup”

 
I would be remiss if I did not again dispute this data point for the records.  The evening rush
is really only relevant 4 days per week, as Fridays are generally less impacting.  So, we are
asking the taxpayers to fund via Federal funding 35mins * 4 days which is less than 2 1/3
hours per week (out of 168 hours per week or less than 1.5% of the week), with minimal
growth projected over the next 20 years
 

2. At the public event, the proposed maps indicate a sidewalk on the south west side of Sanders
Road extending from Deerfield Road.  I do not know if this sidewalk has been socialized or
presented to the Thorngate Community.   It ends at a park that is currently local to that
community only.  While I understand that Sanders Road is under County control, and
Portwine Road is under Riverwoods control, it would be far more logical (to me) if there was
an investment in a walkway along the west side of Portwine Rd ending at Village Hall and
supplying the planned “campus improvements.”   Even if the costs of a Portwine walkway is
higher due to drainage ditches, some of those costs could be offset by the reallocating the
Sanders Road sidewalk spend.  Politics of jurisdictions should not be the barrier to logic and
better serving the community.

 
3. I still do not see a plan to mitigate the storm water impact from the removal of highly valuable

and critical woodlands along the entire corridor.  Even if some form of water retention use
can be negotiated with the Village property at the SW corner of Deerfield Rd and Milwaukee
Ave, I will assume, based on prior conversations with Lake County Stormwater management,
it will have minimal impact.  As one explores current commercial development within ½ mile
east and west of Milwaukee Rd from Deerfield Road going north in Lake County along the Des
Plaines River (not even including FoxConn in WI impact), and we examine recent rainfall
events in Lake County, we are being naïve at best, and a better adjective would be
“irresponsible” to the home owners in the flood plain.  Let’s be an example for solving
problems now, and not be an enabler of “kicking the can“ for future generations to resolve.

Regards



 
               
 
 
From: Deerfield Road Corridor Project Team [mailto:info@deerfieldroadcorridor.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2018 9:08 AM
To: 
Subject: Deerfield Road Stakeholder Involvement Group Update
 

November 7, 2018

Dear Stakeholder Involvement Group Member:

The second Public Information Meeting for the Deerfield Road project was held for the project
on October 30, 2018 and 105 people attended.  The focus of the meeting was to present the
alternative development process and the Preferred Alternative design, which consists of:
-Additional lanes at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection to address the 35-minute, 2-mile
evening rush hour backup
-A 3-lane curbed roadway from the river to Saunders/Riverwoods Road to improve
accessibility/mobility and traffic flow.

Additional design details are shown on the Preferred Alternative design exhibits, such as
environmental resources, multi-use path location, sidewalk, key drainage features,
construction limits, and temporary/permanent property acquisition.  All information shown at
the second Public Information Meeting is posted on the project website at
www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com.

One of the key outcomes from the second Public Information Meeting is to obtain design
related input and comments from stakeholders.  Factoring in design-related input and
comments received at the second Public Information Meeting, the project team will make
design revisions.  Preparation of the detailed design plans, engineering reports, and
Environmental Assessment will occur over the next several months, and the final SIG meeting
is anticipated to be held prior to the Public Hearing (to present the results) and is anticipated in
Spring 2019.  During this time, the project team will be coordinating with affected property
owners regarding temporary and permanent impacts associated with the project, which
includes some of our SIG members. Project updates will continue to be emailed out to the SIG
and also periodic updates will be posted on the home page of the project website.

As a SIG member, you are encouraged to visit the website and review the Preferred
Alternative and provide your comments by November 16, 2018. Comments can be submitted
electronically via the project website.  Following the comment period, a formal Public
Information Meeting summary will be prepared and posted to the project website.  To address
commonly asked project related questions, a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) document
will be prepared and posted to the project website in early December. Please let us know if
there are specific questions you would like addressed in the FAQ. The FAQ will be updated as
needed to facilitate communication with our project stakeholders.

Please watch your e-mail for the next SIG meeting to be announced (early spring). Until then,



if you have questions or comments, please email the project team at
deerfieldroadcorridorcomment@cbbel.com or call Chuck Gleason at (847) 377-7447.

Sincerely,

Deerfield Road Project Study Team

www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com



From: Gleason, Chuck L.
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Deerfield Road alternatives
Date: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 8:42:19 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
Sorry to get back to you so late.  We at LCDOT are understanding of your concerns and agree that
something needs to be done with access along Milwaukee Avenue.  With the installation of the new
median, it’s going to be difficult for IDOT to cut the median and provide access that you are asking
for.  The most reasonable choice is to try to get the most northerly access to be full or three-
quarter.  This would allow someone from the north to turn left into the shopping areas.  In either
case, it appears as though the Village is working with Mr. Flanagan and IDOT to try and resolve this
matter.  If, at some point, the Village would like us to get involved, we will be supportive.  We will be
moving forward, on the Deerfield Road improvement, with the plan that was presented at the public
meeting and not preclude any advancement in the proposed intersection by Federal Life and
Brentwood.  As I have mentioned before, this proposed intersection would greatly help access to the
shops, but keep in mind that there are several parties involved to make this happen.
 
Thanks, Chuck
 

From:  
Sent: Friday, November 02, 2018 10:32 AM
To: Gleason, Chuck L. <CGleason@lakecountyil.gov>
Subject: Deerfield Road alternatives
 
Chuck, we met the other night at the public informational meeting, and you explained what was
under consideration for the intersection changes to Deerfield Road and Milwaukee Ave.
My purpose in e-mailing you is to suggest that without immediate consideration to the plight and
proposed plight of the NE corner businesses(Colonial Court and the strip center directly north) (CC),
that more will close, and prevent new businesses from opening.
 
Problems-getting in

• With the barrier built on Milwaukee, no left turns can be made into CC, so everyone from
the North has to turn left onto Deerfield road heading east, and then cross 3 lanes of
oncoming traffic which is usually backed up, to turn in. When the double turn lanes open
from Milwaukee, it will feed too much traffic into
that one lane which will be a problem. I see that another partial feed lane is to be built, but
right turns off of Northbound Milwaukee will also feed into traffic heading east on Deerfield
Road. This is a real problem, could be head on collisions from the left hand turn lane from
people heading west, or rear end collisions from the double turn lane traffic coming off
Milwaukee not expecting turning traffic right away.

• In the future, plans for a barrier extending past the CC south entrance totally cuts off entry
from anyone coming from the north trying to turn left into CC.



People right now are misusing traffic patterns to get in any way they can, it won’t be too long before
a serious accident occurs.
 
Problems –getting out

• Right now the only way to get out of CC heading toward east toward the tollway and
Deerfield/Highland Park  is to use the south driveway, hold up the 3 lanes of traffic stopped
at the light westbound, watch for oncoming traffic from A) the left turn lane(s) from
Milwaukee, straight traffic from Deerfield road heading east, and people turning from
Milwaukee on a right hand turn.  This is the balance of risk I take every night home, any
driver does heading that way from CC going east.

• In the future, the barrier planned on Deerfield road totally completely cuts off anyone
leaving the (cc) centers from getting out heading toward the tollway or Deerfield. There is no
way without a convoluted series of entry and exit from private businesses to do it.

 
Our bank employees and customers are being negatively affected now by the Milwaukee barrier,
and in the future will be very negatively affected if the new design goes thru. As we have been here
for 20 years, that is hard to accept, as the new business opening in Buffalo Grove have been given
what they need.
 
Solutions possible
 

• Reduce the Milwaukee barrier so that left turns off Milwaukee can enter the NE strip center
driveway currently not allowed, so that CC can be entered. That would be a very minimal
physical change, affecting only a very small section of the Milwaukee road barrier, and
widening the right turn only small island to allow access in at that spot. Its not perfect, but
the alternative is a dead section of business on the NE corner and beyond.

• If u-turns are to be allowed on Milwaukee from North to southbound lanes, then the
Deerfield road right turns in the morning heading North should be red arrow, otherwise, I
don’t see how u- turns could be safe. (this is a bad second alternative as I think u-turns in
that intersection are a bad idea to begin with, but CC needs something.

 
 
As the new roads open and people start increasing their speeds again, risk will increase as well all
over the intersection area, with limited access from the business close to the intersection, as people
hunt for a way in where they are going. Should the speed limit be reduced through this area????
 
Thanks for the opportunity to comment.
 



***This email contains information, which is confidential, is intended solely for the use of the
addressee(s) named above and may also be a legally privileged communication. If you are not the
intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it thereto, you are hereby notified that any
disclosure, copying, dissemination or distribution of this email, or taking of any action in reliance on
its contents is strictly prohibited.***



From:
To: cgleason@lakecountyil.gov
Cc:
Subject: Deerfield Corridor Project
Date: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 12:01:16 PM

Chuck,

My family and I live at 2270 Congressional Lane in Thorngate, just off of Saunders Rd.  Our backyard backs up to
Deerfield Road, quite close to the intersection of DF and Saunders.  I recently attended the Deerfield Corridor
Project Meeting at the school to learn more about how this project would affect my home.  At this meeting, I spent
time talking with Matt Huffman and Michael Burke regarding my property and how the project would affect us
personally.  It seems that the road/curb will be pushing 5 feet closer to my home which is already too close to the
road.  I'm concerned about the noise, especially because I was told all of the brush/trees along the road were going to
be cleared during construction.  We have some serious concerns about this as there is currently very little separating
my children from the road (only a deer fence), my trees keep dying from the salt spray (verified by Davey), and the
noise level which will increase. 

My husband and I would like you or somebody on your team to come to our home and physically stand in the
backyard with us to explain exactly what will be happening.  The displays at the meeting were unclear as that
particular location on your display was blown up to be "Figure A", I believe it was called.  We were trying to use the
blueprints to understand the impact but it was a bit confusing.  My husband can work from home on the following
dates:  Nov 28 (Wed), Dec 4 (Tues) or Dec 7 (Fri).  Please let me know if any of these dates work for you.

Thank you,



From:
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Deerfield Road Project
Date: Friday, November 16, 2018 4:42:08 PM

Hello,
 
Hope you are well.
 
There is great concern that a median on Deerfield Road, just east of Milwaukee Ave, will cause issues
for tenants and customers to gain access to the retail centers Colonial Court and Shoppes of
Riverwoods for east bound Deerfield Road traffic. With the median on Milwaukee Ave cutting off
access for south bound Milwaukee Ave traffic, this median on Deerfield will even further prohibit
ease of access to both retail centers.
 
Sincerely,
 

 

 
For more information, updates and useful links, please visit our website:  and take a
look at our Social Media posts by connecting with us on LinkedIn, Facebook, Google+ and more!

Like Us on Facebook: 
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AGENCY AND PUBLIC COORDINATION 

Stakeholder Involvement Group 
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From: Deerfield Road Corridor Project Team
To: Matthew Huffman
Subject: Your feedback is requested: Deerfield Road SIG #1 Summary and Preliminary Purpose and Need
Date: Monday, April 03, 2017 8:34:24 AM
Attachments: Preliminary_Deerfield Rd_PURPOSE AND NEED_032217.pdf

Dear Stakeholder Involvement Group Member:

Please find the preliminary Purpose and Need document attached for comment. Please note
that the full SIG #1 Summary, the SIG #1 Powerpoint presentation and all back-up exhibits are
available on the study website in the Information Center. The preliminary Purpose and Need
has been submitted to IDOT and FHWA for concurrent review, and is attached in its entirety.
As discussed at SIG Meeting #1, we will contact you again in the next couple months to
schedule SIG Meeting #2 which will focus on preliminary alternatives and alternative
evaluation criteria.

Please email deerfieldroadcorridorcomment@cbbel.com with comments or call Chuck
Gleason at (847) 377-7447 with questions by April 10, 2017. 

Sincerely,

Deerfield Road Project Study Team

www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com
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Emily Anderson

From: Albert Weiss <aweiss@forsythe.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 3:13 PM
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Comments on Deerfield Rd. purpose and need document

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I believe a comment should be added to Section 2.3 on page 13 that also expresses concern by residents impacted by a 
widening of Deerfield Rd. with respect to making it more difficult to exit onto Deerfield Rd.  This can be mitigated with 
intelligent traffic signals and additional traffic signals on this stretch of Deerfield Rd.  I can also be mitigated with an 
extra lane (for only turning onto Deerfield Rd. to allow for waiting for traffic to  clear in the direction the driver is 
headed. 
 
Albert L. Weiss 
Executive Vice President & CFO 
p | (847) 213-7585   c | (847) 687-9625 

aweiss@forsythe.com 

Eileen Taber 
Executive Administrator 
p | (847) 213-7571   c | (773) 991-6258 
 
etaber@forsythe.com 
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Emily Anderson

From: Grzesiakowski, Tim <tim_grzesiakowski@baxter.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 06, 2017 11:11 AM
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Comments on Deerfield Road Purpose and Need Document

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello: 
 
My comments are attached below: 
 
Section 1.11 Transportation Setting (P3):               The three signalized intersections at Milwaukee Avenue, Portwine Rd, 
and Saunders/Riverwoods Rd.  should be coordinated with each other, as that may help on moving traffic through the 
area: 
 
Section 1.23        Travel Demand (p7):       Travel demand dropped slightly from 2000 through 2011, and began to 
increase slightly from 2011 to 2016.  Are there any short term estimates on what travel demand will be (5 years or less), 
especially, as VMT has been starting to rise area wide in general? 
 
Section 1.24        Corridor Improvements (P8):                   The bike paths need to be connected along Deerfield Road. (I 
realize it’s probably a funding issue.)  Is there a projected timetable for when they will be completed? 
 
Section 2.1          Capacity: (P10):                Table  2-4 Intersection Level of Service (LOS) shows Milwaukee and Deerfield at 
levels E or F in morning and evening rush hour, and with the 2040 No-Build Option.   Clearly, that intersection needs 
improvements today to alleviate that situation. 
 
Section 2.1          Table 2.5 (Section LOS for AM/PM Peak Hour Volume)  (P11):     Westbound Deerfield Rd form 
Saunders/Portwine to Milwaukee Avenue have LOS F as of 2016 in the evening, and 2040 under the No-Build 
Option.  Yet, eastbound  AM traffic in the same section is only at LOS B.   Any idea why traffic is so heavy in the evening 
rush, but not so in the morning rush? 
 
Section 2.2          Safety:  (P12):    Table 2-6 Overall Study Area Crash Summary:     The amount of rear end crashes, and 
left turn crashes appears to be very high. 
 
Section 2.3          Mobility (P 13)   Residents need to be made aware that  the high number of access points along the 
study area as well as the high travel volumes, will impact their access.   From the first SIG meeting, I don’t know if they 
realize that. 
 
Section 2.4          Non-Motorized Connections (P13)        As mentioned above, connecting the bike paths should be a 
priority for Deerfield Road, given funding availability. 
 
Section 2.4          Bus Transit (p16):             Please don’t forget about public and private bus service that operates along 
this stretch of Deerfield Road.  Some Pace Route 626 reverse commute trips, as well as private shuttles from Aon Hewitt 
and Zebra Technologies use Deerfield Road to reach the Deerfield (and in some cases) Highland Park Metra 
Stations.   There may be other private shuttles using Deerfield Road as well.  I would also imagine that school buses and 
possibly dial a ride service use that section  of Deerfield Road.  Having managed Aon Hewitt’s Commuter Program from 
2000 to 2011, those buses need to cycle from the Metra Stations to the worksite in the morning for multiple trips, and 
from the worksite to the train stations in the evening.   Moving through that corridor is crucial.   Those employees need 
to be at work on time, especially in the case of Aon Hewitt’s call center workers, who can received disciplinary action up 
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to termination if they are not logged in on time.   In the evening, making train connections is important, as many of 
those riders are travelling long distances.     
 
Thanks for giving me the opportunity to comment, and let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Regards, 
Tim 
 
 
 
Tim Grzesiakowski 
Executive Director 
TMA of Lake Cook 
1 Baxter Parkway 
Deerfield, IL 60015 
224-948-4024 
tim_grzesiakowski@baxter.com 
 
The TMA of Lake Cook is a business association whose mission is to improve employees’ commutes  and work for a better quality of 
life in northeastern Illinois.  The TMA works pro-actively with elected officials, communities, and transportation agencies to provide a 
voice for the business community for better transportation planning, highway improvements and transit service.  The TMA also 
manages the successful Shuttle Bug program in cooperation with Pace and Metra.  For further information on the TMA, visit 
www.tmalakecook.org. 
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Emily Anderson

From: Michael Clayton <mclayton@marauder.net>
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 9:18 AM
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Cc: John Norris; Patrick Glenn; David Shimberg; Rick Jamerson
Subject: Comments on "Purpose and Need for Action" Statement
Attachments: Deerfield Rd. Assessment Commentary.doc

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Per your 4/3 email, attached are comments on the provided “Purpose and Need for Action Statement”  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Michael Clayton 
President, 
Riverwoods Preservation Council 
P.O. Box 122 
Deerfield IL 60015 
 
3030 Blackthorn Rd. 
Riverwoods, IL 60015 
847-867-0947 (cell) 
 
 
 

 



 1

DEERFIELD ROAD CORRIDOR PROJECT 
STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT GROUP 

 
COMMENTS ON BURKE ENGINEERING “PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION” 

STATEMENT 
 

By: 
Michael Clayton and Riverwoods Preservation Council 

April 7, 2017 
 
 

The “Purpose and Need for Action” statement fails to make a compelling case for a Deerfield Road 
expansion project.  It does not account fully for many issues, such as traffic safety, Riverwoods resident 
quality of life, effective use of tax dollars, and environmental impact. The data that actually is presented 
does not support the projections.  
 
Our reasons for reaching this conclusion are detailed in the comments below that follow the outline of the 
original document. 
 
1.0 Purpose of the Project 
Bias.  Page 2, paragraph 1:  The purpose statement has serious shortcomings in that it is phrased solely in 
terms of vehicle transit through Riverwoods and omits any reference to community considerations within 
Riverwoods or preservation of area-wide natural resources. 
 
1.1 Project Location 
Description Error.  It is incorrect to state that the study area “is the only section of two lane roadway 
along Deerfield Road.”  Deerfield Road still has two-lane segments in the Village of Deerfield which 
abuts the Village of Riverwoods. 
 
1.1.1 Transportation Setting 
Signal Coordination Definition.  Page 3, paragraph 2:.  Coordination of traffic signals, rather than 
widening of Deerfield Road, may reduce peak- hour roadway congestion and traffic accidents.  This 
alternative was not explored in the report.   
 
Alternatives:  In addition to the benefits of signal coordination, no other transportation setting alternatives 
are even mentioned.  For example, unreferenced in the report is the lack of a dedicated right turn lane 
westbound on Deerfield at the Milwaukee intersection and the potential benefits of adding one. 
 
1.1.2 Environmental Setting 
Inadequate Consideration of Unique Riverwoods Environment.  Page 4:  The Riverwoods environment is 
unique in its predominance of large, heavily wooded residential lots and a strong culture of environmental 
preservation, supported by residents and by the Village government.   Deerfield Road bisects the 
community, but because it is only two lanes wide, and because it bears only light traffic beyond rush hour, 
it does not serve as a barrier to movement of people or wildlife from one portion of the community to 
another.   The Village government and community volunteers, in cooperation with organizations such as 
Conserve Lake County and Morton Arboretum, work to maintain green infrastructure along Deerfield 
Road.  The report does not appear to place any weight on such matters. 
 
Broad Scale Environmental Issues Undefined and Unaddressed.  Page 4, paragraph 3, sentence 1:  The 
reference to “broad scale” evaluation of environmental issues is meaningless without explanation.  In any 
event, the report appears to include no such “broad scale’ environmental evaluation.   
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1.2 Project History 
Negative Impact on Riverwoods Unaddressed; Project Addresses Only 2-3 Hours on Workdays.  It is 
disappointing that this document does not present a neutral picture of the issues at stake.  In this section, 
the document aggressively advocates widening Deerfield Road.  For example, use of the term 
“bottleneck” displays a bias toward larger roadways, since it adopts the perspective of the non-resident 
inter-town commuter rather than of the Riverwoods resident whose community is being adversely 
affected.  During approximately 94% of any weekday, and 100% of weekend days, the traffic flow on 
Deerfield Road through Riverwoods is uncongested and at the speed limit.  This point should be explicitly 
stated in the report and should be added to any cost-benefit analysis of the project.  It bears repeated 
emphasis that this project, which will aggravate the bisection of Riverwoods, is primarily for the benefit 
of non-resident commuters for a maximum of 2-3 hours on workdays. 
 
Furthermore, there is nothing in the report that supports the general description of the Riverwoods portion 
of Deerfield Road as a “bottleneck”.  Such a statement is meaningless without valid traffic studies.   
 
1.2.2 Regional Growth 
Assumptions Underlying Population and Employment Data Are Flawed.  Page 6:  This section addresses 
a nonexistent problem by anticipating an unlikely future.  CMAP apparently projects that the Village will 
grow by 22.6% in population from 2010 to 2040.  The basis for that projection is unclear, since there is 
essentially no buildable vacant land zoned Residential in the community.  Presumably much of that 
increase in population would be children.  Whether those children would increase the burden on Deerfield 
Road, or increase the dangers of a widened Deerfield Road, is a matter of speculation. 
 
Although the document speculates about changes in population over a 30-year time span, it is silent about 
changes in modes of transportation and in modes of communication that reduce roadway needs.  
Forecasters have predicted that the accelerated growth of services such as Uber and Lyft, of autonomous 
commuter vehicles that will serve as mini-buses for multiple passengers, and of the ability to work from 
home, will greatly reduce traffic congestion.  Vast changes in transportation and communication 
technology make reliance on historic trends highly tenuous and make future projections unreliable. 
 
Further, Deerfield Road is not the only pathway to Deerfield and Buffalo Grove.  The location of 
employment growth is not specified, and the location of population growth in the surrounding 
communities is not specified.  For those reasons, the last sentence of this section is not supported by the 
data.  Based on the comments below, this section should be stricken from the document. 
 
1.2.3 Travel Demand 
Data Does Not Support Conclusion.  Page 6:  The data in Table 1-2 is revealing and does not support an 
argument that traffic demand will increase significantly in the future.  Traffic does appear to have 
increased from the mid-1950s to the 1980s, but the data shows that traffic has decreased since 2000 and is 
now at approximately 1996 levels.  The data is thus inconsistent with the 2010 estimated data in section 
1.2.2 (Table 1-1). 
 
Confidence Limits Are Missing.  Page 7:  It is proper engineering practice to provide confidence limits 
around projections.  Given the questionable nature of, and lack of specificity in, the underlying population 
and employment projections, it is important to know confidence limits when assessing the traffic growth 
projections.   
 
2.1 Capacity 
Inadequate and Potentially Flawed Data.  Pages 9-10, last paragraph and Tables: The data needs more 
explanation to be understandable.  What were the inputs to the Synchro model?  Was the present delay 
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data based on actual measurements?  If so, what were the times of day and locations where the 
measurements were taken?  Specifically: 

 Why is there no LOS table for times of day other than the peak periods? 
 What does an Intersection LOS mean in the context of traffic lights?  There are no traffic-backup 

delays at any of the intersections in the study area except for the morning peak period from 
approximately 7:30AM to 8:30AM and the afternoon peak period from approximately 4:30PM to 
5:45 PM.  Further, the projected increased delays between 2016 and 2040 (No-Build) in Table 2-4 
are miniscule (e.g., Milwaukee Avenue intersection increase in morning peak delay between 2016 
and 2040 is 7.7 seconds).   The data does not support the need for this project, which would have a 
substantial potential adverse socioeconomic or environmental impact on Riverwoods.  Other than 
the peak periods, the Intersection LOS and Section LOS grade should be A, unless there is data 
proving otherwise. 

 The Section LOS for the Peak Hour is inaccurate based on resident experience.  How have delays 
of 25 minutes going westbound on Deerfield Rd. between Portwine and Milwaukee been 
measured?  The eastbound AM data also is inconsistent with actual experience. 

 If the base data is not accurate, then the projections may not be accurate.  What are the confidence 
intervals on the projections?  Based on the data in this report, it is inappropriate to conclude that 
“traffic congestion and motorist delay will continue to increase through the year 2040.” 

 
2.2 Safety 
The Project Is Likely to Result in More Serious, High-Speed Crashes.  Pages 12-13:  The report notes that 
nearly half of the traffic accidents in the study area are rear-end collisions (largely at the Milwaukee 
Avenue intersection), and argues that theses crashes are “an indication of” congestion, excessive 
queueing, absence of turning lanes, lack of traffic gaps, lane drops and unaware drivers.  Because of 
congestion (especially at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection), many of these accidents are low-speed 
collisions.  Widening Deerfield Road will increase speeds and increase the likelihood of more serious, 
possibly fatal, collisions.  Further, the report states that 30% of crashes occur at night or under dark 
conditions.  This is not necessarily the same as peak hour traffic times.  At what times have the accidents 
occurred? 
 
To say that absent Deerfield Road improvements, crash incidents “could increase over time” is mere 
speculation offered without support, and also a particularly weak statement given that the underlying 
population and employment growth projections are questionable and traffic growth has been flat. 
 
2.3 Mobility 
Conclusion is Speculative.  Page 13: Have the police and fire departments expressed concerns about being 
able to provide adequate emergency services at all times of day?  Does the crash data support concerns 
about frustrated residents crossing travel lanes with inadequate gaps?  It is unreasonable to conclude that a 
wider, faster, more-used Deerfield Road will help residents exit their neighborhoods during peak times.   
Further, there is a pile-up of speculative statements in the final sentence that is not data-based; i.e., that 
drivers “may become more frustrated and attempt to cross travel lanes in inadequate gaps and potentially 
increase crashes and injuries” [italics added to emphasize the point]. 
 
No Consideration of Difficulties in Pedestrian or Bicycle Crossing; Project Would Irrevocably Divide a 
Closely-Knit Residential Community.  Mobility is addressed only in the context of vehicular traffic, not 
pedestrian or bicycle traffic attempting to cross a widened Deerfield Road.  Many Riverwoods residents 
know one another and interact with one another at Village Board meetings and at various village-wide 
events throughout the year.  The existing two-lane road is easily crossed on foot and on bicycle.  A four- 
or five-lane highway would be as impassible by foot and bike traffic as Lake Cook Road.  Widening 
Deerfield Road would significantly disrupt the peace and quiet of the community and the consolidated 
residential character of the Village.   
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Absence of Opposing Resident Comments.  The report includes references to comments by Riverwoods 
residents that could be construed as supporting widening Deerfield Road, but is silent concerning the 
overwhelming objection to the widening project by residents.  The lack of neutrality in the report makes 
conclusions inherently suspect. 
 
2.4 Non-Motorized Connections 
Bike Path Gap is Not a Justification for a Massive Road Widening Project.  Pages 13-15:  The report 
notes that the unconnected locations of bicycle paths along Deerfield Road present a gap in the regional 
trail network.  It would be much more sensible and cost-effective to directly remedy the bicycle path 
connections than to address the bicycle paths as a mere adjunct to a much larger, much more expensive, 
and much more disruptive road widening project.   
 
2.5 Operational Deficiencies. 
Road Reconstruction Due to End of Life.  Pages 17-18:  This roadway widening project is not necessary 
to reconstruct the aging Deerfield Road pavement. 
 
Additional General Comments Particularly Relevant to the Riverwoods Community: 
 
Project Fragments Woodlands and Creates Barrier for Natural Movement of Deer, Coyotes and other 
Wild Animals 
 
A widened Deerfield Road would alter the basic character of the village in a fundamental way.  
Riverwoods fosters wildlife.  Riverwoods is adjacent to highly valuable natural areas, e.g., the Edward 
Ryerson Conservation Area and the Cahokia Flatwoods Forest Preserve.  Riverwoods serves both as a 
habitat for wildlife and as a corridor for movement between adjacent natural areas.  A four- or five-lane 
Deerfield Road would create a barrier to the movement of wildlife, fragmenting habitat and threatening 
their continued existence.  In addition, the intimate, constant presence of wildlife in the Riverwoods area 
is very important to the human residents as well.  Disrupting wildlife could result in irreparable injury to 
the fundamental character of the Village.  
 
 
Conclusion. 
 
The “Purpose and Need for Action” statement should reflect professional engineering practice based 
upon: 

 Inclusion of all relevant factors 
 Reasonable underlying assumptions 
 Proficient projection methodologies 
 Unbiased assessment of alternatives 

 
We believe this statement does not meet this standard.  A dispassionate assessment of a “need for action” 
would point to a tax efficient solution to a 2-3 hour traffic situation that is safer, consistent with 
community values and character, and more environmentally responsible than a road widening. 
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Emily Anderson

From: David Gmail <dshimberg@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 9:43 AM
To: 'Michael Clayton'; Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Cc: 'John Norris'; 'Patrick Glenn'; 'Rick Jamerson'
Subject: RE: Comments on "Purpose and Need for Action" Statement

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I support all comments provided by Mr. Clayton in the Statement.  
 
I would add, it is my perspective that the “purpose and need for action”  is designed to justify the spend and ignore the 
impact on the Riverwoods community.  A significant fact supported in Mr. Clayton’s comments are the assumed growth 
of Riverwoods.  The Village supports a unique ecologically friendly community, where there is no buildable land for 
population growth, native woodlands to protect and flood plains to mitigate.  My opinion is that there are alternatives 
to the Deerfield Road expansion that should and must be considered. 
 
David Shimberg 
 
From: Michael Clayton [mailto:mclayton@marauder.net]  
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 9:18 AM 
To: deerfieldroadcorridorcomment@cbbel.com 
Cc: John Norris <jnorris@riverwoods-il.net>; Patrick Glenn <pglenn@gha-engineers.com>; David Shimberg 
<dshimberg@gmail.com>; Rick Jamerson <Rick@jbelectric.com> 
Subject: Comments on "Purpose and Need for Action" Statement 
 
Per your 4/3 email, attached are comments on the provided “Purpose and Need for Action Statement” 
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Emily Anderson

From: Rick Jamerson <rjamerson@riverwoods-il.net>
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 6:15 PM
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment; John Norris
Subject: Comments on Preliminary Purspose and Need report

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Section 1.2 - 

It should be noted that the congestion is confined to 2 hours in the afternoon westbound and, to a much lesser 
extent, about an hour and a half in the morning eastbound. 

1.2.2 Regional Growth 

It seems highly unlikely that the population growth in Riverwoods will be 22.6% when there is a total of 4 lots 
that currently exist without homes on them.  Employment growth in Riverwoods would only happen in the area 
on Lake Cook Road and those areas would most likely not direct traffic down Deerfield Road.   

1.2.3 Travel Demand 

Based on the traffic data cited, the traffic trend is actually down over the last 20 years.   

2.1 Capacity (Need) 

Based on Table 2-1, the worst case increase in traffic on Deerfield Road between Saunders and Milwaukee for 
the 2040 No-Build is 750 cars over a 24 hour period.  And, this is based on population and employment 
increases that are questioned above. 

2.2 Safety 

Once again, the data presented in Table 2-6 shows a decrease in accidents over the period shown.  Since 41% of 
the crashes have happened at the Deerfield/Milwaukee intersection, it appears that improvements to that 
intersection would significantly decrease the recorded accidents along the corridor.  Unfortunately, the data 
presented does not seem to isolate the accidents on Deerfield Road.  Were all of the accidents listed on 
Deerfield, or were some on Saunders and Milwaukee at Deerfield? 

The final statement that accidents could increase is probably not justified and should be stricken. 

2.3 Mobility 

Access from side streets and driveways is actually better when the traffic is moving slow and/or stop and 
go.  Since the congestion is only in one direction, most motorists on Deerfield will create a gap for cross traffic 
because they are not moving at the posted speed.  Contrary to the conclusion in this section, it is actually safer 
as it is now.  I know, I turn westbound from northbound Juneberry several nights a week between 4:30 and 6:00 
PM.  Having to negotiate turning across two lanes of traffic at 40 MPH will be inherently more dangerous. 

2.5 Operational Deficiencies 

Many roadside hazards are listed and it is unclear what will be done to "redirect vehicles leaving the 
roadway".  Mail boxes will still be required alongside all of the driveways, so that hazard will remain.  Unless 
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clear cutting of the trees is being suggested, there will still be trees along the roadway, and if the ditches are 
removed, a clear path to those trees will be available unless some other obstruction, such as guardrails are 
placed along the roadway. 

The cited flooding that occurred in 1986 was long before many flood control projects in the area were 
constructed.  Thirty year old flood data that "residents noted" is hardly something that should be in this report.  I 
do not believe the road was flooded in 2013 when the river crested at 16.36 feet.  The culvert backup discussed 
at Forest Glen is more do to lack of maintenance than anything else.  
 
Rick Jamerson 
Trustee 
Building, Zoning, Police 
 
The Village of Riverwoods 
320 Portwine Riverwoods, IL 60015 
(847) 945-3990 (Village Hall) 
rjamerson@riverwoods-il.net      
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Division of Transportation

October 3, 2017 
 
Michael Clayton 
President 
Riverwoods Preservation Council 
P.O. Box 122 
Deerfield IL 60015 
 
Dear Mr. Clayton: 
Thank you for your comments regarding the preliminary Purpose and Need statement and Year 2040 Population, 
Employment, and Travel Demand Projections Technical memorandum for the Deerfield Road Phase I Engineering Study. 
 Responses to your comments and questions are provided below.   
 
Comment 1:  Is it possible to validate the forecast model using historical data?  I would think this shouldn’t be 
difficult.  Using the historically available data up to the last decade as the independent variables, how well would the 
model have predicted the actual traffic growth during the last decade?  Can you graph the actual versus predicted?  
If the model predicts growth as opposed to the actual static/declining traffic, to what do you attribute the 
difference? 
 
Response 1:  While past forecast data specific to Deerfield Road is not available to compare to actual data, the Chicago 
Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) validates model data with observed link volumes for their forecasts.  CMAP 
periodically generates and updates a model validation report, and the most recent version, dated February 2017, is 
available here: 
 
http://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/15634/CMAP_trip-
based_model_validation_report_20170207.pdf/ea62fba4-007a-46b6-836e-da61e919be5d 
 
More specifically, the figure below is an excerpt from the report which shows the observed versus modeled average 
daily link volumes within the CMAP planning region.  The blue data points represent the modeled ADT (vertical y-axis) 
plotted against the observed ADT (horizontal x-axis) for roadway links within the CMAP planning region.  Per the report, 
the graph shows a strong relationship between the modeled and observed data sets, with the modeled ADT at 
approximately 92% of the observed ADT on average as represented by the black line.   
 
From the report’s executive summary, CMAP’s trip-based travel demand model uses a traditional four-step method 
that consists of trip generation, trip distribution, mode choice, and traffic assignment.  Developed for each of the four 
steps, validation tests compare modeled and observed data.  Given the nature of modeling, modeled and observed 
data will not match perfectly.  Therefore, the basis for evaluation of the tests is whether the differences between the 
modeled and observed data are “reasonable”.  The model validation report has shown that CMAP’s trip-based travel 
demand model yields reasonable results when compared to observed data based on Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) validation guidance. 
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Comment 2:  How was the data in Figure 2 determined?  I’m sorry if this is a naive question, but it isn’t immediately 
obvious, to us at least, how one would determine such a thing down to the number of vehicles.  Just to be clear, no 
one is arguing that all the traffic originates or terminates in Riverwoods.  Is it possible to get the exact same data for 
Lake Cook Road and Half Day Road? 

Response 2:  CMAP determined the “trips per origin subzone” for the selected Deerfield Road link based on a 
percentage distribution of vehicles daily, and for the A.M. and P.M. peak hour.  CBBEL provided CMAP with the hourly 
traffic counts collected, and CMAP applied the percentage distribution to the provided traffic counts collected to 
determine an approximate number of vehicles per origin subzone.  Therefore, the result is a set of specific volumes that 
are used for planning.   

Several factors influence the travel demand on a specific roadway link including socioeconomic data described in detail 
in the Population, Employment, and Travel Demand Technical Memorandum, but also travel survey data (i.e.; 
household interview surveys and the “Travel Tracker Survey” most recently initiated in 2007), the highway network 
(i.e.; roadway link supply/capacity), transit network, zone systems, analysis network (i.e.; interaction between data 
sets), and ancillary data input files (i.e.; site-specific interaction between transit and roadway data like park-and-ride 
availability).  The “trips per origin subzone” distribution was generated based on analyzing these data sets, and this 
data is ultimately used to determine the modeled ADT for specific roadway links. 

Regarding IL 22 and Lake Cook Road, while gathering traffic count and projection data for these routes may be 
interesting, it is outside the scope of the Deerfield Road Phase I Engineering Study and would not provide any 
additional insights regarding traffic and travel patterns related to Deerfield Road. Therefore, the County will not be 
requesting this data from CMAP. 

We appreciate your thorough review of the Purpose and Need Statement and Technical Memorandum. Additions have 
been made to the Purpose and Need statement as attached to this response letter. We are in the process of completing 
traffic modeling and alternative analysis and evaluation. A SIG meeting is being targeted before the end of the year to 
present the result of the alternative analysis.   
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Thank you again for your comments and participation as part of the Stakeholder Involvement Group for this 
project.  If you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (847) 377-7447. 
 
Sincerely, 

  
Chuck Gleason 
Project Manager 
Lake County Division of Transportation 
cgleason@lakecountyil.gov 
847.377.7447 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N:\LCDOT\150331\Admin\Public Involvement\SIG\Reponses to SIG EA PN comments\L1.Clayton.2.10032017.docx 



From: Laurie
To: Deerfield Road Corridor Comment
Subject: Comments Regarding 9-15-17 Purpose and Need for Action Statement
Date: Wednesday, November 22, 2017 2:57:31 PM
Attachments: RPC Comments to LCDOT Purpose & Need for Action Dated 9-15-17 (FINAL 11-20-17).pdf
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December 29, 2017 
 
Laurie Breitkopf 
Vice President & Director 
Riverwoods Preservation Council 
P.O. Box 122 
Deerfield IL 60015 
 
 
Dear Ms. Breitkopf: 
 
Thank you for your comments regarding the preliminary Purpose and Need statement for the Deerfield Road Phase I 
Engineering Study, dated November 20, 2017.  Please find a response to your comments below.  
 
As noted in the first response letter to comments received from the Riverwoods Preservation Council (RPC), dated June 
15, 2017, the Purpose and Need statement establishes the basis for considering transportation improvements by 
specifically identifying the transportation needs within the Deerfield Road corridor, including the termini intersections 
of Milwaukee Avenue and Saunders/Riverwoods Road. The Purpose and Need does not make any conclusions regarding 
what improvements address the identified transportation needs, such as expansion/capacity improvements to the 
Deerfield Road corridor or intersections, nor does it identify potential impacts of any future improvements.  This 
project is following the federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and is being processed as an Environmental 
Assessment (EA).  The second chapter of the Environmental Assessment studies a full range of alternatives and 
evaluates each alternative against the identified needs established in the Purpose and Need.  The project team is 
currently at this step of the project development process. 
 
The project team has solicited input and feedback from the Stakeholder Involvement Group (SIG) on the Purpose and 
Need, which resulted in adding more detailed information regarding the population, employment, and traffic growth 
projections.  The September 15, 2017 version of the Purpose and Need statement has been concurred to by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA), Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), and other State/Federal resource 
agencies.  As such, further modifications to the Purpose and Need statement are not anticipated. However, if new 
information becomes available prior to completion of Phase I Engineering, such as changes to the design year (currently 
2040), more current crash data, etc., the Purpose and Need statement will be updated at that time. 
 
Regarding the specific comments raised in your November 20th letter, a full range of alternatives has been developed to 
address the identified project needs.  As stated in the last paragraph of the Purpose and Need, the existing Deerfield 
Road pavement needs to be reconstructed since resurfacing the roadway is no longer a cost-effective pavement 
management approach.  Per Federal requirements, when a roadway project of this size and potential for impacts is 
reconstructed, evaluation of a full range of alternatives is required.  The specific alternative identified in your letter, 
reconstruction of a 2-lane roadway (one lane each direction) with improvements at the Milwaukee Avenue 
intersection, is one of the alternatives being considered.  However, current design standards will apply for all 
alternatives considered. For example, for the 2-lane alternative, the corridor will be brought up to current Lake County 
and Federal roadway design standards, which includes standard 12-foot lane widths, 8-foot shoulders and roadside 
ditches.  Additionally, an 8-foot multi-use path will be included in this project as identified by two prior Phase I 
Engineering Studies and the Lake County 2040 Non-Motorized Plan.  A 5-foot side walk is being considered and 
evaluated on the opposing the multi-use path. 
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A comparative evaluation of all alternatives is ongoing with respect to transportation performance (e.g. capacity), 
safety, mobility, non-motorized accommodations, environmental resources, socio-economic impacts (e.g. property 
impacts), and cost.  This technical evaluation, in conjunction with stakeholder input, is used to narrow the range of 
alternatives and ultimately identify the preferred alternative.  The project team is willing to meet with the RPC board of 
directors to adequately address the comments raised, answer your questions and to talk about the overall NEPA 
project development process.  If you wish to meet, please reach out to me or the project team with several dates and 
times the RPC board of directors are available.  We would like to have our meeting prior to the third Stakeholder 
Involvement Group (SIG) meeting being held on January 25, 2018. 
 
Thank you again for your comments and participation as part of the Stakeholder Involvement Group for this 
project.  If you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (847) 377-7447. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 

  
Chuck Gleason 
Project Manager 
Lake County Division of Transportation 
cgleason@lakecountyil.gov 
847.377.7447 
 
CC: Michael Clayton – Riverwoods Preservation Council - President 
 Matthew Huffman- Christopher B. Burke Engineering – Project Manager 
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September 2019 Noise Forum Version I

1 SUMMARY

A Noise Forum was held for the proposed installation of a noise wall at the southwest corner of Deerfield 
Road and Saunders Road intersection in conjunction with the planned roadway improvements.  The Noise 
Forum for the proposed noise wall was held on Thursday, September 19, 2019, between 7:00 and 9:00 
p.m. with a formal PowerPoint presentation, Q&A and open house at Village of Riverwoods Village Hall, 
300 Portwine Road, Riverwoods, IL 60015.  The purpose of the meeting was to inform residents of the 
Thorngate subdivision that are benefitted by the wall about the traffic noise analysis process and have an 
opportunity to ask questions.  This is the only noise wall proposed with the project. Viewpoint solicitation 
packages were not provided at the meeting and were sent out via certified mail on October 4, 2019. 

This meeting was part of the overall Phase I Engineering Study process which LCDOT is currently 
conducting for the proposed federally-funded improvement of Deerfield Road from Milwaukee Avenue to 
Saunders Road, Lake County, Illinois. The improvements include reconstruction and widening Deerfield 
Road to provide a center two-way left turn lane, new shared-use path, new sidewalks (select locations), 
and intersection improvements at Milwaukee Avenue, Portwine Road, and Saunders Road. The proposed 
improvements will address capacity, safety, mobility, and operational deficiencies, and improve non-
motorized accommodations and connectivity in the region. Construction is anticipated to begin in 2023. 

LCDOT and the study team made a formal PowerPoint presentation that covered highway traffic noise 
fundamentals, policies, the noise analysis methodology, and findings for this project. A Q&A session was 
held following the presentation to answer any questions. Exhibits were on display following the formal 
presentation and Q&A and LCDOT/project team members were available to discuss the findings of the 
traffic noise analysis and proposed improvement in more detail.  A comment form was available for 
attendees to provide comments. All material presented at the Noise Forum were posted to the project 
website (www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com) immediately following the meeting. 

A total of 41 invited letters were sent out to tenants/owners of the 37 benefitted receptor properties. 
The meeting was attended by 11 people representing 9 properties.  Village of Riverwoods President John 
Norris was present during the meeting.  A total of 0 formal written comments were received at or 
following the meeting, however, numerous questions were asked during the meeting.

2 MEETING NOTIFICATIONS 

2.1 MAILING 

LCDOT sent our 41 letters to tenants/owners of 37 benefitted receptor properties. The mailing package 
was provided to Thorngate Homeowners Association (HOA) President Kathryn Romanelli to alert the 
remainder of the Thorngate subdivision.  Village of Riverwoods Mayor Norris, Village of Riverwoods 
Trustee Hollander and Village Engineering Pat Glenn were notified of the meeting. 
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Division of Transportation

September 19, 2019 at 7:00 PM
   

You are highly encouraged to attend as your opinion, along with others benefited by the 
potential noise wall, will determine whether or not the noise wall is recommended for 
installation as part of the Deerfield Road improvements.

Date:  September 19, 2019
  Time:  7:00 PM to 9:00 PM
  Location: Village of Riverwoods
    300 Portwine Road
    Riverwoods, Illinois 60015

http://deerfieldroadcorridor.com/

Background
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Highway Traffic Noise Analysis

Solicitation of Viewpoints of Benefited Receptors



NOISE WALL LENGTH +/- 1,927 FT
APPROXIMATE HEIGHT 15 FT
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 Deerfield Road Frequently Asked Questions 1 

Frequently Asked Questions 
This document provides responses to the frequently asked questions pertaining to Deerfield Road; Milwaukee 
Avenue to Saunders/ Riverwoods Road.

Below is a list of frequently asked questions.  These summary questions combine various questions received at 
Public Information Meeting (PIM) #1 held November 30, 2016, Stakeholder Involvement Group (SIG) 
Meetings, and through the project email: deerfieldroadcorridorcomment@cbbel.com. 

Contents 
Frequently Asked Questions ................................................................................................................................... 1 

1. Why is the County studying Deerfield Road? ................................................................................ 2 
2. What is a Phase I Study and when will construction begin? ......................................................... 2 
3. What happened to the previous Phase I studies for bike paths? ................................................. 2 
4. How will public input be taken into consideration? ..................................................................... 3 
5. What is the Purpose and Need statement? .................................................................................. 3 
6. How is the range of alternatives being developed and analyzed?................................................ 4 
7. Why are traffic analyses based in peak travel periods only? ........................................................ 5 
8. How is the Deerfield Road project being funded? ........................................................................ 5 
9. What are the plans for pedestrian and bicycle accommodations? ............................................... 5 
10. How will environmental impacts be evaluated as part of this project? ....................................... 5 
11. How will the Deerfield Road project affect property values? ....................................................... 6 
12. Can retiming the Deerfield Road at Milwaukee Avenue intersection and signal coordination 

alleviate traffic congestion? .......................................................................................................... 6 
13. What improvements are proposed at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection? .............................. 6 
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1. Why is the County studying Deerfield Road? 

Deerfield Road is an important link in both the local and regional transportation network.  It is 
designated as County Highway 11 from IL 83 to Wilmot Road, with direct connection to I-94, and is 
classified as a minor arterial roadway.  The County Highway designation will extend to US 41 when the 
improvements in Deerfield and Highland Park are completed.  Deerfield Road is a five lane roadway (two 
through lanes in each direction) both west of Milwaukee Avenue and east of Saunders/ Riverwoods 
Road, and a two lane roadway (one through lane in each direction) within the project limits.  
Improvements to this section of Deerfield Road have been contemplated due to steady increases in 
travel demand and congestion in the area.  LCDOT identified Deerfield Road from Milwaukee Avenue to 
Saunders/ Riverwood Road in their 2040 Transportation Plan as a route widening; however, it is not 
known at this time what the preferred alternative will be. 

2. What is a Phase I Study and when will construction begin? 

The roadway project development process includes three phases:   

Phase I is preliminary engineering, environmental studies, and public coordination, and is 
planned to take 36 month for completion.   
Phase II is contract plan preparation and land acquisition, and typically takes 24 months.   
Phase III is roadway construction, and typically takes 12-24 months.   

The Deerfield Road Phase I Study will follow the Federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for 
project development to be eligible for federal funds.  Following this process will allow the study team to 
balance the need for safe and efficient transportation improvements with any potential impact to the 
human and natural environment.  The specific Phase I Study process consists of data collection, 
developing the project purpose and need, identifying a range of alternatives, screening the range of 
alternatives down to a preferred alternative, and then obtaining design approval from IDOT and FHWA.  
Phase I and Phase II are included in the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2014-2019 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP).  Phase III (construction) is not programmed in the current TIP.  At earliest, construction 
would occur in year 2021 depending on funding availability.  

3. What happened to the previous Phase I studies for bike paths? 

LCDOT previously designed and constructed a separate bike path bridge over the Des Plaines River south 
of the existing Deerfield Road bridge structure to connect the Des Plaines River Trail (DPRT) to 
Thornmeadow Road.  That project was completed in 2010, and designed with consideration of future 
Deerfield Road improvements.  In addition to the constructed bike path bridge, there are two previously 
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approved Phase I Studies for multi-use paths along Deerfield Road, one by the Village of Riverwoods to 
connect the existing bike path terminus at Thornmeadow Road to Saunders Road, and the other by 
LCDOT to connect the existing bike path terminus at the DPRT to Milwaukee Avenue.  These projects are 
part of the Lake County 2040 Bike Plan, and further analysis of both projects will be incorporated into 
the Deerfield Road project.   

4. How will public input be taken into consideration? 

Stakeholder involvement is critical to project success, and the involvement process strives to achieve the 
following: 

Understand stakeholders’ key issues and concerns. 
Obtain stakeholder feedback in the decision-making process early and often. 
Address all modes of transportation. 
Apply flexibility in design to address stakeholders’ concerns whenever possible. 

Public involvement for the Deerfield Road project started with the PIM #1 (November 30, 2016) where 
the public helped to define the project purpose and need.  In addition, a Stakeholder Involvement Group 
(SIG) was formed, which is comprised of a balanced representation of community leaders from the study 
area, stakeholders with expertize or technical interest in environmental, land use, transportation, and 
economic development that are affected by the study, as well as other representative stakeholders.  The 
SIG first met March 2, 2017 to discuss the PIM #1 Summary, the project development process, the public 
involvement process, and provide input for the preliminary project Purpose and Need statement.  
Alternatives carried forward must meet the project Purpose and Need.  SIG #2 was held on June 28, 
2017 to discuss the status of the Purpose and Need Statement, the range of alternatives to be 
developed, the alternatives evaluation process, and the alternatives evaluation criteria.  Stakeholder 
input will continue to be considered throughout the project development process.  SIG #3 is anticipated 
in Fall 2017 to screen the range of alternatives to be carried forward for detailed analysis.  The public 
involvement process is described in more detail in the Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) provided on 
the project website (www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com).  Final project decisions will be made by the Lake 
County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) in consultation with the Illinois Department of Transportation 
Bureau of Local Roads and the Federal Highway Administration.  

5. What is the Purpose and Need statement? 

An Environmental Assessment (EA) is a concise public document for which the significance of impacts is 
determined for a transportation project.  The Purpose and Need statement is the first chapter of the EA, 
and establishes the reasons for considering transportation improvements within the Deerfield Road 
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corridor.  Any alternatives under consideration must meet the project Purpose and Need to be carried 
forward for further evaluation and consideration.  The “No-Build” alternative is also carried forward and 
evaluated.   

6. How is the range of alternatives being developed and analyzed? 

Traffic, safety, and mobility considerations were discussed at SIG Meeting #2 in developing the range of 
alternatives.  The basic range of alternatives to be evaluated include: 

2-lane (intersection only improvements) 
3-lane (one through lane in each direction with a center turn lane) 
4-lane (two through lanes in each direction without a center turn lane) 
5-lane (two through lanes in each direction with a center turn lane) 

Variations to these basic alternatives can be based on location and design elements.  Variations for 
design elements within the basic roadway section include such things as median type and width, lane 
widths, drainage systems, on-road and off-road bike accommodations, and sidewalk width/offsets. 

A comparative evaluation of the Deerfield Road range of alternatives will be completed using several 
evaluation criteria including: 

Transportation Performance, 
Mobility, 
Safety, 
Environmental Resources, 
Socio-Economic,  
Non-Motorized Accommodations, and 
Cost 

Transportation performance and mobility measure of effectiveness are evaluated using the Synchro 
traffic model.  Safety measures of effectiveness are evaluated using the Illinois Highway Safety Design 
Manual.  Environmental resources and socio-economic impacts are evaluated based on area of impact.  
Non-motorized accommodations and cost are evaluated based on relative scale.  The comparative 
evaluation will be used to screen the range of alternatives to finalist alternatives to be carried forward 
for detailed analysis.   



  

 

Deerfield Road Frequently Asked Questions 5 

7. Why are traffic analyses based in peak travel periods only? 

Evaluation of the movement of people, goods, and services during peak morning and evening travel 
periods is required by LCDOT, IDOT, and FHWA as part of the transportation planning process.  

8. How is the Deerfield Road project being funded? 

The Phase I Engineering and Environmental Study is locally funded by LCDOT.  A Phase I Study is being 
completed for the project to be eligible for federal funds in future phases.  It has not been determined 
yet whether federal funds will be used for Phase II (Contract Plan Preparation and Land Acquisition) or 
Phase III (Construction).  If federal funds are secured, cost sharing is typically distributed between local 
funds at 20% to federal funds at 80%.  If federal funds are not secured, LCDOT intends to fund the 
project using local funds.  

9. What are the plans for pedestrian and bicycle accommodations?

A proposed bike path along Deerfield Road is included in the County’s 2040 Bike Plan, and will be 
implemented with this project as a County Facility.  A proposed sidewalk along the opposite side of 
Deerfield Road would become a Village of Riverwoods facility, and may be implemented with this 
project depending on cost participate and maintenance by the Village of Riverwoods, and stakeholder 
feedback indicating desire for the sidewalk. 

10.How will environmental impacts be evaluated as part of this project? 

As described in Question 6, a comparative preliminary evaluation of certain environmental impacts will 
be used to screen the range of alternatives to finalist alternatives to be carried forward for detailed 
analysis.  Once a preferred alternative is determined, all environmental impact will be further defined 
and addressed in a hierarchal structure: 

• Avoid 
• Minimize 
• Mitigate 

Evaluation of potential environmental impacts include floodplain, floodway, wetlands, high quality 
wetlands, trees, natural areas, Forest Preserve District, parks, noise, air quality, and water quality.  
Efforts will be made to avoid impacts, however if impacts are unavoidable, then impacts will be 
minimized as reasonably feasible and mitigated as required. 
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11.How will the Deerfield Road project affect property values? 

The effect of a roadway project on property values is difficult to discern since there are a number of 
factors that could lead to an individual’s perception including improved transportation and accessibility, 
proximity, or other factors.  LCDOT, IDOT, and FHWA do not reimburse or collect from property owners 
for any positive or negative changes to property values which may or may not have been caused by 
roadway projects. 

12.Can retiming the Deerfield Road at Milwaukee Avenue intersection and signal 
coordination alleviate traffic congestion? 

Retiming Milwaukee Avenue and coordinating the signals along Deerfield Road will be considered in 
developing alternatives.  Milwaukee Avenue is an IDOT Strategic Route Arterial (SRA) with very high 
traffic volumes; therefore, significantly changing the timing to give Deerfield Road enough “green time” 
to reduce queues would not be feasible because transportation performance along Milwaukee Avenue 
would be impacted.  Retiming the intersection would be feasible if accompanied by lane capacity 
improvements (i.e; adding a third through lane along Milwaukee Avenue at the intersection) to improve 
transportation performance along both routes.  A 2-lane “intersection only” improvement is being 
considered to determine if study area needs may be addresses by improvements to the three 
intersections only. 

13.What improvements are proposed at the Milwaukee Avenue intersection? 

While a preferred alternative has not been determined, the Milwaukee Avenue intersection requires a 
major improvement and those improvements are anticipated to be similar between the range of 
alternatives.  At the north and south approaches along Milwaukee Avenue, three through lanes, dual left 
turn lanes, and an exclusive right turn lane are anticipated.  At the west and east approaches along 
Deerfield Road, two through lanes, at least one exclusive left turn lane, and an exclusive right turn lane 
are anticipated.  Additional coordination and analysis is necessary to determine if dual left turn lanes are 
necessary on the west and east approaches along Deerfield Road.  The east approach will tie back into 
the proposed 2-, 3-, 4-, or 5-lane alternatives along Deerfield Road based on design standards.   

In the near term, proposed developments at the northwest and southwest corners of the Milwaukee 
Avenue intersection are only required to modify the intersection to mitigate for traffic volume impacts 
caused by their development.  These developments are not required to make roadway improvements 
needed for travel demand not specifically generated by the development.  For example, a westbound 
right turn lane at the northeast corner of the intersection is not required to be built by developments 
constructed at the northwest and southwest corners.  These developments are in the permitting process 
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with IDOT for an access permit to Milwaukee Avenue, and with LCDOT for an access permit to Deerfield 
Road.  IDOT is not requiring the developments to construct three through lanes in each direction along 
Milwaukee Avenue.  Traffic volumes from the Traffic Impact Study will be added into the Deerfield Road 
Phase I Study once their construction permit has been obtained.   
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Frequently Asked Questions 
This document provides responses to the frequently asked questions pertaining to the proposed improvements 
and the potential noise wall adjacent to the Thorngate Subdivision associated with the Phase I Engineering Study 
of Deerfield Road from Milwaukee Avenue to Saunders/Riverwoods Road. Project information, including 
information shared at the Noise Forum Meeting, can be found on the project website 
www.deerfieldroadcorridor.com. Please review this information, as it will help inform you of the traffic noise 
process and results. This document will also be posted on the project website. 

Contents 
1. Why is the County studying Deerfield Road? ............................................................................... 1 
2. What is a Phase I Study and when will construction begin? ........................................................ 2 
3. What is the proposed improvement for Deerfield Road between the Des Plaines River and 

Saunders/Riverwoods Road? ........................................................................................................ 2 
4. What is the proposed improvement for Saunders Road? ............................................................ 3 
5. Why was a Traffic Noise Study completed? ................................................................................. 3 
6. What are the criteria that must be met for noise mitigation to be considered for a project? .... 3
7. Can a berm be used instead of a noise wall? ................................................................................ 4 
8. Can vegetation be used as noise mitigation? ............................................................................... 4 
9. What property would be needed for the potential noise wall adjacent to the  Thorngate 

Subdivision? .................................................................................................................................. 4 
10. How is property that is needed for the project acquired? ........................................................... 5 
11. Where is my property line? .......................................................................................................... 5 
12. Will there be any additional costs for property owners or the HOA to construct the noise wall?5 
13. Where would the potential noise wall be located? ...................................................................... 5 
14. What would the potential the noise wall look like? ..................................................................... 5 
15. How was the height of the wall determined? .............................................................................. 6 
16. What will happen to the existing vegetation and landscaping between the roadway and 

residential homes?........................................................................................................................ 6 
17. How much noise reduction would be achieved with the noise wall? .......................................... 6 
18. What is this vote for? .................................................................................................................... 6 
19. Who is allowed to vote? ............................................................................................................... 6 

 

1.  Why is the County studying Deerfield Road? 
Through the Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) planning process, Deerfield Road from Milwaukee 
Avenue to Saunders/Riverwoods Road has been identified to have transportation deficiencies as documented in 
the Lake County 2040 Transportation Plan (2040 Plan). The 2040 Plan is a long range plan adopted in June 2014 
that identifies deficiencies and recommends improvements necessary to address the future transportation needs 
of Lake County including roadway, transit, and non-motorized modes of travel. More information regarding the 
Lake County 2040 Transportation Plan can be found on their website.  From the long range plan, the County 
develops a 5-year Highway Improvement Program to schedule projects, which includes various phases of 
engineering and construction. 
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In addition to transportation deficiencies identified within this portion of Deerfield Road, LCDOT pavement 
management data shows almost 40% of the base/substructure of the pavement to be in failing condition. As such, 
LCDOT views the roadway to be near the end of its life and the most cost-effective pavement management 
approach is to reconstruct the roadway. When a roadway is reconstructed, the entire pavement structure is 
removed (typically nearly 2 to 3 feet in depth) and rebuilt, which requires a significant financial investment. As 
such, when a roadway is reconstructed a full evaluation of capacity, safety, drainage, non-motorized 
accommodations, and roadway design elements are required. The specific needs identified for this project are 
documented in the Purpose and Need statement located on the project website at: 
https://deerfieldroadcorridor.com/info_center/project_reports.aspx 

2. What is a Phase I Study and when will construction begin? 

The roadway project development process includes three phases:   

Phase I is preliminary engineering, environmental studies, and public coordination, and is planned to take 
36 months for completion.   

Phase II is contract plan preparation and land acquisition, and typically takes 24 months.   

Phase III is roadway construction, and typically takes 12-24 months.   

The Deerfield Road Phase I Study will follow the federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for project 
development to be eligible for federal funds.  Following this process will allow the study team to balance the need 
for safe and efficient transportation improvements with any potential impact to the human and natural 
environment.  The specific Phase I Study process consists of data collection, developing the project purpose and 
need, identifying a range of alternatives, screening the range of alternatives down to a preferred alternative, 
determining the potential impacts the proposed improvement may have on the environment, and then obtaining 
design approval from the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA).  Phase I and Phase II are included in the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2019-2024 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP).  Phase III (construction) is not programmed in the current TIP.  Construction is anticipated to start 
in 2023. 

3. What is the proposed improvement for Deerfield Road between the Des Plaines River 
and Saunders/Riverwoods Road? 

The proposed improvement for this section of Deerfield Road consists of a 3-lane roadway that includes a center 
bi-directional turn lane, curb and gutter, and 8 foot multi-use path (south side up to Portwine Road; north side up 
to Saunders/Riverwoods Road).  As Deerfield Road approaches the Saunders/Riverwoods Road intersection, the 
same number of lanes will be provided on Deerfield as currently exists today (5). In this area, there will be some 
modifications that will require the existing south curb line to move between 4 and 11 feet to the south.  The 
reason for this is to accommodate a lengthening of the eastbound right turn lane by 60 feet to meet intersection 
design standards, provide a 3 foot “bike friendly” shoulder, and 2.5 foot wide curb and gutter. 
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4. What is the proposed improvement for Saunders Road? 

The proposed improvement on Saunders Road includes a new northbound right turn lane and 6 foot sidewalk 
along the west side of Saunders Road directly behind the existing curb. The Saunders Road intersection will be 
modernized with new signal equipment and cross walks on all legs of the intersection. The proposed sidewalk will 
extend south to the Thorngate HOA Park. 

5. Why was a Traffic Noise Study completed? 

A traffic noise assessment was required to comply with State and Federal regulations because Federal funds are 
being used for this project and due to the project scope. The scope of this project includes proposed roadway 
reconstruction with the addition of through traffic lanes at Milwaukee Avenue and the addition of a center turn 
lane throughout the length of the Deerfield Road corridor. If any part of the project meets the requirements for a 
noise analysis, the entire project must be evaluated for traffic noise according to the IDOT Highway Traffic Noise 
Assessment Manual (2017). A copy of the manual is located on the project website (Information Center/Project 
Reports).  The entire project area was evaluated for traffic noise and based on the analysis, only one location 
warranted noise abatement (i.e., noise wall) per the IDOT Noise Policy. 

6. What are the criteria that must be met for noise mitigation to be considered for a 
project? 

A noise barrier may be proposed when a traffic noise impact occurs, and a noise barrier is determined to be 
feasible and reasonable. 

Based on the IDOT Noise Policy, for a residential area, a traffic noise impact occurs when the design year (2050) 
build condition traffic noise levels are predicted to be 66dB(A) or greater. A traffic noise impact also occurs if the 
design year (2050) build condition traffic noise levels are predicted to substantially increase (15 dB(A) or greater) 
over existing conditions. Traffic noise levels are determined by computer modeling.    

A noise barrier is determined to be feasible if it achieves at least a 5 dB(A) traffic noise reduction for at least two 
impacted receptors. A traffic noise reduction of ±5 dB(A) is a readily perceivable change in noise.    

A noise barrier must also be reasonable, which includes the following three criteria: 

It must meet the noise reduction design goal of achieving at least an 8 dB(A) reduction for at least one 
benefited receptor. A benefited receptor is the recipient of an abatement measure that receives a noise 
reduction of 5 dB(A) or greater. A benefited receptor does not need to be an impacted receptor.  

The estimated build cost per benefited receptor must be less than or equal to the allowable cost per 
benefited receptor. The base allowable cost is $30,000 per benefited receptor. The allowable cost may be 
adjusted based on a number of factors. Refer to the IDOT Highway Traffic Noise Assessment Manual 
(2017) for additional information.  

For example, if a noise barrier will benefit 10 residences, and the total cost of the noise barrier is $270,000, 
then the cost per benefited receptor would be $27,000 (which is less than the allowable cost of $30,000 
per benefited receptor) and the noise barrier would be considered economically reasonable. 
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If noise abatement measures are determined to be feasible and achieve the first two reasonableness 
criteria, the benefited receptor viewpoints must be considered. If the majority of the viewpoints are in 
favor of the noise barrier, then the noise barrier would be considered “likely to be implemented.” 

If a noise barrier is not considered feasible or reasonable for an area, the noise barrier abatement measure will 
not be implemented as part of the project. 

7. Can a berm be used instead of a noise wall? 

Earth berms can be considered for noise abatement. However, the use of berms depends on the space available. 
For maintenance reasons, the slope of the berm should not be steeper than 3(H):1(V). For this project, there is 
limited available space to build a berm that would achieve the necessary noise reduction. The potential noise wall 
for this project would be 15 feet tall. Comparatively, a 10-15 feet tall  berm would be about 60-90 feet wide. The 
available area for noise abatement would need to accommodate this base width. 

8. Can vegetation be used as noise mitigation? 

Landscaping (vegetation) is not recognized by the FHWA as a traffic noise abatement measure. However, 
landscaping can provide traffic noise reductions if it is sufficiently wide, dense (e.g., evergreen trees), and tall such 
that it cannot be seen through or over. Generally, the vegetation needs to be between 100 and 200 feet in width, 
16 to 18 feet tall, and with dense understory growth to obtain a perceivable noise reduction of 5 dB(A). 
Vegetation/trees can potentially help screen the traffic from view, but it is generally not feasible to plant this 
number of trees or have available sufficient right-of-way for this to be a prudent abatement measure. 

9. What property would be needed for the potential noise wall adjacent to the  Thorngate 
Subdivision? 

If the noise wall is included with this project, additional property acquisition will be required. The noise wall would 
be installed on property that is owned by Lake County. Permanent and Temporary Easements would be required 
for construction and future maintenance of the noise wall. All property acquisition would be from the Thorngate 
HOA property adjacent to the Deerfield Road and Saunders Road right-of-way. There is one exception (781 Links 
Court) where acquisition would be required directly from the property owner. Refer to the proposed improvement 
exhibit on the project website showing the potential noise wall location and associated property acquisition.  

A summary of the proposed property acquisition is provided below. If the noise wall is not included with the 
project, the property acquisition associated with the noise wall can be eliminated. 

Along Deerfield Road, 5 feet of right-of-way will be needed adjacent to the eastbound right turn lane; a 5 
foot permanent easement would be needed along the entire Thorngate Subdivision for future 
maintenance of the wall; a 5 foot temporary construction easement would be needed to construct the 
wall (predominantly for clearing vegetation/trees and grading). 

Along Saunders Road, a 10 foot temporary construction easement would be needed to construct the wall 
(predominantly for clearing vegetation/trees and grading). 

Deerfield Road cannot be shifted to the north to avoid property acquisition to the Thorngate Subdivision. 
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10.How is property that is needed for the project acquired? 

This project is using federal funds and therefore a certain process must be followed for property acquisition, which 
includes preparation of a plat of highway, appraisal, review appraisal, an offer made, and a negotiation with the 
property owner.  Compensation is provided for permanent and temporary acquisition based on the appraisals and 
any other damages to the remainder of the property. This process is anticipated to begin when Phase II 
Engineering commences in mid 2020. 

11.Where is my property line? 

Property lines are shown on the detailed proposed improvement exhibits and noise wall exhibit. The roadway 
right-of-way, which is owned by Lake County, is depicted as a thick dashed red line style and is approximately 13 
feet (adjacent to the eastbound right turn lane) to 25 feet (west of the right turn lane) from the existing roadway 
curb. The existing power lines and existing wire fence are located within the Lake County roadway right-of-way. 
Beyond the roadway right-of-way, is HOA property, which is a minimum of 22 feet (and is higher closer to 
Saunders/Riverwoods Road intersection) from the roadway right-of-way to private property parcels. Many 
residents adjacent to Deerfield Road and Saunders Road currently have landscaped this area or located other 
items such as playgrounds within the HOA property. The parcel lines are typically shown as black, solid lines on 
the project exhibits. 

12.Will there be any additional costs for property owners or the HOA to construct the noise 
wall? 

No. All costs for land acquisition and construction of the noise wall will be paid for by Lake County as part of the 
project. 

13.Where would the potential noise wall be located? 

The potential noise wall would be located approximately 17 feet (adjacent to eastbound right turn lane) to 23 feet 
(west of eastbound right turn lane) from the existing roadway curb along Deerfield Road and approximately 17 
feet from the existing roadway curb along Saunders Road.  The approximate location is shown on the noise wall 
exhibit. Another reference point is the existing wire fence located near the rear of the residential lots. Along 
Deerfield Road, the potential noise wall would be located approximately 6 feet from the wire fence to the south 
(towards the homes); along Saunders Road, the potential noise wall would be located approximately between 
the two wire fences. 

14.What would the potential the noise wall look like? 

The potential noise wall would have a form liner that would look like natural stone. An example picture is included in 
the Noise Forum Meeting PowerPoint presentation located on the project website (Information Center/Meeting 
Materials). The potential noise wall would be 15 feet tall. 
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15.How was the height of the wall determined? 

As part of the traffic noise analysis, a computer noise model was used to evaluate different wall heights. As part 
of the analysis, many iterations are run to determine a noise wall height that meets the feasibility and 
reasonableness requirements mentioned above. Based on the analysis completed for this project, the potential 
noise wall would be 15 feet tall. A lower wall did not meet the feasibility and reasonableness requirements.   

16.What will happen to the existing vegetation and landscaping between the roadway and 
residential homes? 

If the noise wall is constructed, it would require the removal of many of the existing trees and other vegetation 
currently located between the roadway and the residential homes. The noise wall would be 15 feet tall and would 
also require trimming of tree branches that extend towards the wall. A rendering of what the potential noise wall 
would look like from a back yard perspective is provided in the Noise Forum meeting PowerPoint presentation 
located on the project website. Landscaping behind the noise wall will not be provided as part of this project. 
Since the property directly behind the noise wall is owned by the HOA, any plantings immediately adjacent to the 
noise wall would be HOA responsibility.  Grass would be planted between the noise wall and the roadway. Detailed 
landscaping will be determined during Phase II Engineering. 

17.How much noise reduction would be achieved with the noise wall? 

Based on computer modeling, the vast majority of the 37 benefited receptors would receive a noise reduction of 
between 5 and 11 dB(A) in the 2050 future build condition with the implementation of a noise wall. More than 
half of these benefited receptors would be on the lower end of that range (i.e., between 5 and 7 dB(A)). Three of 
the receptors would receive a slightly higher than 11 dB(A) noise reduction due to the receptor location/area of 
frequent outdoor activity, such as a playset, being located immediately adjacent to the potential noise wall.    

Please note that based on computer modeling (and confirmed by field monitoring), the worst case receptor for 
the Thorngate Subdivision has an existing traffic noise level of 66 dB(A), which would be considered an impact in 
the build condition. Based on computer modeling, under the 2050 future build condition, the worst case receptor 
for the Thorngate Subdivision has a predicted noise level of 69 dB(A). This is a difference of 3 dB(A) from existing 
to build condition. A change of ±3 dB(A) is a barely perceivable change in noise. 

18.What is this vote for? 

The vote you are casting is only for the potential noise wall to be recommended for implementation as part of the 
project.  The roadway project will proceed regardless of the vote results. 

19.Who is allowed to vote? 

Only benefited receptors of the noise wall are allowed to vote. For this potential noise wall, there are 37 benefited 
receptors. The benefited receptor locations are depicted on the Noise Wall Exhibit. To be a benefited receptor, a noise 
reduction of at least 5 dB(A) must be obtained with the proposed noise wall under future 2050 traffic conditions.  
Benefited receptors include property owners and renters/leasers residing on the benefited property. In the case of 
rental properties, both the property owner and renter are allowed to vote.  
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Village of Riverwoods 

 



MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email



Action Item:  LCDOT/CBBEL to consider pedestrian accommodations on the opposite side of
the roadway from the multi-use path.

Action Item: The Village to provide CBBEL with pavement flood records, drainage issues, and 
Thorngate sub development plans. 



Action Item: Once traffic projections are finalized, LCDOT will complete a preliminary
intersection analysis and concept level design for the east leg of the Deerfield Road and IL 21 
intersection. LCDOT will coordinate with the Village on the results of the analysis.

Action Item: LCDOT to discuss internally the recommended plan to advance a WB to NB RTL 
prior to the Deerfield Road improvements.  This may be either through an access requirement 
for the SE development or a land dedication from the Village to the County.

Action Item: Images to contact the schools for availability on November 30, 2016 for the Public 
Information Meeting. Village to provide contact information for homeowners associations 
adjacent to Deerfield Road.





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email





I. Project Status Update 

a. NEPA/404 Merger Process 

b. Stakeholder Coordination 

c. Environmental Coordination & Surveys 

II. Comparative Evaluation of Deerfield Road Corridor Range of Alternatives 

a. Existing Conditions  

b. 2040 No-Build (Woodman’s Development factored in) 

c. Range of Build Alternatives 

III. Comparative Evaluation of IL 21 at Deerfield Road Intersection Alternatives 

a. Existing Conditions 

b. 2040 No-Build (Woodman’s Development factored in) 

c. Range of Build Alternatives 

d. IDOT Coordination 

IV. Ongoing and Future Development Projects 

V. Public Involvement Next Steps 

a. SIG #3 (January 25, 2018) at Village Hall 

b. Public Meeting #2 

VI. Other 







MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email



Action Item: CBBEL to complete detention requirement calculations for Deerfield 
Road to start exploring potential detention locations.

Action Item: CBBEL to update the Range of Alternatives typical sections to 
remove the bicyclist within bike friendly shoulder.

Action Item: LCDOT/ CBBEL to update the Preferred Alternative to provide no 
sidewalk per Village direction.





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
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Project:
Purpose: 
Attendees Representing Email
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MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date: 

Location: 

Project:

Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email



Action Item:  
The Village is to let LCDOT know of any suggested changes to the 
proposed sidewalk location(s). 
CBBEL is to provide the Village with a copy of the latest improvement plan 
exhibits.



Action Item: 
Village Engineer to provide information on decommissioned pump station 
located near the west project limits on Federal Life property.
The Project Team is to review the Environmental Survey Request (ESR) 
limits to see if the extent of the properties discussed during the meeting 
are currently included. 



The Project Team will provide final compensatory storage grading for
Thorngate Creek to the Village. 



Action Item: The Project Team will see if there are restoration or demonstration 
grants that may be applicable to this project and will follow-up with the Village. 





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date: 

Location: 

Project:

Purpose: 

Attendees Representing Email



The project team stated they 
can compile the requested information for the Village.

The Village stated they will provide the point of contact they have been dealing 
with at Brentwood.



c. The Village mentioned they have engaged Teska to develop some 
conceptual design for this area and will share with the County.

d. The Village requested PDFs of the current design plans for this area of the 
project. The project team stated they will provide. 



MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date: 

Location: 

Project:

Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email



he Village 
requested the current drainage design plans. 



The 
project team status they could switch the location of the trunk line and can 
further evaluate this change along the north leg of Portwine Road.

Bruce will provide 
their contact information to the project team. The project team will reach 
out to the owner.
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Lake County Forest Preserve District & 
Lake County Stormwater Management Commission 

 



MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

     Attendees Representing Email



ACTION: LCSMC and LCFPD to check their records for improvements to Thorngate Creek.
CBBEL to look into modeling for the Des Plaines River USGS Flood Inundation 
Study.
CBBEL to verify IDNR/OWR floodway permitting.  





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 
Attendees Representing Email





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

Attendees Representing Email

(in bold)

RPC and 
LCFPD requested a copy of the tree survey data.

RPC and LCFPD requested a copy of
the reports when available.

CBBEL submitted 
a copy of the delineation report to the RPC and LCFPD on January 4, 2019.



CBBEL is to provide the tree 
survey data to the RPC and LCFPD. The RPC and LCFPD will review the tree survey 
data and identify specific trees that they would like the project team to preserve, if 
possible.

LCDOT will investigate 
mitigation options

The LCFPD and RPC requested that 
LCDOT prepare a Salt Management Plan. In turn, it was also recommended that the 
Village prepare a Salt Management Plan.

a wildlife crossing be provided at Thorngate Creek and 
near the Des Plaines River.

A small to medium sized wildlife crossing (e.g., to accommodate raccoon-
sized animals and smaller, not deer) will be investigated by the project team.

CBBEL is to determine the design storm and evaluate 
potential options.



CBBEL is to evaluate 
potential options.

LCDOT submitted a copy of the typical seed mix used by LCDOT 
for roadway projects to the RPC and LCFPD on January 4, 2019.

LCFPD and RPC requested the opportunity to comment on proposed seed mixes to be 
used at BMP Opportunity Areas, including compensatory floodplain storage areas. 

The RPC will consider submitting a survey to landowners adjacent to the project corridor 
to see if they prefer roadside vegetation along Deerfield Road mowed less frequently
than typical LCDOT procedures.

LCFPD requested that LCDOT consider entering into an Intergovernmental 
Agreement and providing restoration funds to the LCFPD, instead.



MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location: 

Project:
Purpose: 

Attendees Representing E-mail

(in bold)



LCFPD to check if LCDOT will need to pay for the use of the temporary construction 
easement. 

Potential Wildlife Crossing Evaluation
Memorandum

Wildlife Crossing Structure 
Handbook, Design and Evaluation in North America.





Maintenance responsibilities will be discussed in 
more detail during Phase II.

CBBEL will add the Des Plaines River wildlife crossing to the preliminary engineering 
plans.  

A commitment will be included in the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) that the design, coordination, and final decision 
regarding wildlife crossings will continue during Phase II with final engineering and 
permitting.
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From: Gleason, Chuck L.
To: Matthew Huffman; Emily Anderson; Michael Matkovic
Cc: Schneider, Shane; Carrier, Kevin
Subject: FW: Deerfield Road Project in Riverwoods, Illinois
Date: Thursday, November 30, 2017 8:56:38 AM
Attachments: 2017-11-29_RESPONSE-Controlled Correspondence_Deerfield Road EA.pdf

Deerfield -CCMS-DFS-171115-002_I.PDF

FYI, Robin, from FHWA, called me yesterday to let me know this was coming.  She said they will
prepare a response and, at this point, has not asked us for anything.
 

From: FHWA, Illinois (FHWA) [mailto:Illinois.FHWA@dot.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2017 8:42 AM
To: Gleason, Chuck L. <CGleason@lakecountyil.gov>
Subject: Deerfield Road Project in Riverwoods, Illinois
 
Corrected email address.
 

From: FHWA, Illinois (FHWA) 
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2017 8:39 AM
To: 'greg.claus@mail.house.gov' <greg.claus@mail.house.gov>; 'Aaron.Weatherholt@illinois.gov'
<Aaron.Weatherholt@illinois.gov>; 'Omer.Osman@illinois.gov' <Omer.Osman@illinois.gov>;
'Erin.Aleman@illinois.gov' <Erin.Aleman@illinois.gov>; Priscilla.Tobias@illinois.gov;
'Paul.Loete@illinois.gov' <Paul.Loete@illinois.gov>; Christopher.Holt@illinois.gov;
William.Raffensperger@illinois.gov; 'cgleason@lakcountyil.gov' <cgleason@lakcountyil.gov>;
'sschneider@lakecountyil.gov' <sschneider@lakecountyil.gov>
Subject: Deerfield Road Project in Riverwoods, Illinois
 
Please see attached correspondence that was sent to the recipient today via US Postal Service.
 
This is a response from the IL Division FHWA office regarding an inquiry from Congressman Bradley
S. Schneider’s office.  See attached.
 
 

















From: Matthew Huffman
To: "Michael Clayton"
Cc: Laurie; Rick Jamerson; Gleason, Chuck L.; Peter Knysz
Subject: RE: Lake County, Deerfield Road RPC Coordination
Date: Tuesday, October 30, 2018 3:20:00 PM

Mr. Clayton,
A short response is provided to your questions below in red and we can discuss in more detail at our
meeting. Regarding your question about compliance with the NEPA (National Environmental Policy
Act; federal law 1969), our Stakeholder Involvement Plan (SIP) composted at the beginning of the
project (posted on the website) frames out the public involvement program for this project, which
corresponds to the general NEPA/404 merger process (purpose & need, range of alternatives,
preferred alternative). Also identified in our SIP are Small Group Meetings with stakeholders; our
meetings with the RPC would fall under this category. Individual meetings with the RPC are not
specifically required to meet NEPA compliance.  The RPC is a key stakeholder that has vast
information/knowledge of the area and environmental resources.  Our goal with this project is to
meet the identified purpose/need transportation objectives and minimize impacts to greatest extent
practical. Where we have impacts, we want to develop effective mitigation strategies. As we start to
enter into the detailed design elements of the project, study/analyze environmental components,
identify avoidance strategies, and mitigate impacts, we would like to continue our individual
dialogue with the RPC to get your comments, input and feedback.   
 
From our SIP:

Section 5.2   Small Group Meetings

Small group meetings will share information and foster discussion by addressing specific project
issues, allowing for more specialized discussions and input, and aiding in a better understanding of
the project goals and objectives. Small group meetings will be ongoing throughout the project. These
meetings will include LCDOT, the project study team, local agencies and organizations, members of
the business community, special interest groups, forest preserves, and various property owners.
Project handouts or other appropriate meeting materials will be prepared for distribution at these
meetings. These meetings are on an “as needed” basis and there is no set schedule for small group
meetings.
 

For our next meeting, we would like you to be there. Do you have any availability November 19th or

20th?
 
Regards,
Matt
 
Matthew J. Huffman, PE, M.ASCE
Project Manager - Phase I Engineering Department
Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd.

www.cbbel.com



Abraham Lincoln
 

From: Michael Clayton <mclayton@marauder.net> 
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2018 11:50 AM
To: Matthew Huffman <mhuffman@cbbel.com>
Cc: Laurie <lbreitkopf@comcast.net>; Rick Jamerson <rjamerson@riverwoods-il.net>; Gleason,
Chuck L. <CGleason@lakecountyil.gov>; Peter Knysz <pknysz@cbbel.com>
Subject: Re: Lake County, Deerfield Road RPC Coordination
 
Thanks again for passing along the manual.  Reviewing it, I have some questions - perhaps you might
touch on these points at the upcoming meeting (in my absence):
 

Section 3.5 Noise: Will the project require a noise analysis?  Does the LCDOT ever attempt to
mitigate noise with “living barriers” and, if so, would you be willing to consider doing so in this
case? A Noise Analysis is being prepared for this project according to federal guidelines and is
reviewed/approved by IDOT. We can discuss the “living barriers” at our meeting.
Section 3.7 is obviously of particular importance. In 3.7.1, do the conditions meet the
standard of “substantial” in your opinion?  We will discuss further at our meeting; further
coordination with IDOT Environmental Unit will take place to discuss the tree impacts. In
3.7.2, In addition to the tree survey (underway?), have any state endangered or threatened
species been identified? The formal biological surveys conducted by Illinois Natural History
Survey ( on behalf of IDOT) have not been received yet; the field work took place over the last
two summers. I ask because they have been located in wetlands within Riverwoods.
Section 3.8.1: Will this data be collected on the Des Plaines river?  Thorngate creek?
Coordination is ongoing with IDOT about this; we currently have available data for the Des
Plaines River.
Section 3.9:  There are wells in the area.  Have the wells and the aquifer been located? Yes.
We have compiled data from the available databases that track well/aquifer locations.
Section 3.10:  What is the definition of a “significant" floodplain encroachment? We are still
evaluating the floodplain impact (the definition of “significant” is located on page 26-7.3 of
the IDOT BDE manual)
Section 3.11: Are there any HQAR or ADID wetlands along the road? Yes. There are four
wetlands that are classified as High Quality Aquatic Resources (HQAR), two of which currently
have minimal impacts; the mapped ADID wetlands are along the Des Plaines River/Ryerson
north of Deerfield Road and currently have no impacts. The wetland impacts have not been
submitted to IDOT for review at this time.
Section 3.13.4: Does this include the Hermann Wildflower area?  Yes.

 
Finally, in perusing the broader Bureau Of Design and Environmental Manual, I came across the
following:
 
"The involvement and coordination activities associated with the environmental process are an
integral part of the stakeholder involvement process. The district should schedule stakeholder



involvement process activities to coordinate with and accommodate the key milestones in the
environmental process and, as applicable, the concurrence points for the NEPA/404 merger process;
described in Section 22-4. For projects subject to the NEPA/404 merger process, consideration of
the outcomes of the concurrence point meetings with the environmental regulatory and resource
agencies should be a part of the iterative processes for achieving stakeholder consensus on project
purpose and need, range of alternatives, and the preferred alternative.”  
 
Is compliance with this what is driving the meetings with the RPC?  Is the NEPA process of any
relevance?
 
Mike

 

On Oct 21, 2018, at 3:01 PM, Michael Clayton <mclayton@marauder.net> wrote:
 
As both Laurie and Rick said, we appreciate the opportunities to meet.
 
I will be out of town starting Saturday and through November 15th.  So, unless you
want to meet on the 16th, please meet with Laurie and Rick in my absence.  
 
I will try to review the information you provided, and comment via email.
 
Mike

 



On Oct 19, 2018, at 7:34 AM, Matthew Huffman <mhuffman@cbbel.com>
wrote:
 
Mr. Clayton, Ms. Breitkopf and Trustee Jamerson,
Thank you again for meeting last week regarding the project. I know we
ran out of time and did not get to all the items we wanted to discuss.
We’ll plan on having another meeting with the RPC following the
upcoming public meeting in early November. If you can provide some
dates the first few weeks of November that work for you all, we can get
something scheduled. Following the comment period (ends November

16th), we will be going through a process to refine the roadway design and
subsequently the drainage/BMPs.
 
Also, please find attached the portion of the Illinois Department of
Transportation manual on Environmental Assessments. On page 22 of the
PDF you will see the information for Chapter 3 – Environmental Setting,
Impacts, and Mitigation. We meant to talk through this a little bit at our
meeting last week, but we ran out of time. There are 20 sub-sections
within chapter 3, which we are in the process of evaluating. As mentioned
at the meeting, we are still in the data collection stage for some
environmental elements and are evaluating others. We will plan to talk
through the relevant sections in more detail at our upcoming meeting, as
well as other BMP/mitigation elements that can be considered for
implementation with this project.
 
Best Regards,
Matt
 
Matthew J. Huffman, PE, M.ASCE
Project Manager - Phase I Engineering Department
Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd.

www.cbbel.com

Abraham Lincoln

 



<Appendix D EA Guidance on EA preparation.pdf>
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In Our Own Backyard





MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:
Location:
Project:
Purpose: 

Attendees Representing Email

(in bold)

RPC and 
LCFPD requested a copy of the tree survey data.

RPC and LCFPD requested a copy of
the reports when available.

CBBEL submitted 
a copy of the delineation report to the RPC and LCFPD on January 4, 2019.



CBBEL is to provide the tree 
survey data to the RPC and LCFPD. The RPC and LCFPD will review the tree survey 
data and identify specific trees that they would like the project team to preserve, if 
possible.

LCDOT will investigate 
mitigation options

The LCFPD and RPC requested that 
LCDOT prepare a Salt Management Plan. In turn, it was also recommended that the 
Village prepare a Salt Management Plan.

a wildlife crossing be provided at Thorngate Creek and 
near the Des Plaines River.

A small to medium sized wildlife crossing (e.g., to accommodate raccoon-
sized animals and smaller, not deer) will be investigated by the project team.

CBBEL is to determine the design storm and evaluate 
potential options.



CBBEL is to evaluate 
potential options.

LCDOT submitted a copy of the typical seed mix used by LCDOT 
for roadway projects to the RPC and LCFPD on January 4, 2019.

LCFPD and RPC requested the opportunity to comment on proposed seed mixes to be 
used at BMP Opportunity Areas, including compensatory floodplain storage areas. 

The RPC will consider submitting a survey to landowners adjacent to the project corridor 
to see if they prefer roadside vegetation along Deerfield Road mowed less frequently
than typical LCDOT procedures.

LCFPD requested that LCDOT consider entering into an Intergovernmental 
Agreement and providing restoration funds to the LCFPD, instead.
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Other Stakeholders 



MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Date: June 14, 2012

Date Issued: June 19, 2012

Location: Brentwood North Healthcare Center

Project: Deerfield Road Bike Path West (10-00038-05-BT)

Purpose: Brentwood North Coordination Meeting

Attendees Representing Email
Patrick Glenn Riverwoods - Engineer (GHA) pglenn@gha-engineers.com
Joshua Ray Brentwood North jray@hhmgt.net
Betsy Duckert LCDOT - Principal Civil Engineer bduckert@lakecountyil.gov
Chuck Gleason LCDOT - Acting Director of Planning cgleason@lakecountyil.gov
Mike Kerr CBBEL - Project Manager mkerr@cbbel.com
Matt Huffman CBBEL - Project Engineer mhuffman@cbbel.com

This was the first coordination meeting held with Brentwood North Healthcare and Rehabilitation Center 
(Brentwood). The meeting was held at Brentwood's facility with the Village of Riverwoods Engineer, Lake 
County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) representatives, and Christopher B. Burke Engineering 
(CBBEL) on June 14th, 2012 at 1 pm. An agenda was distributed to all attendees and several exhibits on 
display including the Village of Riverwoods (Village) Bike and Pedestrian Plan, GIS project study area, 
preliminary alternative, preliminary development plans for the parcels to the west, and anticipated future 
Deerfield Road improvement plans. Chuck Gleason is the point of contact for the project. 

Chuck Gleason initiated introductions and explained the project team. Josh Ray is the Chief of Operations for 
Health and Home Management Incorporated, which owns and manages Brentwood. Health and Home 
Management purchased the facility in 2009 and is one of seven facilities in the Chicagoland area. Brentwood 
provides nursing and rehabilitation services with approximately 175 beds. Sidney Glenner is the President of 
Health and Home Management and was contacted prior to the meeting. Due to a conflict with the meeting 
Josh Ray attended to represent Brentwood. 

Mike Kerr provided background information regarding the Deerfield Road Bike Path West project. The 
project location is along Deerfield Road between IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) and the Des Plaines River 
Trail in the Village of Buffalo Grove and Village of Riverwoods. Deerfield Road is a minor arterial road 
under the jurisdiction of LCDOT and IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) is under the jurisdiction of IDOT. 
The Village of Buffalo Grove has a sidewalk on the north side and a eight foot wide bike path on the south 
side of Deerfield Road which terminates on the west side of IL Route 21. There is an existing pedestrian 
crossing at the IL Route 21 and Deerfield Road intersection on the west leg. Lake County Forest Preserve 
District (LCFPD) has holdings along the Des Plaines River, with Ryerson Conservation area north of 
Deerfield Road, and a trail running north and south along the west side of the river (Des Plaines River Trail). 
LCDOT recently constructed a new, separate pedestrian and bike path bridge over the Des Plaines River to 
connect a future Village of Riverwoods bike path, east along the south side of Deerfield Road from 
Thornmeadow Drive to Saunders Road, and the LCFPD Des Plaines River Trail. The project termini of this 
project is the Village of Buffalo Grove bike path on the west side of IL Route 21 (west terminus) and the Des 
Plaines River Trail or existing Deerfield Road bike path on the east side(east terminus). 



Deerfield Road Bike Path West Meeting Minutes  
6/14/2012 Page 2 

LCDOT completed construction of the Deerfield Road Bike Path over the Des Plaines River in 2011. During 
the planning process for this project, numerous alternatives were looked at for the placement of the bike path, 
including adjacent and north of Deerfield Road, south and adjacent to Deerfield Road, and several hundred 
feet south of Deerfield Road. Ultimately the south and adjacent to Deerfield location was chosen, in part to 
coincide with Village of Riverwoods Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan and limit impacts to surrounding property 
owners, including the Lake County Forest Preserve District. The north alternate was discarded due to the 
location of the Ryerson Conservation area, which is adjacent to Deerfield Road north and east of the Des
Plaines River. The protection placed on a conservation area is higher than a forest preserve; with other 
prudent alternatives, the north alternative was discarded. 

A summary of the surrounding area was described, with Lake County Forest Preserve along the Des Plaines 
River, private developable land to the south and west of Brentwood. The vacant property is owned by two 
development groups, which are both pursuing some type of use(s) for those vacant parcels. The Village of 
Riverwoods owns a 100 foot parcel immediately adjacent to the west of Brentwood. Pat Glenn, the Village of 
Riverwoods Engineer, discussed the anticipated development plan for the area west of the Des Plaines River 
and south of Deerfield Road. The parcels to the south of Brentwood are owned by a developer who is 
currently doing some work on the site. At this time it is unknown exactly what type of plan or operation they 
are running. Part of this property is within the Village's jurisdiction, with the other in unincorporated Lake 
County. The Village is pursuing incorporating this area into the Village of Riverwoods. The two parcels at the 
southeast corner of IL Route 21 and Deerfield Road are anticipated to have a multi building development with 
some talks of a bank or restaurant. No final plans exist at this time, but the Village has been in communication 
with the developer about preliminary ideas. These two parcels have a permanent 10 foot easement along the 
south side of Deerfield Road for placement of a potential future bike path. Adjacent to the west of Brentwood, 
the Village owns a 100 foot parcel which they plan to make a future roadway and intersection to Deerfield 
Road. This roadway would provide access to Deerfield Road for the potential developments to the south and 
west as well as Brentwood. The Village has been coordinating with Lake County regarding this future access,
which could be signalized if it meets warrants. When the access is constructed there will be some construction 
on Deerfield Road to provide a turn lane at the intersection. It was also mentioned that Deerfield Road could 
potentially be widened to five lanes in the future. 

A presentation was made regarding the three bike path alternatives. Alternative 1 consists of a path 
extending from the existing LCDOT path on the east and proceeding west adjacent to Deerfield Road 
until it intersects with IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) where a new pedestrian crossing is proposed to 
meet with the existing Buffalo Grove path. The existing LCDOT path, the east terminus of the project, is 
located on a permanent easement acquired from the LCFPD and Alternative 1 would not impact any 
additional LCFPD property. Adjacent to the LCFPD property is the Brentwood North Healthcare Center 
(Brentwood), which has one main structure and a parking lot around the perimeter with four access 
points to Deerfield Road. A portion of Alternative 1 is located on Brentwood property and the path 
improvement extends approximately 10 feet south from the existing right-of-way, which would require 
purchase of the property from Brentwood. The location of Alternative 1 impacts the Brentwood parking 
lot stalls adjacent to Deerfield Road and existing lighting in the parking lot. West of the Brentwood site, 
the path proceeds through undeveloped parcels located on an existing 10 foot platted easement adjacent 
to the Deerfield Road right-of-way. Some of the impacts associated with Alternative 1 are to the 
Brentwood parking lot ( 62 spaces). A part of the Alternative 1 design is the mitigation of impacts to the 
Brentwood facility; an initial design of the recommended mitigation improvements were presented 
(Phase I), which included replacing and/or relocating the impacted parking stalls and including a 
proposed sidewalk along the north side of the building. The parking stalls that are currently facing 
Deerfield Road would be relocated from the north side to the south side of the parking lot. The main 
entrance would not be significantly affected, however some existing green space would be impacted with 
the design of the proposed parking lot. 



Deerfield Road Bike Path West Meeting Minutes  
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With regards to Alternative 1, close up plots were displayed showing two phases of the project on 
Brentwood property. Phase I would be constructed initially and then Phase II could be constructed when 
the Village access road is built. Phase II consists of creating an access point at the southwest corner of 
the existing parking lot to the Village access road. There is also a possibility to widen the parking lot to 
allow for two way traffic along the rear of the Brentwood facility. Parallel parking spots could be placed 
for a portion of the parking lot and there is also the possibility of expanding the parking lot stalls further 
south to put perpendicular stalls that can be used by both travel patterns around Brentwood. Phase II is 
only a look at the possibility of some options that Brentwood might consider. These plans were put 
together without any prior coordination with Brentwood so the compatibility with Phase II and 
Brentwood's existing building uses and plans may not be practical. However, providing an access point 
to the future Village road would allow ingress and egress from Brentwood to occur through a potential 
future signalized intersection, allowing for a controlled access point for all patrons, residents and 
employees. 

Alternative 2 consists of a path extending from the LCDOT path and immediately has a 100 foot radius 
curve south on a portion of LCFPD and eventually fully located on Brentwood property adjacent to their 
parking lot. The path introduces another 100 foot radius once past the south part of the Brentwood 
parking lot and then runs west adjacent to the parking lot until about half way down through their 
property, which is predominantly grassed and used for recreational purposes. The path then enters 
another private, undeveloped and heavily forested parcel south of the Brentwood parking lot and is about 
15 feet south of the property line. The shift in the alignment is due to the existing grade. Once the path is 
past the Brentwood parcel a 100 foot radius curve is introduced to go north on the Village owned parcel 
and future location of their access road until it reaches Deerfield Road where another 100 foot radius 
curve is introduced and the path then runs adjacent to Deerfield Road in the same location as Alternative 
1. When the path is located on Brentwood property a permanent easement will be required, which allows 
the County to access the path, but ownership resides to Brentwood. 

Alternative 2a is identical to Alternative 2 up to the point where the path reaches the west limit of the 
Brentwood parcel. Where Alternative 2 diverges north along the Village owned parcel Alternative 2a 
continues west along the parcel line of two undeveloped parcels, however the Village has indicated the 
developers have been in communication with them regarding potential future developments. When the 
path reaches the IL Route 21 right-of-way a 100 foot radius is introduces and the path runs north adjacent 
the IL Route 21 until it reaches the Deerfield Road intersection and a new pedestrian crossing is 
proposed identical to Alternative 1 and 2. 

Additional information was discussed with regards to the various alternatives. Alternative 1 would 
require right-of-way acquisition from Brentwood to Lake County, which would allow for the bike path 
construction. Based on the preliminary design the right-of-way acquisition is anticipated to be a 10 to 20 
foot offset from the existing right-of-way. This location would be approximately two-thirds of the 
existing parking stall length. A temporary easement would be required for the mitigation of the parking 
impact, which would allow the County to rehabilitate/reconstruct the Brentwood parking lot. The awning 
and entrance points to Brentwood would not be affected. A proposed sidewalk will be placed at the back 
of the relocated parking stalls to provide connectivity for patrons and visitors to access the building.
Landscaping or added green areas could be included based on coordination with Brentwood. The two 
existing trees at the front of the building would be impacted and the other two existing trees close to the 
parking lot on the south side would be preserved with curb bump-outs. The location of the new sidewalk 
would be approximately seven feet from the existing building, providing opportunity for landscaping in 
those areas. It was also discussed that when Deerfield Road is widened Lake County would need to 
purchase property from Brentwood to accommodate the roadway widening. The location of the 
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Alternative 1 bike path location would be designed to be compatible with that roadway widening project 
and would likely not require any additional acquisition from Brentwood when that project is prudent. 

Josh provide feedback on the various alternatives as well as additional information regarding the facility. 
There are three initial concerns that Josh stated: 

The impact of the project on their ability for Housing and Urban Development (HUD) financing. 
Impact on the liability insurance for Brentwood. 
Potential site expansion on their south parcel. 

Initially Josh indicated that the liability issue is a great concern if the path is located on their property. 
This could raise their premium costs, but more information would be needed to understand the impact. 
Alternate 2 would be a permanent easement on Brentwood property as well as inhibit potential future 
development to the south. Josh mentioned that a path located further back on their property may be a 
possibility. Alternate 1 would not be on Brentwood property as there would be a purchase of property 
between the County and Brentwood. Brentwood is in the process of securing HUD financing and the 
property would be under the control of their purview. Any projects or sale of the property once the HUD 
process is completed could potentially create some subsequent steps to complete the property transaction. 

Josh stated that they receive all building supplies and materials at the rear of the building. They have a 
tremendous amount of emergency and medical transport vehicles using their facility. Maintaining access 
for those operations is a necessity. There are a series of four patios on their property that are used by their 
residents, some of which have varying degrees of health issues. There is a potential that a path would be 
created to a new park area on their south parcel, which Alternative 2, as currently presented, would 
bisect, creating a safety concern. 

Lake County indicated that they would not plow any of the proposed path for snow removal, which is 
County policy. The local municipality would be the governmental entity that would provide snow 
removal, however, the Village of Riverwoods does not provide such services. 

The schedule of the project is to complete Phase I Engineering in Spring of 2013 and start construction in 
2015.

The next step is for Brentwood to discuss the provided information with the decision makers within their
organization along with their legal and engineering review. It is targeted that Brentwood would provide some 
feedback to the County by the middle of August. The County indicated they can be contacted for additional 
information through Chuck Gleason. 

Action Items
Brentwood to discuss project internally and provide feedback to project team by mid August. 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 3:00 p.m. 

Submitted by: Matt Huffman, P.E. (CBBEL)
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MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Date: December 17, 2012

Date Issued: January 4, 2012

Location: Brentwood North Healthcare Center

Project: Deerfield Road Bike Path West (10-00038-05-BT)

Purpose: Brentwood North Coordination Meeting

Attendees Representing Email
Sidney Glennar Health & Home Mgmt. - CEO/President Jane.ammer@hhmgt.net
Joshua Ray Health & Home Mgmt. - COO jray@hhmgt.net
Arthur Salk Salk & Associates LLC - Architect asalk@salkassocllc.com
Chuck Gleason LCDOT - Acting Director of Planning cgleason@lakecountyil.gov
Mike Kerr CBBEL - Project Manager mkerr@cbbel.com
Matt Huffman CBBEL - Project Engineer mhuffman@cbbel.com

This was the second coordination meeting held with Brentwood North Healthcare and Rehabilitation Center 
(Brentwood). This facility is owned by Health and Home Management (HHMI). The meeting was held at 
Brentwood North and was with the Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) and their consultant, 
Christopher B. Burke Engineering (CBBEL), held on December 17th, 2012 at 1:30 pm. An agenda was 
distributed to all attendees and several exhibits were on display including the GIS project study area, 
preliminary bike path alternatives, preliminary future Village of Riverwoods access road plan, and anticipated 
future Deerfield Road improvement plans. Chuck Gleason is the point of contact for the project for LCDOT 
and Josh Ray is the point of contact for HHMI. 

Chuck Gleason initiated introductions and explained the project team. Sidney Glennar is the President/CEO 
and Josh Ray is the Chief of Operations of HHMI which owns and manages Brentwood North. Arthur Saulk 
is the architect for HHMI. 

Matt Huffman provided background information regarding the Deerfield Road Bike Path West project. The 
project location is along Deerfield Road between IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) and the Des Plaines River 
Trail in the Village of Buffalo Grove and Village of Riverwoods. Deerfield Road is a minor arterial road 
under the jurisdiction of LCDOT and IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) is under the jurisdiction of IDOT. 
The surrounding existing conditions include a Village of Buffalo Grove sidewalk on the north side and an 
eight foot wide bike path on the south side of Deerfield Road which terminates at the west side of IL Route 
21. There is an existing pedestrian crossing at the IL Route 21 and Deerfield Road intersection on the west 
leg. Lake County Forest Preserve District (LCFPD) has holdings along the Des Plaines River, with Ryerson 
Conservation area north of Deerfield Road, and a trail running north and south along the west side of the river 
(Des Plaines River Trail). LCDOT recently constructed a new, separate pedestrian and bike path bridge over 
the Des Plaines River to connect a future Village of Riverwoods bike path, east along the south side of
Deerfield Road from Thornmeadow Drive to Saunders Road, and the LCFPD Des Plaines River Trail. The 
project termini of this project is the Village of Buffalo Grove bike path on the west side of IL Route 21 (west 
terminus) and the Des Plaines River Trail or existing Deerfield Road bike path bridge on the east side(east 
terminus). 

LCDOT completed construction of the Deerfield Road Bike Path over the Des Plaines River in 2011. During 
the planning process for this project, numerous alternatives were looked at for the placement of the bike path, 
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including adjacent to the north side of Deerfield Road, adjacent to south side of Deerfield Road, and an 
alignment several hundred feet south of Deerfield Road through Lake County Forest Preserve District 
property. The bike path location adjacent to the south side of Deerfield Road was chosen to coincide with 
Village of Riverwoods Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan. This location also limits impacts to surrounding property 
owners, including the Lake County Forest Preserve District, and uses a dedicated bike path easement between 
IL Route 21 and Brentwood North. The north alternate was discarded due to the location of the Ryerson 
Conservation area, which is adjacent to Deerfield Road north and east of the Des Plaines River, and would 
thus require an unprotected pedestrian crossing across Deerfield Road west of the Des Plaines River. The 
protection placed on a conservation area is higher than a forest preserve; with other prudent alternatives, the 
north alternative was discarded. 

A summary of the area surrounding Brentwood North was described. Lake County Forest Preserve has 
holdings east along the Des Plaines River and private developable land is located to the south and west of 
Brentwood. The vacant property is owned by two development groups, which are both pursuing some type of 
future use(s) for those vacant parcel. The parcels to the south of Brentwood are owned by a developer who is 
currently doing some unknown work on the site. Part of this property is within the Village of Riverwoods 
jurisdiction, with the other in unincorporated Lake County. The Village is pursuing incorporating this area 
into the Village of Riverwoods. The two parcels at the southeast corner of IL Route 21 and Deerfield Road 
are anticipated to have a multi building development. No final plans exist at this time, but the Village has 
been in communication with the developer about preliminary concepts. These two parcels have a permanent 
10 foot easement along the south side of Deerfield Road for placement of a potential future bike path. 
Adjacent to the west of Brentwood, the Village of Riverwoods owns a 100 foot parcel which they plan to 
make a future roadway and intersection with Deerfield Road. This roadway would provide access to Deerfield 
Road for the potential developments to the south and west as well as potential access to Brentwood North.
The Village has been coordinating with Lake County regarding this future access, which could be signalized 
if it meets warrants. When the access is constructed there will be some construction on Deerfield Road to 
provide a turn lane at the intersection, which would have some impacts on the Brentwood North property.
LCDOT mentioned that Deerfield Road could potentially be widened to five lanes in the future, but it is not 
being programmed at this time. It is the intent of that this project would be compatible with the future five 
lane section of Deerfield Road. 

The three bike path alternatives considered for this project were discussed. Alternative 1 consists of a 
path extending from the existing LCDOT path on the east and proceeding west adjacent to Deerfield 
Road until it intersects with IL Route 21 (Milwaukee Avenue) where a new pedestrian crossing is 
proposed to meet with the existing Buffalo Grove path. The existing LCDOT path, the east terminus of 
the project, is located on right-of-way previously acquired from the LCFPD. Therefore Alternative 1 
would not impact any additional LCFPD property. Adjacent to the LCFPD property is the Brentwood 
North Healthcare Center (Brentwood), which has one main structure and a parking lot around the 
perimeter with four access points to Deerfield Road. A portion of Alternative 1 is located on Brentwood 
property and the path improvement extends approximately 10 feet south from the existing right-of-way, 
which would require purchase of the property from Brentwood and impacts their parking lot stalls (62)
adjacent to Deerfield Road and existing lighting in the parking lot. West of the Brentwood site, the path 
proceeds through undeveloped parcels located on an existing 10 foot platted permanent easement 
adjacent to the Deerfield Road right-of-way. A part of the Alternative 1 design is the mitigation of 
impacts to the Brentwood facility; an initial design recommendation for mitigation was presented, which 
included replacing and/or relocating the impacted parking stalls and including a proposed sidewalk along 
the north side of the building. The parking stalls that are currently facing Deerfield Road would be 
relocated from the north side to the south side of the parking lot. The main entrance would not be 
significantly affected, however some existing green space would be impacted with the design of the 
proposed parking lot. The location of Alternative 1 will be compatible with any future improvements of 
Deerfield Road. 
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Close up plots were displayed showing two phases of Alternative 1 on the Brentwood property. Phase I 
would be constructed initially and then Phase II could be constructed when the Village access road is 
built. Phase II consists of creating a possible access point at the southwest corner of the existing parking 
lot to the Village access road. There is also a possibility to widen the parking lot to allow for two way 
traffic along the rear of the Brentwood facility. Parallel parking spots could be placed for a portion of the 
parking lot and there is also the possibility of expanding the parking lot stalls further south to put 
perpendicular stalls that can be used by both travel patterns around Brentwood. Phase II is only a look at 
the possibility of some options that Brentwood might consider and these costs would not be a part of this 
project. These plans were put together without any prior coordination with Brentwood so the 
compatibility with Phase II and Brentwood's existing building uses and plans may not be practical. 
However, providing an access point to the future Village road would allow ingress and egress from 
Brentwood to occur through a potential future signalized intersection, allowing for a controlled access 
point for all patrons, residents and employees. 

Alternative 2 consists of a path extending from the LCDOT path and immediately has a 100 foot radius 
curve south on a portion of LCFPD and eventually fully located on Brentwood property adjacent to their 
parking lot. The path introduces 100 foot radius once past the south part of the Brentwood parking lot 
and then runs west adjacent to the parking lot until about half way down through their property, which is 
predominantly grassed and used for recreational purposes. The path then enters another private, 
undeveloped and heavily forested parcel south of the Brentwood parking lot and is about 15 feet south of 
the property line. The shift in the alignment is due to the existing grade. Once the path is past the 
Brentwood parcel a 100 foot radius curve is introduced to go north on the Village owned parcel and 
future location of their access road until it reaches Deerfield Road where another 100 foot radius curve is 
introduced and the path then runs adjacent to Deerfield Road in the same location as Alternative 1. When 
the path is located on Brentwood property a permanent easement will be required, which allows the 
County to access the path, but ownership resides to Brentwood. 

Alternative 2a is identical to Alternative 2 up to the point where the path reaches the west limit of the 
Brentwood parcel. Where Alternative 2 diverges north along the Village owned parcel Alternative 2a 
continues west along the parcel line of two undeveloped parcels, however the Village has indicated the 
developers have been in communication with them regarding potential future developments and is 
unknown if this bike path location is compatible. When the path reaches the IL Route 21 right-of-way a
100 foot radius is introduced and the path runs north adjacent the IL Route 21 until it reaches the 
Deerfield Road intersection and a new pedestrian crossing is proposed identical to Alternative 1 and 2. 
For both Alternatives 2 and 2a, permanent easements would need to be acquired from Brentwood. 

Discussion occurred regarding the alternatives. Brentwood expressed concerns about Alternative 2 and 
2a and the need for a permanent easement, limiting development options on their south parcel, and also 
the effect on their liability insurance. A path behind their building would also be a safety concern for 
patrons of Brentwood when accessing the recreational area on their south parcel. It was brought up that 
the interim improvements to Deerfield Road with the Riverwoods roadway and any future widening of 
Deerfield Road would impact a portion of the Brentwood parking lot. If Alternative 1 is selected, it 
would be placed in a location so that it is compatible with any future improvements of Deerfield Road 
and no additional right-of-way would need to be acquired from Brentwood. It was asked why the path 
could not be located along the north side of Deerfield Road. The current Riverwoods bicycle plan has the 
path along the south side of Deerfield Road, which coincides with the Buffalo Grove path to the west and 
the recently built multiuse bridge south of Deerfield Road over the Des Plaines River. Shifting the path 
to the north between the Buffalo Grove path and the multiuse bridge would require the need for a mid-
block crossing of Deerfield Road. LCDOT prefers to have all pedestrian and bicycle paths use controlled 
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intersections for crossing high volume roadways for safety purposes. Providing a bike path along the 
north side of Deerfield Road was looked at during the Phase I Engineering Study of the multiuse path 
bridge over the Des Plaines River. Brentwood representatives agreed that Alternative 1 was the preferred 
alternative compared to Alternative 2 and 2A. 

Further discussion occurred over the design of Alternative 1. It was recommended that a 45 degree 
parking stall angle be looked at to try and preserve more green space. The sidewalk should be removed 
for all areas that are not in front of handicap stalls to try and preserve more green space. It was asked if 
parking stalls could be placed along the east side of the property between the Forest Preserve property 
and the existing parking lot. Brentwood representatives indicated that there are 167 total employees and 
approximately 86 employees at the facility at any one time. The employees are asked to park in the rear 
and sides of the building to leave the front parking for visitors. Preserving the aesthetic look of the 
property is a key concern and preserving/providing landscaping areas should be a focus point for any 
mitigation plan. Further discussion occurred regarding what other improvements are possible when the 
Riverwoods roadway is constructed, including a connection to that roadway. An access permit would be 
required from the Village of Riverwoods if Brentwood desired to connect to the future roadway. If that 
connection is made, it is recommended that two-way traffic be allowed on the sides and behind the 
building to allow for better traffic flow through the parking lot. 

The schedule of the project is to complete Phase I Engineering in Spring of 2013 and start construction in 
2015.

Action Items
Project team will prepare revised schematics for Alternative 1 and provide back to Brentwood for 
comment. 
Topographic survey will begin in early 2013 to begin on more detailed design of Alternative 1. 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 2:30 p.m. 

Submitted by: Matt Huffman, P.E. (CBBEL)
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MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Date: August 6, 2013

Date Issued: August 7, 2013

Location: Brentwood North Healthcare Center

Project: Deerfield Road Bike Path West (10-00038-05-BT)

Purpose: Brentwood North 3rd Coordination Meeting

Attendees Representing Email
Joshua Ray Health & Home Mgmt. - COO jray@hhmgt.net
Phil Thompson Brentwood North - Administrator pthompson@brentwoodhealthcare

.net
Chuck Gleason LCDOT - Acting Director of Planning cgleason@lakecountyil.gov
Matt Huffman CBBEL - Project Engineer mhuffman@cbbel.com

This was the third coordination meeting held with Brentwood North Healthcare and Rehabilitation Center 
(Brentwood). This facility is owned by Health and Home Management (HHMI). The meeting was held at 
Brentwood North and was with the Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT) and their consultant, 
Christopher B. Burke Engineering (CBBEL), held on August 6th, 2013, at 11:00 am. The overall Phase 1 
proposed improvement exhibit was displayed and left with Brentwood staff for review. The roadway plan and 
profile exhibits were also used for discussion. Chuck Gleason is the point of contact for the project for 
LCDOT and Josh Ray is the point of contact for HHMI. Phil Thompson was present and is the Administrator 
for Brentwood North; he is the point of contact for coordinating any project related work occurring on 
Brentwood property. 

Chuck Gleason initiated introductions and recapped the project since our last coordination meeting on 
December 17th, 2012. In general, LCDOT incorporated all the prior comments from Brentwood and their 
architect, Arthur Salk, on the proposed plan. The project has received Phase I design approval in June 2013 
and LCDOT is moving into Phase II engineering. The geotechnical investigations are scheduled to be 
conducted in Phase I and CBBEL will work through Phil to schedule that work. It is anticipated that several 
parking spots would have to be vacated to conduct the borings. Josh asked if the borings could be conducted 
in the evening or on weekends. CBBEL stated that would check with their geotechnical engineering to try and 
accommodate that. It was discussed that Brentwood needs to review the latest plan and provide comments to 
LCDOT. Brentwood agreed to do this by September 3rd, 2013. CBBEL will send over the detailed plan and 
profile sheets to assist Brentwood in conducting their review. 

Josh asked how much property acquisition would be required for the project. Chuck indicated that the right-
of-way required for this project also allows for the future widening of Deerfield Road to five lanes, which is 
currently programmed in LCDOT's multi year plan. Approximately 20,000 square feet of property acquisition 
is required for the project. One of the lead Phase II engineering items is appraisals and negotiations for the 
land acquisition between LCDOT and Brentwood. Josh indicated that the amount of property they own for the 
site affects their HUD status and they are looking into if the property acquisition for the project will affect 
that. 
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Action Items
CBBEL to coordinate with Phil regarding geotechnical borings. 
Brentwood to conduct review and provide comments of latest plan to Chuck Gleason by September 
3rd. 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 11:45 a.m. 

Submitted by: Matt Huffman, P.E. (CBBEL)
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MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Date: May 20, 2014

Date Issued: May 23, 2014

Location: Brentwood North Healthcare Center

Project: Deerfield Road Bike Path West (10-00038-05-BT)

Purpose: Brentwood North 4th Coordination Meeting

Attendees Representing Email
Sidney Glennar Health & Home Mgmt. - President Jane.Ammer@hhmgt.net
Joshua Ray Health & Home Mgmt. - COO JRay@hhmgt.net
Patrick Glenn Riverwoods / Gewalt Hamilton PGlenn@gha-engineers.com
Chuck Gleason LCDOT - Project Manager CGleason@lakecountyil.gov
Mike Kerr CBBEL - Project Manager MKerr@cbbel.com
Matt Huffman CBBEL - Project Engineer MHuffman@cbbel.com

This was the fourth coordination meeting held with Brentwood North Healthcare and Rehabilitation Center 
(Brentwood). This facility is owned by Health and Home Management (HHM). The meeting was held at 
Brentwood North and was with the Lake County Division of Transportation (LCDOT), their consultant, 
Christopher B. Burke Engineering (CBBEL), and Village of Riverwoods on May 20th, 2014 at 1:00 pm. The 
overall Phase 1 proposed improvement exhibit was displayed and left with Brentwood staff for review. A
concept plan showing the Milwaukee Avenue & Deerfield Road commercial development was displayed for 
discussion.  Chuck Gleason is the point of contact for the project for LCDOT and Josh Ray is the point of 
contact for HHM. 

Chuck Gleason kicked off the meeting and introductions were made.  A project status update was provided.  
Phase I Engineering has been completed and the project is entering Phase II Engineering, which entails 
construction plans, specifications, and land acquisition.  The latest design plan was reviewed and discussed.
HHM asked how many front parking spots would be relocated to the back, as the front parking area is 
important to their business operations.  CBBEL (Huffman) stated that overall there is no net loss of parking 
spots for the overall site, but 26 spots would be moved from the front of the facility to the rear.  From 
previous HHM design comments, it was requested that 45 degree angled spots be used to increase the green 
space between the building and parking lot. As a result, additional spaces had to be relocated to the rear 
proposed parking area.  There are also two proposed grassed bump-outs to preserve two existing trees, which 
take up approximately six spaces.  Additional spaces could be added to the front parking area such as 
increasing the parking angle from 45 to 60 and removing the bump-outs, but the green space would be 
decreased between the parking lot and the building. 

LCDOT (Gleason) stated that a widening of Deerfield Road to a four lane cross -section, in the vicinity of 
Brentwood, is shown on the DOT's 2020 plan.  This improvement would impact the front row of parking 
adjacent to Deerfield Road.  The location of the proposed bike path is placed such that it is compatible with a 
future widening of Deerfield Road and necessary land acquisition would occur with this project. In addition, 
potential future developments would require improvements to Deerfield Road, that could also impact the front 
row of parking.   
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CBBEL (Huffman) discussed the proposed developments at the Milwaukee Avenue and Deerfield Road 
intersection.  The development at the southeast quadrant is currently in the public comment period through 
the Village of Riverwoods development approval process.  Brentwood stated they would like to be invited to 
any future public meetings regarding the development and provided the draft plan.  The proposed 
development in this quadrant includes improvements to Deerfield Road and the construction of an access 
roadway adjacent to the Brentwood property on Village of Riverwoods property.  The access road would be 
an unsignalized intersection that would have turn lanes off of Deerfield Road.  The intersection could be 
signalized in the future if warranted by other future developments that may go in to the south. When the 
access road is constructed, the furthest west Brentwood access driveway would be closed due to geometric 
compatibility and safety.  A new southern access point could be constructed from the Brentwood parking lot 
to the access road.  HHM stated that they would like one way traffic in the rear of their facility to limit cut 
thrus. There are also discussions for development of the southwest and northwest quadrants of the 
Milwaukee Avenue and Deerfield Road intersection, which would be approved by the Village of Buffalo 
Grove. 

HHM was concerned with moving 26 spaces to the rear of the facility.  Currently the only access to the 
building is in the front and shifting 26 spaces to the back will affect the business operations.  HHM mentioned 
that a second entrance could possibly be added to the rear of the building.  Discussion occurred regarding the 
possibility of compensation for that improvement. CBBEL (Kerr) stated that this project is using federal 
funding and thus must go through the federal land acquisition process through IDOT.  This process involves 
conducting an appraisal of the right-of-way acquisition as well as associated damages to the property.  A 
review appraisal is then conducted by a second independent appraiser and then a final appraisal is composed 
from the two appraisals.  A negotiation would then occur with HHM.  LCDOT (Gleason) said that the 
additional entrance sounds reasonable, from a business point of view, and he will discuss this matter with 
DOT staff and get back to HHM.  LCDOT (Gleason) stated the land acquisition process can take 18 to 24 
months. 

LCDOT (Gleason) presented three ideas for project implementation for information purposes at this time. 
They include: 

1.  LCDOT will pay for the required right-of-way for the bike path (19450 SF) and pay HHM for 
damages to the property.  HHM would be required, through agreement, to construct the front 
parking lot by a certain date and then the County would subsequently construct the bike path.  
The construction of the rear parking area is recommended to be constructed prior to construction 
of the front parking area. 

2.  LCDOT will pay for the required right-of-way for the bike path (19450 SF) and also will pay 
for and construct bike path and the front and rear parking lots. 

3.  LCDOT will pay for the required right-of-way for the bike path (19450 SF) and will pay for 
and construct the bike path and front parking lot.  HHM would be paid for damages to the 
remainder for the impacted stalls that could not be replaced in the front parking area and are 
planned to be relocated to the rear of the building.  HHM would therefore be responsible for 
constructing the rear parking area.  It is recommended that the rear parking area be constructed 
prior to the front parking area construction. 

For any future requests from Brentwood, they requested if face-to-face meetings could be setup to address.  
LCDOT (Gleason) agreed to proceeding as requested. 
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Action Items
CBBEL to send PDF of the latest plan to Arthur Salk. 
Village of Riverwoods to provide information regarding current development plan and information 
regarding the public hearings. 
HHM review the proposed plan and provide comments to LCDOT 
LCDOT to provide response on the rear entrance. 

The meeting adjourned at approximately 2:15 p.m.Submitted by: Matt Huffman, P.E. (CBBEL) 
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From: Gleason, Chuck L.
To: Matthew Huffman
Subject: Deerfield Road Update with Riverwoods
Date: Wednesday, July 31, 2019 11:07:53 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Matt,

Our meeting went well this morning, nothing came out of it for us to do.  So, they meet the second
and fourth for their committee meetings.  I mentioned to Pat they we may want to come on August

27th.  We will discuss the noise analysis, proposed drainage requirements and trees.  Will you be
ready to meet by then?  Also, Kathryn, as president of their HOA, would like to be notified prior to us
sending any notices or letters to the affected noise receptors.  I said we can do that.
 
Thanks, Chuck
 

Chuck Gleason
Project Manager
Lake County Division of Transportation
600 W Winchester Road, Libertyville, Illinois  60048
cgleason@lakecountyil.gov
www.lakecountyil.gov  |  847.377.7447  |  847.984.5888 fax
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