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I. Introduction 

The Cook-DuPage Corridor study is a currently on-going, major investment study led by 

the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) in partnership with the Illinois Department of 

Transportation (IDOT).  The goal of the Cook DuPage Corridor study is to identify the 

most effective and desired transportation improvements for the reverse and 

intersuburban travel markets in one of the most heavily traveled subregions of the 

Chicago metropolitan area. 

This document summarizes the planning process of the Cook DuPage Corridor “Options 

Feasibility” study. It is also a comprehensive resource of the technical, informational and 

decision-making study materials that were relied upon or resulted from the study 

process. The study materials, as well as a glossary of terms [A1] are assembled in the 

appendix in original form.  

The nomenclature of an underscored term, followed by the letter “A” and a number in 

brackets, indicates the availability of associated project materials or further study details 

in the appendix. For example, ”glossary of terms [A1]” indicates that material related to 

the glossary – in this case, the glossary itself – is available in Appendix 1 of this Planning 

Process and Technical Documentation Summary. This Summary document may also be 

available as a hypertext document or online, in which case the underscored term and 

referenced number can be activated for immediate access to the associated appendix 

item.  

Study Description 

The Options Feasibility Study [A2] is the second of three study phases comprising the 

overall RTA Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  

1) Travel Market Analysis;  

2) Options Feasibility Study; and  

3) System Analysis.  

The purpose of the Options Feasibility Study was to develop and evaluate a broad range 

of potential transportation improvements to serve major travel patterns and key mobility 

needs in the Cook DuPage Corridor. The goal of the Options Feasibility phase of study 

was to develop a shortlist of potential major capital investments to undergo future 

detailed development and evaluation. The three study phases are depicted in Figure 1 

and are further described on the following page. 
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The Travel Market Analysis was the first phase of the overall Cook DuPage Corridor study. 

Completed in December 2005, the Travel Market Analysis was an intensive research 

effort to define corridor mobility issues and needs. 

Two documents from the Travel Market Analysis 

study phase are available under separate cover:  

1) the Cook DuPage Corridor Existing and Future 

Conditions Report, (RTA, Feb. 2005) and  

2) the Travel Market Analysis, Final Report (RTA, 

Dec. 2005). The Executive Summary [A3] of the 

Travel Market Analysis, Final Report highlights the 

key findings from this initial study phase. The 

findings provided the technical foundation for the 

subsequent Options Feasibility Study. 

During the Options Feasibility Study phase, over 

thirty potential highway and transit improvement 

projects were developed at the conceptual level. 

These potential long-range major investments were 

combined to form alternative transportation 

systems to potentially serve the complex reverse 

and intersuburban commute travel patterns 

impacting the Cook DuPage Corridor. A total of eleven options – each representing a 

unique combination of transportation investments - were evaluated against an extensive 

set of goals, objectives and performance measures that had been developed by 

committee participants and the RTA’s technical consultant team. The Options Feasibility 

Study concluded in May 2008 with the selection of a future transportation system of 

conceptual, major capital investments to undergo further refinement and careful 

evaluation in follow-on study, and a set of network enhancements to the existing 

transportation system for further prioritization and potential implementation. The 

resulting proposed Cook DuPage Corridor future transportation system and proposed 

network enhancements are the focus of the Cook DuPage Corridor Action Plan, available 

under separate cover.  

The third phase of the overall Cook DuPage Corridor study is a System Analysis. This final 

study phase is anticipated to begin in the fall of 2008 and will examine the benefits and 

impacts of the major capital investments recommended by the Options Feasibility Study 

Figure 1.  Cook DuPage Corridor  
Study Phases 

Select locally preferred 
alternative 

Options Feasibility  

Select priority travel 
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in the context the regional transportation system of northeastern Illinois. It will also 

prioritize and refine the proposed transportation improvements, and evaluate alignment 

and modal alternatives. 

Study Area 

The 300 square mile Cook DuPage Corridor study area [A4] includes most of DuPage 

County and the western portion of Cook County. The Cook DuPage Corridor boundaries 

were defined at the onset of the Travel Market Analysis study phase, and are as follows:  

North: Metra Milwaukee District West (MD-W) commuter rail line (approximately 

IL19/Irving Park Road) 

East:  IL50 Cicero Avenue 

South: Metra Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) commuter rail line (approximately 

US34/Ogden Avenue) 

West:  Kane County and DuPage County line 

Figure 2.  Cook DuPage Corridor Study Area  
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The Travel Market Analysis examined travel within the Cook DuPage Corridor, as well as 

major travel flows between the corridor and the surrounding area. The broader “travel 

market area” examined in the Travel Market Analysis study phase is shown in Figure 3. 

Major travel patterns between the Cook DuPage Corridor and the adjacent travel market 

area were also addressed in the follow-on Options Feasibility Study. 

Figure 3.  Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Area  
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Leadership 

The Cook DuPage Corridor study is a long-range corridor planning effort led by the 

Regional Transportation Authority (RTA), in cooperation with the Illinois Department of 

Transportation (IDOT). The Options Feasibility Study was a collaborative process among 

many agencies and governments impacted by the study area. Fifty committee 

participants actively guided the study materials and outcomes, including transportation 

and planning practitioners, civic and social organizations and elected officials. Regional 

cooperation and public participation is further described in Section 2 of this document. 

Funding 

Four separate consultant teams were contracted by the Regional Transportation Authority 

to provide specialized professional services associated with the following components of 

the Options Feasibility Study: 

o Technical Services; 

o Public Involvement and Communications;  

o Corridor Planning Standards; and 

o Action Plan and Planning Process Documentation 

The RTA was the primary source of funding for the professional services associated with 

the Options Feasibility Study. As shown in Table 2, the Illinois Department of 

Transportation (IDOT) also provided a significant financial contribution to the program, 

with an overall funding share of 30%. In addition, IDOT contributed 62% of the cost of 

the preceding research study phase, the Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis. 

Table 1. Options Feasibility Study Funding 

Study Component 
Contract 
Amount 

RTA 
Funding RTA Share 

IDOT 
Funding 

IDOT 
Share 

Technical Services $600,000 $400,000 67% $200,000 33% 
Public Involvement and 
Communications $300,000 $146,789 49% $153,211 51% 
Corridor Planning Standards $250,000 $250,000 100% $0 0% 
Action Plan and Process Doc. $18,000 $18,000 100% $0 0% 
Total $1,168,000 $814,789 70% $353,211 30% 
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Overview of the Study Process  

The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) organized and staffed three standing 

committees and one working group [A5] to provide coordinated and continuous guidance 

[A6] throughout the Options Feasibility Study process: 1) Policy Committee; 2) Technical 

Committee; 3) Citizen Advisory Committee and 4) Planning Standards Working Group.  

The Policy Committee and Technical Committee adopted a formal problem statement [A7] 

upon initiation of the Options Feasibility Study in January 2006. The Problem Statement 

provided important focus for the Options Feasibility work and was based on the findings 

of the Travel Market Analysis. The Problem Statement established the reverse and 

intersuburban commute patterns impacting the Cook DuPage Corridor as the primary 

focus of mobility improvements for the Options Feasibility Study. 

The Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan [A8] was one of the first work 

products of the Options Feasibility Study phase. The Dovetail Communications consultant 

team developed the Public Involvement Plan with the assistance of the Citizen Advisory 

Committee and RTA staff. The Public Involvement Plan identified anticipated outreach 

techniques and key stakeholders, and served as a monitoring tool for the effectiveness of 

public outreach throughout the study process. 

A Preliminary Purpose and Need for Mobility Improvements [A9], a set of Goals and 

Objectives [A10], and Anticipated Evaluation Measures [A11] were developed by the 

Technical Committee and reviewed by the public, prior to the development of 

transportation improvement proposals. Public input was also obtained on generic 

transportation system designs (“conceptual options [A12]”) early in the planning process 

to generate insight on mobility preferences. 

A corridor planning standards component [A13] was included in the Options Feasibility 

Study phase to ensure that local government values were specifically addressed in the 

corridor planning process. The resulting Cook DuPage Corridor Planning Standards [A14] 

and associated evaluation criteria [A15] are referenced in the formally approved Goals 

and Objectives, under Goal 4: “Increase Community and Corridor Benefits”, as Objective 

4: “Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards”.  

Three system designs were developed as potential, alternative future transportation 

frameworks for improving corridor mobility with major capital investment: a Main Line 

System, a Concentric System and a Radial Reliant system. Within each of the three 
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system designs, three to five alternative combinations of potential major capital projects 

(“detailed options”) were developed for evaluation purposes. A total of eleven detailed 

options were developed. All of the options addressed the same problem statement, goals 

and objectives, travel patterns and major employment centers. The options differed in 

system design, mode and location of proposed investments, and overall magnitude of 

investment. The System and Options Overview [A16] document outlines the three 

systems and corresponding detailed options that were proposed for and subsequently 

underwent evaluation. The document also presents an extensive set of relatively less 

capital-intensive, network enhancements to the existing transportation system, including: 

smart corridors, connector bus services, employment center circulation/distribution 

services and strategic roadway improvements.  

The eleven options were technically evaluated and ranked relative to one another, 

although not all of the anticipated evaluation measures could be applied in the Options 

Feasibility Study given the level of project detail. The resulting evaluation scores [A17] 

and environmental considerations [A18] were used by the Technical Committee to narrow 

the focus on the best performing options and to slightly improve (modify) the options, 

prior to consideration by elected officials.  

Based on technical merit, the Technical Committee formulated three System 

Recommendations [A19] for the consideration of the Policy Committee - one for each of 

three overall system designs: a Main Line System Recommendation, a Concentric System 

Recommendation and a Radial Reliant System Recommendation. In addition to the 

system recommendations of major capital investments, the Technical Committee 

forwarded a set of Supporting Recommendations [A20] regarding network enhancements 

to the existing transportation system, major capital investments and policy issues. 

With respect to System Recommendations, the Policy Committee made a preliminary 

decision to modify and pursue a proposed Main Line System for more detailed follow-on 

study. The Policy Committee also preliminarily approved the Supporting 

Recommendations [A20] as presented by the Technical Committee. The Policy 

Committee’s preliminary decisions were offered to the public for review and comment. In 

consideration of the public input received, the Policy Committee finalized their System 

Recommendation [A21] with no changes from the preliminary version and finalized their 

Supporting Recommendations [A22] with an additional Policy Issues strategy: to develop 

and apply access management policies. 



Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study 
Planning Process and Technical Documentation Summary 

Page 8 

The RTA developed the final decisions of the Policy Committee into an action plan. The 

Cook DuPage Corridor Action Plan presents the approved system, proposed projects, and 

supporting recommendations. It also presents specific timeframes and actions to clarify 

and guide the next steps.  

This Planning Process and Technical Documentation Summary is a complementary 

document to the Cook DuPage Corridor Action Plan. It describes the planning process, 

technical materials and decisions made during the course of the Options Feasibility Study. 

Detailed study information and key materials reviewed by the Cook DuPage Corridor 

study committees and/or by the general public during the course of the Options 

Feasibility Study are assembled in the appendix. 

This Planning Process and Technical Documentation Summary is one of four publications 

resulting from the Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study. Each publication is 

unique in its substance and available from the RTA, upon request:  

o Cook DuPage Corridor Action Plan;  

o Planning Process and Technical Documentation Summary; 

o Public Involvement Program Summary Report; and  

o Cook DuPage Corridor Profile.   
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II. Regional Cooperation and Public Participation  

Committee Structure, Roles and Responsibilities 

Three committees and one working group were established for the Options Feasibility 

Study: Policy Committee, Technical Committee, Citizen Advisory Committee and Corridor 

Planning Standards Working Group. Committee structure, composition, roles and 

responsibilities [A5] were designed by the RTA to ensure transparency and accountability, 

as to ensure an inclusive, balanced perspective.  

The RTA staff managed technical and communications work performed by consultants, 

and facilitated - but did not serve on - the study committees. Committee meetings and 

agenda items were coordinated through an integrated committee schedule [A6]. 

Policy Committee 

The Policy Committee was the executive, decision-making group for the Options 

Feasibility Study. The committee was comprised of eleven local elected officials 

[A23], with the Cook and DuPage county portions of the corridor equally 

represented, plus the City of Chicago. Their responsibilities were to: 

1) Provide input and formulate recommendations to the RTA at key decision 

points in the Study process, including decisions related to the following:  

• Problem Statement 

• Purpose and Need for corridor mobility improvements 

• Corridor Goals and Planning Standards 

• Recommendation of potential improvement options for feasibility 

consideration 

• Recommendation of specific alternatives for detailed analysis 

2) Communicate the varied viewpoints and perspectives of colleagues from 

within each respective jurisdiction of appointment.  

3) Provide leadership on behalf of local government through direct service on 

the Policy Committee, and engage professional staff in supporting roles. 

4) Ensure balanced, representative subregional participation, and ensure 

coordination with local and other subregional planning activities. 

5) Provide informed comment to media on behalf of all members of the Policy 

Committee and with the notification of RTA. 
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Technical Committee 

The Technical Committee reported to the Policy Committee and was comprised of 

twenty-four professionals [A23] from municipal, county, regional, state and 

federal governments, operating entities and planning agencies. The responsibilities 

of the Technical Committee were to: 

1) Provide high-level technical input and/or preliminary policy guidance to the 

RTA regarding key aspects of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, including: 

• Purpose and Need for corridor mobility improvements 

• Goals and objectives of corridor mobility improvements 

• Development of evaluation criteria 

• Potential options for feasibility consideration 

• Preliminary evaluation results 

• Recommendation and refinement of specific alternatives for detailed 

analysis 

2) Provide necessary agency and project data  

3) Review work products and findings  

4) Share perspective and develop consensus on recommendations 

5) Ensure coordination with other regional transportation planning activities 

6) Identify potential concerns and ways to resolve them 

 

Citizen Advisory Committee 

The Citizen Advisory Committee also reported directly to the Policy Committee and 

was comprised of seventeen members [A23] from civic, human service, business, 

tourism and professional organizations. Their responsibilities were to: 

1) Provide citizen-perspective guidance to the Policy Committee and RTA on 

the following: 

• Public Involvement Plan  

• Goals and objectives  

• Written and other communications to citizens, and Corridor community 

organizations and businesses  

• Groups/populations that may need special public outreach 

2) Monitor effectiveness of outreach strategies  
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3) Review and provide input on preliminary outreach strategies, materials & 

events 

4) Promote public awareness of Cook-DuPage Corridor Study and encourage 

participation of others 

5) Assist in dissemination of public materials and/or information, when 

possible 

6) Identify potential needs or concerns and ways to resolve them 

 

Corridor Planning Standards Working Group 

One working group was established on a task-specific basis: the Corridor Planning 

Standards Working Group [A23]. This working group was essentially comprised of 

but not limited to the local governments serving on the Technical Committee; 

participation was open to all Corridor communities. The responsibilities of the 

Corridor Planning Standards Working Group were to: 

1) Lead development of corridor planning standards 

2) Facilitate efforts to gather local data and develop community profiles 

3) Identify commonalities and differences among local values and community 

goals  

4) Promote local awareness of Cook-DuPage Corridor planning standards and 

encourage participation of others 

5) Identify potential needs or concerns and ways to resolve them 

 

Public Involvement 

Along with extensive committee participation, the RTA carried out a public involvement 

program to engage and solicit input from the public at-large. The public involvement 

program is described in the Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan (final version) 

[A8]. The Citizen Advisory Committee helped the RTA develop this program, and 

monitored its effectiveness throughout the Options Feasibility Study process. The Public 

Involvement Program Summary Report [A24] reviews the execution of the Public 

Involvement Plan and evaluates the effectiveness of the strategies in achieving the key 

goals of the public involvement program. Public information materials and public 

comments related to the Options Feasibility Study have been assembled in study archive 

binders at the RTA offices. 
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Two public comment periods were held during the course of the Options Feasibility Study. 

The first public comment period was held early in the study process, in June 2006. The 

second public comment period was held toward the end of the Options Feasibility Study, 

in March 2008. 

The purpose of the June 2006 public comment period was threefold:  

1) To inform the public about the study and its purpose,  

2) To obtain feedback on several draft and preliminary materials: 

o Draft Goals and Objectives [A25]  

o Draft Purpose and Need for Mobility Improvements [A26]  

o Evaluation Framework [A27]  

o Anticipated Evaluation Measures [A11]  

o Preliminary Public Involvement Plan [A28]  

3) To obtain early input on general mobility concepts [A12].  

Three public meetings were held at geographically dispersed locations in the corridor 

during the 30-day public comment period. These meetings were conducted in Cicero, 

Downers Grove and Wheaton. A slide presentation [A29] and visual materials presented 

information about the study, and  interactive display boards and a comment form [A30] 

facilitated input on the study items. Comments from the comment forms [31] and input 

submitted electronically or under separate cover were compiled by RTA staff and shared 

with the study committees. As a result, many of the items listed above as “draft” or 

“preliminary” were subsequently revised. These materials are further described and 

their final versions are referenced in Section III: Mobility Challenges and Opportunities of 

this document. 

The second public comment period was held in March 2008, after evaluation had taken 

place and an indication of preliminary decisions could be offered to the public. The 

purpose of the March 2008 public comment period was to provide information on the 

study and pending decisions, and to facilitate public input on: (1) the preliminary 

recommended transportation system [A32] and the projects proposed within it, and (2) a 

set of preliminary supporting recommendations [A20] to advance further study of the 

major capital investments and implement enhancements to existing transportation 

networks. Many technical resource documents discussed in Section 5: Evaluation and 
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Section 6: Outcomes were made available to the public as background materials to 

facilitate meaningful comment on the preliminary recommendations.  

Five public meetings were held at geographically dispersed locations in the corridor and 

downtown Chicago during the 30-day public comment period in March 2008. These 

meetings were conducted in downtown Chicago/Loop, Cicero, Oak Park, Lombard and 

Addison. A slide presentation [A33] presented background and current study information, 

with particular focus on the Policy Committee’s preliminary recommendations. An open 

question-and-answer session was offered after the presentation. A public comment form 

[A34] and the Cook DuPage Corridor study website facilitated public input on the 

preliminary recommendations. Comments from the comment forms [35] and a public 

comment period summary [36] were prepared by RTA staff and reviewed by study 

committees. The preliminary supporting recommendations were subsequently revised 

based on public comment. The final recommended system and supporting 

recommendations are further described and final versions are referenced in Section VI: 

Outcomes.
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III. Mobility Challenges and Opportunities  

Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis Findings 

Prior to the Options Feasibility Study phase, extensive research was undertaken through 

a Travel Market Analysis of the Cook DuPage Corridor study area. The travel market 

analysis described existing and future conditions in terms of demographics, geography 

and the transportation system. It identified nine major commuter travel patterns [A37] 

impacting the corridor and examined in great detail how well the transportation system 

serves or supports each of the patterns. The travel market analysis also identified four 

key mobility issues [A38] facing the Cook DuPage Corridor: 

o Access by transit to major employment centers in DuPage and West Cook;  

o Service quality of I-290;  

o Service quality of bus transit in terms of efficiency and convenience, 

especially for trips in Cook County requiring connecting CTA and Pace 

services; and  

o Service quality of arterials. 

The travel market analysis offered synthesized, factual information and important context 

for the Options Feasibility phase. All committee members received a copy of the Travel 

Market Analysis Final Report with an Executive Summary [A3] at the onset of this study 

phase.  

Problem Statement 

At the beginning of the Options Feasibility Study, a Problem Statement [A7] was formally 

approved by both the Policy Committee and Technical Committee at an initial, combined 

meeting on January 26, 2006. The Problem Statement conveyed a primary focus on the 

intersuburban and reverse commute for the mobility solutions to be developed and 

evaluated in the Options Feasibility Study. 

Preliminary Purpose and Need for Corridor Mobility Improvements 

A Preliminary Purpose and Need for Corridor Mobility Improvements [A9] was developed 

to describe the Cook DuPage Corridor and the mobility needs to be addressed by travel 

market and by mode, with supporting facts. The document also establishes goals and 

objectives as the basis for determining reasonable options.  
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The preliminary purpose and need was developed expressly for the Options Feasibility 

Study; it is an early planning guidance document and is not intended to serve as a NEPA 

document for any particular project. In fact, there were no actions proposed at the point 

in the planning process during which it was written. However, preliminary purpose and 

need may be useful as background information for a project-specific NEPA document of 

future proposed actions.  

Public comment was received on a draft version of the purpose and need document [A26] 

in June 2006, along with the draft goals and objectives. The Policy Committee 

subsequently made minor revisions and approved the final version [A9] in December 

2006.  

Goals and Objectives 

Before solutions to the problem statement were developed, a consensus set of goals and 

objectives [A10] were developed. Through a special working session of the Technical 

Committee in March 2006, seven goals were developed to describe (generally) what all 

potentially feasible solutions should be designed to achieve. The committee also 

developed a total of 37 measurable objectives to further specify how each of the goals is 

to be achieved.  

The Policy Committee reviewed and made minor revisions to the goals and objectives in 

May 2006, then released a draft for public comment [A25] in June 2006. Additional 

changes were subsequently made based on public comment. The Policy Committee 

formally approved the final version [A10] in December 2006.  

Corridor Planning Standards 

A corridor planning standards [A13] study component was undertaken in conjunction with 

the Options Feasibility Study. The RTA initiated the corridor planning standards 

component to bring local values, preferences and criteria into the early planning stages of 

long-range, major transportation investments.  

Local community planning officials from a broad range of the Cook DuPage Corridor 

communities developed guiding principles for the corridor planning standards at a 

September 2006 workshop. The Planning Standards Working Group transformed the 

guiding principles into measurable planning standards during fall 2006, and the Policy 

Committee reviewed and finalized the Cook DuPage Corridor Planning Standards in 
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December 2006. The final Cook DuPage Corridor Planning Standards [A14] are also 

referenced in the overall Goals and Objectives, under Goal 4: “Increase Community and 

Corridor Benefits”, as Objective 4: “Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards 

(supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and preferences)”. 

Following the Policy Committee’s approval of the final Cook DuPage Corridor Planning 

Standards, the Planning Standards Working Group developed potential performance 

measures [A15]. However, many of the approved Cook DuPage Corridor Planning 

Standards relate to advanced project development and design stages; therefore, the 

Working Group identified a subset of the corridor planning standards to apply in the 

current Options Feasibility evaluation process, with respect to Goal 4 Objective 4.
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IV. Transportation Options  

Options Development Process 

To begin the options development process, public input regarding mobility preferences 

was obtained during the June 2006 public comment period. The Technical Committee and 

RTA staff/consultant team utilized public feedback regarding generic, “conceptual options” 

to understand the perceived advantages and disadvantages of each of five concepts. The 

conceptual options provided the foundation for the development of project specific, 

“detailed options”.  

The detailed options were developed in successive meetings of the Technical Committee 

over several months, from July 2006 to November 2006. The initial version of the 

detailed options was developed by the RTA staff/consultant team, and was referred to as 

“Working Options”. Alphanumeric letters followed by conceptual option names identified 

these early, working options. Over time, and as the options were further developed by 

the committee and RTA team, the working options came to be called “Detailed Systems 

and Options.” The alpha reference and conceptual names were replaced with system titles 

and option numbers. This transition is further described in the sections that follow. 

Conceptual Options 

Five “conceptual options” [A12] - were developed for committee discussion and public 

input early in the Options development process: 

1. Hub and Spoke 

2. Multiple Hub and Spoke 

3. Grid Network 

4. Point-to-Point 

5. New Use of Existing System 

Each conceptual option represented a distinctly different approach to provide mobility for 

intersuburban and reverse commuters. While the conceptual options did not specify 

particular modes or alignments, each of the generic system designs had apparent 

advantages and limitations. Public feedback on advantages, disadvantages and 

preferences were used as the foundation for alternative system designs and to develop 

detailed system options. 
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Detailed System Options 

The Technical Committee decided not to eliminate any of the five designs prior to 

developing detailed options, in light of the relatively small proportion of the overall 

Corridor population represented by the number of public comments received. Rather, the 

committee decided to combine the conceptual options to their greatest apparent 

advantage as the basis for detailed options, as a way to meaningfully utilize the feedback 

received.  

The Technical Committee also offered the following general guidance at the onset of 

developing detailed options: 

o All potentially feasible modes should be considered in the options 

development process; 

o The options developed for evaluation should be manageable in number; 

o Each option should be developed into as strong a candidate as possible; 

o The development of multi-modal options were preferred; 

o Presuming that multiple projects are required to address the full range of 

goals and objectives for mobility improvements, the evaluation criteria 

should be applied to the combination (collection) of projects rather than to 

individual projects within the collection; and  

o Evaluation results could potentially be used to improve options. 

 

To initiate the development of detailed options, the RTA staff/consultant team prepared 

four “working options” [A39] (Options A, B, C and D) for the Technical Committee’s 

discussion in late July/early August 2006. For discussion purposes, staff also developed 

the following basic information for each of the options: 

o Description (“composite” map and narrative) 

o Major capital investments (highway and transit) 

o Variations (alternative or additional major capital investments to potentially 

consider)  

o Transfer and access points 



Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study 
Planning Process and Technical Documentation Summary 

Page 21 

o Other investments (highway and transit) – commuter rail and bus 

connectors 

o Smart arterial corridors (also referred to as ITS/TM&O improvements) 

o Travel markets served 

The working options maintained their base in the conceptual options, but each presented 

a specific combination of potential major capital investments to provide access to the six 

employment centers for the corridor’s reverse and inter-suburban commute travel 

markets. The major capital investments included in the working options were drawn from 

the region’s long-range transportation plan, and a few were developed specifically as part 

of this study process. 

Option A – Grid Network + Hub 

Option A combined the grid conceptual option and the hub-and-spoke conceptual 

option. It initially proposed the following major capital investments:  

o DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

o Cermak Road BRT 

o I-290 BRT 

o I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

Option A was revised through subsequent committee discussion and was later 

renamed the Main Line System. 

 

Option B – Grid Network + Multiple Hub 

Option B combined the grid concept with the multiple hub-and-spoke concept. It 

initially proposed the following major capital investments: 

o I-355 BRT (Bolingbrook to Schaumburg) 

o DuPage “J” Line BRT 

o IL 83 BRT south to I-55 

o I-290 BRT east to Harlem Ave. 
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o I-290 reversible HOV (Lake Street to Austin) 

Option B was revised through subsequent committee discussion and was later 

renamed the Concentric System. 

 

Option C – Grid Network 

Option C was developed as a grid concept. It initially proposed the following major 

capital investments: 

o STAR Line Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) 

o IL 83 DMU 

o Inner Circumferential DMU 

o Mid-City Transitway DMU 

o UP-West Line premium intersuburban/reverse commute service 

o I-290 reversible HOV to Lake Street 

Option C was revised through subsequent committee discussion and was later 

included as a Concentric System alternative to the previously described Option B. 

 

Option D – New Use of Existing System 

Option D was developed from a conceptual option of the same name to address 

corridor mobility needs with the existing transportation system, primarily through 

operational changes to all three Metra commuter rail lines in the corridor. Option D 

initially did not propose any major capital investments. Option D was revised 

through subsequent committee discussion and was later renamed the Radial 

Reliant System. 

 

Simultaneous to the RTA developing the initial working options, four special working 

sessions [A40] were held to explore and clarify issues that were identified by the RTA and 

consultant team as needing considerable focused discussion. The working sessions 

involved the participation of local and agency experts with working knowledge of each of 

the follow four respective topics: 
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1. I-290 Corridor  
 
2. Transportation Management and Operations (TM&O)  
 
3. DuPage “J” Line Tail and West Termini  
 
4. Circulation/Distribution Systems  

 

Work session participants were primarily employees of the organization/agencies 

represented on the Technical Committee, although not necessarily the same individual. In 

addition, the Circulation/Distributions Systems discussion benefited from the participation 

of the Chicagoland Bicycle Federation and the Center for Neighborhood Technology and 

their knowledge of bike and car-sharing programs, respectively. 

During the fall of 2006, the working options were further developed and were renamed to 

reflect three potential transportation system designs for the Cook DuPage Corridor: a 

Main Line system, a Concentric System or a Radial Reliant system. Within each of the 

three systems, three to five alternative combinations of potential major capital 

investments (projects) were developed for evaluation. The alternative combinations of 

projects within each system were referred to as “system options”.  

The specific combination of projects in each system option were intended to: 1) address 

the full set of approved goals and objectives; 2) enable the evaluation to discern 

differences among system options in terms of mode, location and/or magnitude of 

investment; and 3) provide informative evaluation results that subsequently could be 

used to improve one or more options in the same or another system.  

A total of eleven system options were developed among the three systems, representing 

varying subsets of over thirty unique potential major capital investments: 

Main Line System Options (Evaluated as Options 1-5) 

The Main Line system proposed focusing future investment in a core, east-west 

corridor, with additional new elements at each end of the east-west corridor to 

collect and distribute travelers to the corridor major employment centers. The five 

options of the Main Line system were specifically designed to explore differences 

among alternative potential locations and modes to serve as this system’s core, 

east-west corridor. Therefore, the three projects not in the core corridor were held 

constant among all five options.  
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Main Line System Option 1 

o I-290 BRT 

o I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes 

o DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

 
Main Line System Option 2 

o Blue Line extension to Oak Brook 

o DuPage J-Line BRT 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

 
Main Line System Option 3 

o Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus 

o DuPage J-Line BRT 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension  

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

 
Main Line System Option 4 

o I-290 HOV Lanes 

o I-290 BRT 

o Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 

o DuPage J-Line BRT 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

 
Main Line System Option 5 

o Cermak Road BRT 

o DuPage J-Line BRT 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

 

Concentric System Options (Evaluated as Options 6-8) 

The Concentric System focused future investment in new, concentric bands of 

north-south transportation improvements, in conjunction with a central east-west 
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mainline service to provide new mobility to the six major employment centers in 

the corridor. The proposed concentric system, combined with the existing rail and 

highway system, was envisioned to create a strong, high performance grid of 

transportation in the corridor. The three options of the Concentric System were 

designed to test varying system sizes, locations and modes for potential 

investment.  

Concentric System Option 1 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

o 1st Avenue BRT 

o IL 83 BRT 

o I-355/I-290 BRT 

o IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th Street) 

o I-290 / I-88 BRT (Mid-City to IL 59) 

o I-290 + Extension BRT 

o I-88 High Occupancy Vehicle/Toll (HOT) Lanes 

o I-290 + Extension HOV Lanes 

o I-355/I-290 HOT 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

 
Concentric System Option 2 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

o Inner Circumferential Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) Trains 

o I-355/I-290 BRT 

o I-355/I-290 HOT 

o I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Ave. to IL 59) 

o Blue Line/Forest Park extension to 1st Avenue 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

 
Concentric System Option 3 

o Mid-City Transitway, as Automated Guideway Transit/Rapid Transit 
(AGT/RT) 

o 1st Avenue AGT 

o IL 83 AGT 

o I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Ave. to IL 59) 

o Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
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Radial Reliant System Options (Evaluated as Options 9-11) 

The Radial Reliant system proposed new and significantly enhanced reliance on 

the three existing commuter rail lines to serve intersuburban and reverse 

commute travel in the Cook DuPage Corridor. Supplemental north-south 

transportation investments were included to ensure intersuburban travel patterns 

and connectivity with corridor employment centers were addressed. The 

magnitude of capital investment were successively decreased in Radial Reliant 

options, rather than substituted. 

Radial Reliant System Option 1 

o Metra Milwaukee District West (MD-W) Line commuter rail upgrade/new 
service 

o Metra Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line commuter rail upgrade/new service 

o Metra Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) commuter rail upgrade/new 
service 

o Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 

o I-290 / I-88 BRT 

o I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV + I-290 Extension reversible HOV 
(reverse commute orientation)  

o I-88 HOT 

o IL 83 BRT 

o I-355/I-290 BRT 

o I-355/I-290 HOT 

 
Radial Reliant System Option 2 

o Metra Milwaukee District West (MD-W) Line commuter rail upgrade/new 
service  

o Metra Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line commuter rail upgrade/new service 

o Metra Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) commuter rail upgrade/new 
service 

o Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 

o I-290 reversible HOV (reverse commute orientation) 

o IL 83 shoulder riding BRT 

o I-355/I-290 shoulder riding BRT 

 
Radial Reliant System Option 3  

o No major capital investments proposed  

o Express bus on selected expressways and arterial roadways 
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In addition, the Technical Committee more fully developed the following four categories 

of “other system improvements” to enhance overall corridor mobility:  

o smart corridors,  

o connector bus services,  

o employment center distribution/circulation services, and  

o strategic roadway improvements.  

The above four categories of system improvements were considered relatively low capital 

investments and service enhancements worth pursuing whether or not the major capital 

investments ultimately proceeded and at the same time were supportive of all eleven 

system options proposed for evaluation. 

In November 2006, the Technical Committee finalized a “Systems and Options Overview” 

[A16], which had formerly served as a working document. The Systems and Options 

Overview describes the three system designs, geographically depicts (maps) each of the 

eleven detailed options recommended by the Technical Committee for technical 

evaluation, and lists the specific combination of projects proposed within each option. It 

also depicts (maps) all of the recommended “other system improvements”, provides an 

indexed list of the strategic roadway investments, and lists the proposed universe of 

smart corridors and connector routes.  

The chairman of the Technical Committee presented the Systems and Options Overview 

to the members of the Policy Committee at a meeting in December 2006. The Policy 

Committee reviewed and approved the detailed options for evaluation, as presented by 

the Technical Committee. 
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V. Evaluation of Major Capital Projects 

Evaluation Methodology  

A draft Evaluation Methodology Framework [A27] and a set of anticipated evaluation 

measures [A11] were developed during the first few months of the Options Feasibility 

Study and made available for public comment in June 2006. These materials outlined the 

intended approach to evaluating detailed options against the approved goals and 

objectives [A10]. The evaluation criteria were established prior to developing the detailed 

options that they were intended to evaluate, in order to minimize bias. 

While the draft evaluation framework allowed for weight assignment among the goals, 

the Technical Committee decided that all seven goals should be weighed equally. The 

Technical Committee and Policy Committee both formally approved the evaluation 

methodology framework with the understanding that there would be no weighting among 

the goals, objectives or evaluation measures in the technical evaluation.  

With the consent of the Technical Committee, no formal committee action was taken on 

the anticipated performance measures. This was to enable the RTA staff/consultant team 

to efficiently substitute performance measures during the technical evaluation process 

due to data unavailability or data integrity issues, or if an anticipated performance 

measure did not distinguish differences among the options. During the evaluation 

process, RTA staff defined and tracked all evaluation measures [A41] that could be and 

were actually applied, as well as technical approach employed and related data sources. 

Any variation from the originally anticipated measures was brought to the attention of the 

Technical Committee during the course of the evaluation process.  

Physical, Operational, Service and Cost Assumptions  

Following December 2006 Policy Committee approval of the eleven proposed options for 

evaluation, general physical alignments and associated infrastructure (e.g., highway 

access ramps or transit stations) were developed for each segment of the major capital 

projects in order to develop project cost assumptions [A42]. Mode-specific, unit cost 

based assumptions were applied to project segments and associated facilities.  A “ soft 

cost” of 30% for engineering and a 25% “contingency cost” were then applied to the total 

of each project.  
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In January 2007, a special session on the proposed J Line BRT was held to discuss 

physical assumptions of this large project that was included in several of the options. 

While the project had been described conceptually in the DuPage Area Transit Plan 

(DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference, Oct. 2002), the special session served to 

address physical assumptions for each segment of the J Line proposal, including potential 

alignment and stations. 

Operating assumptions [A43] were developed for each system and option, as well as 

connectors and employment center distribution services. These assumptions defined and 

clarified the level of service associated with each major improvement and the proposed 

network enhancements. This information was used to develop the annual operating cost 

estimate for each system option. 

The physical, operational, service and cost assumptions were used to estimate each 

option’s total capital and operating costs, and to compare the overall cost of an option 

with its overall goal achievement (as a type of cost-effectiveness indicator) in the 

evaluation matrix. Technical Committee members from implementing agencies noted that 

the unit-cost based estimates developed in this Options Feasibility analysis are lower than 

current, more detailed cost estimates (in cases where more advanced work has been 

undertaken by lead agencies). However, the Technical Committee unanimously agreed 

that this would likely be the case for all projects and the most equitable approach to 

evaluation, given the varying status of refinement of projects included among the 

options.  

Evaluation Results 

The results of the technical evaluation of the eleven options were presented as an 

evaluation matrix [A17], distributed with an index of the projects [A44] in each option. 

For each option, a score was established for each of the seven goals. Scores among the 

options were normalized and scaled relative to each other [A45]. Because the Technical 

Committee had previously determined to weigh the individual goals equally, the total 

score for each option was simply calculated by adding the score of each goal together.  

The evaluation result for each option is presented on the first page of the evaluation 

matrix [A17].  Each subsequent page of the evaluation matrix document presents one of 

seven goals, with its corresponding objectives and performance measures. Both the 

scores and the actual quantified measure (or qualitative assessment) are shown for each 

option, so that differences among the options within a single goal could be examined.  
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Not all of the performance measures could be used due to lack of project detail at the 

Options Feasibility stage of planning. As indicated in the Evaluation Methodology Section 

of this document, RTA staff defined and tracked all evaluation measures [A41] that could 

be and were actually applied, as well as technical approach employed and related data 

sources.  

Of particular concern to the Technical Committee were measures related to “Goal 6: 

Reduce adverse environmental impacts”. While the number of wetlands, flood plains, 

natural habitats, historic properties, etc. were quantified within 100 feet of each assumed 

project’s centerline per the anticipated performance measures, and a total for each option 

could - for the most part - be tallied and scored, it was evident that the scores were very 

sensitive to the assumed alignment; this was a concern as only general alignments had 

been developed. Further, the actual impact on sensitive features was unknown and did 

not differentiate by mode, or existing field-conditions. The consensus of the Technical 

Committee was not to evaluate and “score” environmental factors at this point, but rather 

to undertake more detailed environmental analysis in conjunction with a smaller set of 

options in future study efforts and as part of the NEPA process. 

To address the goal of reducing adverse environmental impacts, the RTA prepared a 

detailed narrative describing and quantifying potential Environmental Considerations 

[A18] for each of the detailed options. Also, the performance measures related to Goal 6 

were quantified and presented in the evaluation matrix [A17] for information purposes, 

but the raw numbers for each option were not scaled relative to one another and did not 

play a role in the options score. The Environmental Considerations narrative enhanced 

the information presented in the matrix by identifying specific project segments 

contributing to the overall number of environmentally sensitive locations for each option.  

RTA staff developed narrative Draft Option Assessment Summaries [A46] for the 

discussion and information of the Technical Committee. The Options Assessment 

Summaries (also referred to as “findings sheets”) described each option and identified 

specific goals and objectives in which an option performed notably well or notably poorly. 

Overall potential strengths, areas of concern, and potential approaches to address the 

concerns were further noted. [Note: The findings for the six highest ranked options were 

subsequently focused upon and revised through Technical Committee discussion – see 

following section]. 
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The technical evaluation revealed that Concentric system Option 1 was the highest 

ranked option with a relative total score of 40. However, this option was also the largest 

and most expensive system option. Five options scored in the 28-29 range, four options 

scored in the 26-27 range, and Main Line Option 3 - with a relative score of 22 - was the 

lowest ranked option.  

It was unanimously agreed by the Technical Committee to focus on the six highest 

ranked options for further consideration. The six highest ranked options (with scores over 

28) are indicated by a “Round 2’” notation on the Detailed Options Index of Major Capital 

Projects [A44] and were dispersed among the three systems evaluated: 

o Main Line System: Options 1, 2 and 4 

o Concentric System: Options 1 and 2 

o Radial Reliant System: Option 1 

The Options Assessment Summaries for the six highest ranked options [A47] were then 

modified by the Technical Committee in a special working session. In particular, the 

“strengths” and “areas of concern” for each of the options were carefully considered, 

revised and rank-ordered by the Technical Committee members. 
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VI. Decision Making Outcomes 

Technical Committee Recommendations 

The Technical Committee formulated two types of recommendations for the consideration 

of the Policy Committee: system recommendations and supporting recommendations. 

The Technical Committee’s System Recommendations [A19] presented recommended 

combinations of major capital investments as alternative, potential systems for further 

study. The Technical Committee’s Supporting Recommendations [A20] presented 

actionable strategies to advance smart corridors, connectors, distribution services, policy 

matters and major capital investments. The supporting recommendations were the same 

for and relevant to all three of the forwarded system recommendations. 

System Recommendations (Major Capital Investments) 

In working sessions on May 24 and May 31, 2007, the Technical Committee developed 

one “system recommendation” for each of the three systems for the further consideration 

of the Policy Committee. The Technical Committee based each recommendation on the 

highest ranked option in each system. The Technical Committee used the evaluation 

results, environmental considerations and option assessment summaries to make minor 

revisions to strengthen each primary option and address potential weaknesses. 

Main Line System Recommendation 

The Technical Committee’s Main Line System recommendation focused mobility 

investment in a central main line corridor proximate to I-290. A bus rapid transit 

(BRT) line at each end of the Main Line corridor was additionally recommended for 

collection and distribution. In light of fairly similar evaluation results among Main 

Line options 1, 2 and 4, three different alternatives to serve as the I-290 main line 

corridor were recommended for further study. The Main Line system 

recommendation included the following proposed major capital investments: 

o DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

o I-290 Main Line Corridor Alternatives: 

1. I-290 BRT and I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes 

2. Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook 

3. I-290 BRT, HOV and Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave 
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o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

 

Concentric System Recommendation 

The Technical Committee’s Concentric System recommendation proposed six 

“concentric” north-south transportation corridors, supplemented by a major east-

west corridor investment and the extension of the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway. This 

system recommendation reflected Concentric Option 1, with a few modifications. 

Three I-290/I-88 corridor alternatives were recommended for further testing in 

lieu of the I-290/I-88 BRT project evaluated. In the 1st Ave. Corridor, a less 

capital-intensive Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) replaced the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

evaluated. Finally, the Inner Circumferential Rail project that was evaluated with 

Concentric Option 2 was included in the recommendation. The Concentric system 

recommendation included the following proposed major capital investments: 

o IL 59 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

o I-355 BRT and I-355 High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes 

o IL 83 BRT 

o Inner Circumferential Rail Line  

o 1st Avenue Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) 

o Mid-City Transitway BRT 

o I-88 Express Bus and I-88 HOT Lanes (from IL 59 to I-355) 

o I-88/I-290 Main Line Corridor Alternatives: 

1. Blue Line Extension to Yorktown (Lombard) 

2. I-290/I-88 Express Bus and HOT Lanes 

3. Blue Line Extension to Yorktown AND I-290/I-88 Express Bus and 

HOT Lanes  

o Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 

Radial Reliant System Recommendation 

The Technical Committee’s Radial Reliant system recommendation focused 

investment in the expansion and enhancement of existing radial rail and 

expressway systems. Two new, north-south capital investments were 
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recommended in the center of the corridor, as well as a short westward extension 

of the Blue Line to 1st Avenue (Maywood), to achieve connectivity to the corridor’s 

identified major employment centers. This system recommendation reflected 

Radial Reliant option 1, as it was evaluated. 

 

Supporting Recommendations 

The Technical Committee also forwarded a set of “Supporting Recommendations” [A20] 

to the Policy Committee. The supporting recommendations were essentially strategies 

and actions to advance the “other improvements” (smart corridors, connectors, 

employment center distribution/circulation services, and strategic roadway 

improvements). The supporting recommendations also addressed strategies and 

principles to advance major capital investments to further study, and identified policy 

actions to advance future corridor mobility. The Supporting Recommendations were a 

complement to all of the System Recommendations, and reflected the Technical 

Committee’s general consensus in previous discussion that the network enhancements 

may be just as important, or more important, than the major capital investments to 

improving corridor mobility.  

The Citizen Advisory Committee reviewed the Technical Committee’s recommendations in 

June 2007. The chair and vice-chair of the Policy Committee subsequently met with the 

Technical Committee chair and RTA staff to review the recommendations and many 

associated technical materials. Feedback from these meetings indicated that it was 

difficult to comprehend the very complex recommendations and to readily identify 

relevant pieces of background information from the many background materials. During 

the summer and fall of 2007, the RTA staff improved the presentation of the 

recommendations and supplemental technical information for easier comprehension by 

the Policy Committee and the general public.  

Policy Committee Recommendations 

The members of the Policy Committee received the Technical Committee’s 

recommendations in December 2007. For further preparation, Policy Committee members 

and when desired, their respective staff and/or their organization’s corresponding 

Technical Committee member, participated in individual or small group briefings [A48] in 

January 2008.  
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At the January briefings, RTA staff reviewed the background and pending 

recommendations with a PowerPoint presentation [A49] and then addressed any 

questions. Questions and Answers [A50] from all briefings were compiled and 

subsequently shared with all Policy Committee members and made available to the 

public.  The same PowerPoint presentation from the briefings was offered at the Policy 

Committee meeting on February 13, 2008.  

The Policy Committee reviewed and discussed the Technical Committee’s three system 

recommendations [19] to make a preliminary decision on which system and projects to 

further develop and consider in follow-on study. The February 2008 decision was 

considered preliminary so that public input could be obtained and the Policy Committee 

decision potentially revised, prior to finalization.  

The Policy Committee selected the Technical Committee’s Main Line system 

recommendation as the foundation for their preliminary decision and added two north-

south corridors from the Technical Committee’s Concentric recommendation to further 

enhance mobility. The Policy Committee also recommended considering various 

combinations and extents of a Blue Line extension, BRT and HOV in the I-290/I-88 

corridor. In addition, the Policy Committee preliminarily approved the Technical 

Committee’s Supporting Recommendations [A20], without change. 

The Policy Committee’s Preliminary System Recommendation [A32] and Preliminary 

Supporting Recommendations [A20] were the focus of a 30-day public review and 

comment period in March 2008.  To help inform the public about the nature and content 

of the pending decision, four public meetings were held at various locations in the Cook 

DuPage Corridor and one additional meeting was held in downtown Chicago. At the public 

meetings, a PowerPoint presentation [A33] was followed by an open, question and 

answer session. The meetings were not intended as public hearings and no oral testimony 

was taken. However, written comments were encouraged and were requested via 

comment form, personal letter, or e-mail. Nearly 900 individual comments were received 

from approximately 150 citizens and/or organizations. 

RTA staff carefully reviewed the comments and summarized the results. The Citizen 

Advisory Committee and the Technical Committee reviewed the public comment form 

summary [A35], along with a public comment period summary [A36], in April 2008. 

Based on the results, both of the two committees recommended no change to the Policy 
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Committee’s preliminary system recommendation, and to add a supporting 

recommendation to include the development of access control policies. 

The Policy Committee convened on May 14, 2008 to reconsider their preliminary 

recommendations in light of public input and the guidance of the technical Committee and 

Citizen Advisory Committee. The Policy Committee discussed and unanimously approved 

the System Recommendation [A21] as final, with no change, and unanimously approved 

a final set of Supporting Recommendations [A22] with the inclusion of one additional 

strategy to develop and apply access control policies under the Policy Issues heading. 

Action Plan 

An Action Plan for the Cook DuPage Corridor was developed by the RTA to communicate 

the outcome of the Options Feasibility Study. The Cook DuPage Corridor Action Plan 

presents: (1) the Policy Committee’s final recommended transportation system for further 

study and recommended network enhancements, (2) potential implementation issues 

that need to be addressed and (3) a “roadmap” of coordinated activities over the next 

several years to advance the proposed Cook DuPage Corridor mobility improvements. The 

Supporting Recommendations are presented as critical actions and strategies; potential 

leaders, key participants and anticipated timeframes for completion are presented.  The 

Action Plan will be forwarded to the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning, the 

Chicago region’s metropolitan planning organization, for consideration and potential 

integration in the next long range transportation plan (LRTP) for northeastern Illinois. 

Next Steps 

The System Analysis is the third study phase of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. The 

scope of the Cook DuPage Corridor System Analysis will be determined during the 

summer of 2008 and its focus will be to further refine, evaluate and prioritize proposed 

major capital investments. Network enhancements (supporting recommendations) will be 

advanced through the variety of avenues described in the Action Plan. 
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1.0 Introduction 
 
A well conceived statement of the transportation problems for which potential options are 
being analyzed is a key early step in the corridor planning process.  Although it is 
specifically required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of Draft and 
Final Environmental Impact Statements, a concise direct purpose and need statement can 
help guide the conduct of any corridor level analysis.  Purpose and need establishes the 
problems that must be addressed, serves as the basis for development of goals and 
objectives and provides the framework for determining which alternatives should be 
considered as reasonable options. 
 
The Cook-DuPage Phase II Options Feasibility study will refine selected projects from the 
2030 Regional Transportation Plan and develop new conceptual transit and highway options 
specifically to address the Purpose and Need for mobility improvements in the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor.  The new conceptual options will represent various mode and alignment 
combinations and varying service strategies that are likely to include: 1) making new use of 
the existing system; 2) hub and spoke; 3) grid network; and 4) key transit corridors with 
direct point-to-point express and local service.  Potential options will constitute very 
different ways of accomplishing the same desired results.  Complete, options will likely be 
composed of major capital projects, management and operations improvements and service 
delivery strategies; will need to meet goals sufficiently well and be defined in enough detail 
for the public to understand. 
 
This draft preliminary Purpose and Need Statement will provide the basis for consideration 
of transportation alternatives to improve mobility in the Cook-DuPage Corridor, and for 
decision making and recommended actions identified in the Options Feasibility Phase that 
are carried forward for further study.  The need identifies and describes underlying corridor 
mobility problems or deficiencies to be solved and provides supporting facts and analysis.  
The purpose is made up of a set of one or more goals and quantified, measurable objectives 
that must be met to a degree that sufficiently fulfills the underlying need.  
 
This purpose and need statement is a statement of a transportation problem based on 
collective analysis of major travel markets; it is not a statement of Purpose and Need for 
any proposed action since a specific action has not yet been identified.  Nevertheless, this 
purpose and need statement is specific enough to generate conceptual options that may 
potentially evolve into specific projects or actions.   
 
It is anticipated that federal actions, federal projects and federal funding will likely be a part 
of the implementation plan for mobility improvements in the Cook-DuPage Corridor.  
Accordingly, this Purpose and Need can also serve as the foundation for development of a 
Statement of Purpose and Need for a specific action for which NEPA review is required.  
Based on the outcome of the Options Feasibility Study, the Purpose and Need will be revised 
to reflect resulting proposed actions or Locally Preferred Alternatives. 
 
1.1 Summary of Purpose and Need 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor study will identify the need for major mobility improvements in 
the corridor, and develop and evaluate potential major transportation investments to 
address stated needs.  The overall goal is to find the most effective and desired 
transportation system improvements for this portion of the Chicago metropolitan area. 
 
The Travel Market Analysis (December 2005) indicates four critical mobility issues of the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor: 
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(a) Transit access to major employment centers; 


(b) Service quality of I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway); 


(c) Service quality of bus transit; and 


(d) Service quality of arterials. 
 
The first two issues potentially warrant major capital investment: 1) Improving transit 
access to major employment centers, and 2) Improving service quality of I-290.  The Travel 
Market Analysis also found that a system-wide approach to addressing traffic flow problems 
and transit coordination issues is critical to affect a meaningful level of improvement, and 
that any new Corridor transportation investment proposal should strive to improve (and at a 
minimum, maintain) the current levels of bus and arterial service quality. 
 
1.1.1 Problem Statement 
 
The problem statement adopted by Corridor Technical and Policy committees on January 26, 
2006 is as follows: 
 


A significant increase in population and jobs has occurred in suburban areas of 
Northeastern Illinois over the past several decades. Major regional employment centers 
have emerged in and around the Cook-DuPage Corridor, offering new work locations for 
both city and suburban residents. As a result, both DuPage county and Cook county are 
currently net importers of workers. Corridor employment growth is anticipated to far 
outpace population change in the next 30 years. 
 
Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in travel 
patterns. While the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago remains strong, 
there has been a large increase in intersuburban and reverse commute travel. The 
existing Corridor transportation system was established to serve the traditional commute 
to downtown Chicago. The system does not provide a sufficient level of service and/or 
range of options to address the high growth travel patterns to Corridor employment 
centers. This deficiency is most acute for reverse and intersuburban travel markets 
where transit options are limited or non-existent. 


 
1.1.2 Goals 
 
Goals and objectives articulate the desired end-state and are the basis for evaluation 
measures that assess how well potential transportation system improvement options 
address corridor mobility needs.  The following seven goals will serve as direction setting 
principles for the development and evaluation of transportation options, and will be taken 
collectively in the development and consideration of options. 
 


1. Increase Availability and Efficiency of Transit for Reverse Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers; 


2. Increase Availability and Efficiency of Transit for Intersuburban Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers; 


3. Improve Highway and Transit Service Quality in I-290 Travel Corridor; 


4. Increase Community and Corridor Benefits; 


5. Increase Regional Benefits; 
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6. Reduce Adverse Environmental Impacts; and 


7. Increase Cost Effectiveness. 
 
1.2 Background 
 
The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) is undertaking the Cook-DuPage Corridor 
Study in partnership with the Illinois Department of Transportation to examine potential 
major transportation system improvements to address the mobility needs in Chicago’s west 
side and the western suburbs of the Chicago metropolitan area.  The travel needs of the 
Corridor are of a magnitude that potentially warrants a major transportation 
improvement(s) (capital projects over $100 million); as such, the Cook DuPage Corridor 
study is being undertaken consistent with Major Investment Study and Federal Transit 
Administration New Starts requirements.   
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor is recommended for multi-modal analysis in the region’s 2030 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) adopted by the Chicago Area Transportation Study Policy 
Committee in October 2003.  The plan includes a number of proposed projects in Chicago’s 
west side and the western suburbs,, including rapid transit and commuter rail upgrades and 
extensions, new commuter rail and bus rapid transit lines, and additional lanes on interstate 
highways.  Some of these projects are authorized for preliminary engineering in the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).  
The goal of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study is to identify the most effective and desired 
transportation investments to improve mobility in this heavily traveled portion of the 
Chicago metropolitan region.   
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis (TMA), the first phase in the RTA’s 
corridor planning process describes existing conditions and expected future trends in the 
corridor for demographics, employment, and transportation services and usage.  It also 
identifies the most significant and regular travel patterns for which the transportation 
system is not currently providing a sufficient level of service and/or range of mobility 
options; and for which a significant investment in the transportation system may be 
warranted to improve mobility of the affected travelers.  Nine distinct travel markets were 
identified and evaluated among Traditional, Reverse and Inter-suburban commute 
categories.  The Travel Market Analysis study phase, completed in December 2005 identifies 
the major mobility issues impacting the corridor:  


(a)  Transit access to major employment centers; 


(b)  Service quality of I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway); 


(c)  Service quality of bus service; and 


(d)  Service quality of arterials. 
 
The first two warrant potentially major capital investment.  The other two may warrant 
capital investment, although not likely major capital investments, as they fall more into the 
category of service operations and system management issues.  The four mobility problems 
are all very important and are interrelated.  While the Cook-DuPage Corridor study will keep 
the first two as its focus, solutions for the first two should strive to help and definitely not 
hinder the other two. 
 
Based on the results of the Travel Market Analysis and reaction from local stakeholders, the 
RTA is proceeding to Phase II of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study – Options Feasibility.  
Phase II will define and screen on a high level a comprehensive list of multi-modal options 
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that will serve the intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets; and respond to the 
major mobility needs identified in the Travel Market Analysis.  New potential projects 
generated as part of this Options Feasibility study to meet identified corridor mobility needs, 
as well as several RTP project proposals, will be considered.  This phase will produce a small 
set of options that are capable of achieving technical and policy objectives for further 
analysis. 
 
By undertaking the Cook-DuPage Corridor Phase II Options Feasibility Study the RTA is 
establishing outline parameters for subsequent alternatives analysis, NEPA documentation, 
preliminary engineering, project funding and implementation. 
 
1.3 Relationship to Regional and Local Transportation Plans 
 
Responsibility for maintaining, improving, and expanding highway and transit infrastructure 
is shared by many entities.  The Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS), led by a Policy 
Committee composed of county and local government representatives as well as regional 
planning agencies, transportation agencies and federal funding/oversight agency 
representatives, is the Metropolitan Planning Organization responsible for regional 
transportation planning in northeastern Illinois, consisting of Cook, DuPage, Kane, Kendall, 
Lake, McHenry and Will counties, and a portion of Grundy county. Long-range planning for 
the regional transportation system helps provide the coordination needed to address 
mobility, cost efficiency, and environmental protection.  
 
The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) has jurisdiction over the expressway 
system and many of the region’s major arterials.  Meanwhile, the Illinois State Toll Highway 
Authority (ISTHA) has jurisdiction over tollway routes.  County and local units of 
government control other roads.  
 
Transit services and infrastructure fall under the purview of the Regional Transportation 
Authority (RTA) and its three service boards:  the Chicago Transit Authority (CTA), Metra 
commuter rail, and Pace suburban bus, along with other private transportation providers.  
In addition, Metra’s commuter rail operations depend largely on tracks owned by freight 
railroads such as the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific who have jurisdiction 
over their own lines.  Within the Cook DuPage Corridor Metra operates three commuter rail 
lines.  The Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) operates three rapid transit lines and fixed route 
bus service.  Pace operates fixed route bus service, American Disabilities Act paratransit 
service, and vanpool services.  CATS’ Share-the-drive provides regional rideshare services.  
 
1.3.1 Relationship to Regional Transportation Plan 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor is itself one of several multi-modal study corridors named in the 
region’s 2030 Regional Transportation Plan.  Multi-modal study corridors integrate analysis 
and evaluation of RTP strategic, system, project and corridor recommendations.  A number 
of major capital projects that could potentially improve mobility for the major travel markets 
of the Cook-DuPage Corridor are included in the region’s 2030 Regional Transportation Plan. 
Of the Plan's over 50 major capital projects, 11 aim to address mobility improvements in the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor (see Table 2.4 on page 18).  However, the RTP projects were identified 
prior to the Cook-DuPage Travel Market Analysis and were not developed specifically to 
address the mobility needs of the Cook-DuPage travel markets upon which they may have 
an impact.   
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1.3.2 Local Plans 
 
Most of the counties and municipalities in Northeastern Illinois have adopted 
comprehensive, land use and/or transportation plans.  The DuPage Area Transit Plan serves 
as the official transit plan for DuPage County.  Corridor Planning Standards is an important 
companion effort in which the RTA is assisting local officials from corridor communities to 
develop supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and preferences with which to 
consider corridor improvement options. 
 
2.0 Corridor Definition 
 
2.1 Description of Cook-DuPage Corridor 
 
The study area, known as the Cook-DuPage Corridor and shown in blue in Figure 2.1 
extends approximately 27 miles east to west from Cicero Avenue (IL 50) in the city of 
Chicago to the Kane/DuPage county line. Metra’s Milwaukee District-West and Burlington 
Northern Santa-Fe commuter lines form the north and south boundaries, respectively. The 
corridor spans two counties, 51 suburban municipalities and the far west side of Chicago; 
furthermore, the Corridor represents over 1 million residents, 750,000 jobs and nearly 
800,000 daily work trips that either begin or end in the corridor. The Cook-DuPage Corridor 
comprises 13% of the region’s population, 15% of the region’s employment and 22% of the 
region’s daily work trips. 
 
Jobs exceed the resident workforce in the corridor; the corridor must import workers. 
Employment is projected to continue to outpace population growth, meaning reliance on 
people living outside the corridor to fill jobs inside the corridor will increase.  The six key 
employment centers in and around the corridor are as follows: 
 


(a) Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle; 


(b) Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook area; 


(c) Elmhurst/Addison; 


(d) Thorndale Avenue Corridor; 


(e) Schaumburg (along IL 53/I-355/I-290); and 


(f) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital (Maywood). 
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Figure 2.1: Cook DuPage Corridor  Source:  Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
 
Transportation is a major feature of the land in the corridor. Four interstate highways 
traverse the corridor along with three radial commuter rail lines. In addition, three Chicago 
Transit Authority rapid transit lines extend into the far eastern portion of the corridor. An 
extensive grid of arterials serves local and sub-regional travel. Three of the region’s 
Interstate highways, the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290), the Ronald Reagan Memorial 
Tollway (I-88), and the Tri-State Tollway (I-294) converge near the center of the corridor in 
Hillside. Farther west in DuPage County, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway and the 
North-South Tollway (I-355) converge between Downers Grove and Lisle. 
 
2.2 Travel Market Area 
 
To identify major travel patterns in an area as large and complex as the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor, an expanded definition of the travel market area was made to account for both 
corridor-specific travel as well as for travel to/from the corridor and neighboring areas.  The 
travel market area shown in green in Figure 2.2 covers the central portion of the six county 
Chicago metropolitan area.  It includes all of DuPage and Kane counties, central and 
northwest Cook county and northwest Will county. 
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2.3 Existing Roadway System  2.3 Existing Roadway System  
  
The current roadway system includes 
expressways, tollways, and other major 
arterials in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
Interstate highways either radiate from 
or bypass the city of Chicago. The 
arterial highways are more closely 
spaced to a grid network, with diagonals 
radiating northwest and southwest from 
Chicago. 


The current roadway system includes 
expressways, tollways, and other major 
arterials in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
Interstate highways either radiate from 
or bypass the city of Chicago. The 
arterial highways are more closely 
spaced to a grid network, with diagonals 
radiating northwest and southwest from 
Chicago. 
  
The principal arterial system is 
comprised of expressways, tollways, and 
other principal arterial roads and is the 
main focus of the highway transportation 
system for this corridor (Figure 2.3).  
The expressway and tollway system 
serves as the highway backbone, with 
the arterial system supporting it. 
 


The principal arterial system is 
comprised of expressways, tollways, and 
other principal arterial roads and is the 
main focus of the highway transportation 
system for this corridor (Figure 2.3).  
The expressway and tollway system 
serves as the highway backbone, with 
the arterial system supporting it. 
 
ThThe interstate system in the Chicago 


94 (Tri-State Tollway) 


 
he Cook-DuPage Corridor lies within the western wedge formed by I-90 and I-55. The 


.3.1 Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) 


ithin the corridor, I-290 is known as the Eisenhower Expressway and the I-290 Extension. 
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area provides access to, through, and 
around the city of Chicago and its 
suburbs. The Chicago interstate system 
is comprised of routes that either radiate 
out from or bypass the city center. The 
interstates that provide access to 
downtown Chicago are I-94 (Dan Ryan 
Expressway), I-55 (Stevenson Express-
way), I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway), 
and I-90 (Kennedy Expressway). Bypass  
routes include I-2
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TT
interstate highway system within the Corridor consists of I-290, I-294, I-355, and I-88.  
I-290 and I-88 are generally east-west highways, while I-294 and I-355 are north-south 
highways. Three of the four interstates within the corridor come together near Hillside, 
where I-294, I-88, and I-290 converge. 
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I-290 and I-88 are generally east-west highways, while I-294 and I-355 are north-south 
highways. Three of the four interstates within the corridor come together near Hillside, 
where I-294, I-88, and I-290 converge. 
 
22
  
WW
The Eisenhower Expressway refers to the section of I-290 that runs from downtown Chicago 
to the interchange with the Tri-State (I-294) and Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollways (I-88). 
The I-290 Extension refers to the section of I-290 west of the Tri-State to I-90. The 
Eisenhower Expressway is the major east-west highway within the Cook portion of the 
corridor, comprised of eight travel lanes (four lanes in each direction) from the eastern 
corridor limits at Cicero Avenue (IL 50) to Austin Boulevard.  From Austin Boulevard to 25th 
Avenue, the Eisenhower has six lanes.  West of 25th Avenue and until the Hillside 
interchange with I-88 and I-294 the Eisenhower has a total of eight lanes.  
 


The Eisenhower Expressway refers to the section of I-290 that runs from downtown Chicago 
to the interchange with the Tri-State (I-294) and Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollways (I-88). 
The I-290 Extension refers to the section of I-290 west of the Tri-State to I-90. The 
Eisenhower Expressway is the major east-west highway within the Cook portion of the 
corridor, comprised of eight travel lanes (four lanes in each direction) from the eastern 
corridor limits at Cicero Avenue (IL 50) to Austin Boulevard.  From Austin Boulevard to 25th 
Avenue, the Eisenhower has six lanes.  West of 25th Avenue and until the Hillside 
interchange with I-88 and I-294 the Eisenhower has a total of eight lanes.  
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Figure 2.3: Existing Roadway System, 2005  Source:  Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT)


he I-290 Extension, through the junction of the Eisenhower and the Tri-State Tollway, 


lthough it is a limited access highway, the Eisenhower Expressway/I-290 Extension has full 


 
 
T
becomes a four lane highway (two lanes in each direction) until reaching the bridge 
structure over the Union Pacific Railroad.  Between the Union Pacific overpass and North 
Avenue (IL 64) the I-290 Extension widens to six lanes.  After North Avenue, the I-290 
Extension becomes a 10-lane highway until the Lake Street interchange.  For a brief 
distance of approximately one mile, US 20 (Lake Street) is routed on I-290.  From the Lake 
Street interchange to the North-South Tollway (I-355), the I-290 Extension maintains six 
travel lanes.  North of the I-290/Tollway junction, the I-290 Extension is 10 lanes until it 
exits the corridor at the Metra Milwaukee District West Line overpass.  Outside of the 
corridor, the I-290 Extension drops back down to eight lanes. 
 
A
interchanges at roughly one mile intervals as it courses through the corridor.  From east to 
west, full interchanges are located at Central Avenue, Austin Boulevard, Harlem Avenue, 1st 
Avenue, 17th Avenue, 25th Avenue, Mannheim Road, Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway, Tri-
State Tollway, St. Charles Road, North Avenue, Lake Street, York Road, Illinois 83 and the 
North-South Tollway.  
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2.3.2 Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) 
 
The Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) extends west of the Eisenhower Expressway 
and starts close to the interchange with the Tri-State Tollway (I-294).  Together with the 
Eisenhower, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway is the major east-west highway in the 
corridor.  For a length of approximately 13 miles until it reaches Washington Street 
(Naperville), the tollway has a width of six lanes (three lanes in each direction). Between 
Washington Street and Illinois 59, the Tollway is eight lanes wide (four lanes in each 
direction).  Past Illinois 59, the Tollway is four lanes wide (two lanes in each direction) until 
it exits the corridor at the Kane-DuPage county line.  
 
Interchange spacing on the Tollway system is typically greater than on the Expressway 
system and therefore access/egress opportunities are generally more limited.  This is a 
legacy of the lower development densities in suburban areas that prevailed when the 
Tollway system was designed and built in the late 1950s and the desire to achieve an 
optimum balance between costs and revenue.  As development and traffic have increased 
over time, new interchanges have been added.   
 
A mix of full and partial interchanges provides access and egress to/from the Ronald Reagan 
Memorial Tollway in the corridor.  Full interchanges are provided at intersecting elements of 
the Tollway system – the North-South (I-355) and Tri-State Tollways (I-294).  At its east 
end, I-88 is marked by a series of closely spaced, partial interchanges at York Road, Spring 
Road, Illinois 83, and Midwest Road.  Because of their relative close proximity, a pair of 
partial interchanges at Ogden Avenue (via I-355) and Illinois 53 functions as a full 
interchange.  At the far west end of the corridor, full interchanges are located at Naperville 
Road, Winfield Road and Illinois 59 in the space of five miles.  Further west, just over the 
Kane/DuPage county line in Aurora, full interchanges are located at Farnsworth Avenue, 
Illinois 31 and Orchard Road.  
 
2.3.3 Tri-State Tollway (I-294) 
 
The Tri-State Tollway (I-294) from Hinsdale in the south to Schiller Park in the north travels 
in a predominantly north-south direction within the corridor. The Tri-State Tollway has eight 
travel lanes (four lanes in each direction) for its 11 miles within the corridor and has 
connections with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway and the Eisenhower Expressway near 
Hillside. Within the corridor, the Tri-State Tollway (I-294) features full interchange access at 
Ogden Avenue, Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) and the Eisenhower Expressway. 
Access to and egress from I-294 is limited at the Cermak Road, Roosevelt Road and Lake 
Street/North Avenue interchanges. 
 
2.3.4 North-South Tollway (I-355) 
 
The North-South Tollway is the major north-south highway through the DuPage portion of 
the corridor.  It has six travel lanes (three lanes in each direction) from the southern 
boundary of the corridor to the interchange with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway. 
Through the interchange with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway, the North-South 
Tollway adds and drops lanes until it exits the junction and returns to six lanes. The North-
South Tollway maintains six lanes north of the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway junction to 
the junction with I-290. After the merge with I-290, the highway increases to 10 travel 
lanes until it exits the corridor.  Toll plazas exist from Lisle in the south to the interchange 
with Army Trail Road in Addison just before the merge with I-290. The North-South Tollway 
(I-355) has full interchanges at two to three mile intervals within the corridor. From north to 
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south, these are located at Army Trail Road, North Avenue, Roosevelt Road, Butterfield 
Road, Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway, and Ogden Avenue. 
 
2.3.5 The Hillside Interchange 
 
Three of the region’s interstate highways, the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290), Ronald 
Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88), and Tri-State Tollway (I-294) converge near the center of 
the corridor in Hillside. The present day Hillside Interchange is the result of events that 
occurred in the initial planning of the Chicago area expressway and tollway systems in the 
1940s and 1950s.  
 
In 2003, at the Hillside Interchange, the Eisenhower Expressway had an AADT of about 
187,000 vehicles, the Tri-State had an AADT of 143,000, and the Ronald Reagan Memorial 
Tollway had an AADT of about 100,000. This constitutes a total of about 430,000 vehicles 
using the Hillside Interchange on any given day, a testimony to the fact that it is among the 
busiest in the nation. 
 
2.3.6 Arterial Highways 
 
The arterial roads comprise the primary arterial system and form a grid system more so 
than the expressways and tollways.  
 
The east-west arterial roadways within the corridor include: 
 


(a) IL 19 (Irving Park Road); 


(b) U.S. 20 (Lake Street); 


(c) Stearns Road; 


(d) Army Trail Road (DuPage portion); 


(e) Grand Avenue; 


(f) IL 64 (North Avenue); 


(g) IL 38 (Roosevelt Road); 


(h) IL 56 (Butterfield Road); 


(i) 22nd Street/Cermak Road; and 


(j) U.S. 34 (Ogden Avenue). 
 
The north-south arterial roadways within the corridor include the following: 
 


(a) IL 59 (Sutton Road); 


(b) County Farm Road; 


(c) Naperville Road; 


(d) Schmale Road; 


(e) Roselle/Bloomingdale Road; 


(f) IL 53 (Bryant/Rohlwing/Lincoln Road); 


(g) IL 83 (Kingery Highway); 


(h) U.S. 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road); 
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(i) IL 171 (1st Avenue); 


(j) IL 43 (Harlem Avenue); and 


(k) IL 50 (Cicero Avenue). 


 
2.4 Existing Transit Service 
 
Transit services currently operating in the Cook DuPage Corridor include Metra commuter rail, CTA 
rapid transit service and fixed route bus service, and Pace bus service (Figure 2.4) 
  


 
Figure 2.4: Existing Transit Service, 2005  Source:  Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
 
2.4.1 Commuter Rail Service 
 
Metra lines that serve the Cook-DuPage Corridor include the Burlington Northern Santa-Fe (BNSF), 
the Union Pacific West (UP-W) and the Milwaukee District West (MD-W) lines.  Like all other Metra 
commuter rail lines, the BNSF, UP-W, and MD-W are oriented toward downtown Chicago and function 
primarily to bring suburban workers to and from job locations in downtown Chicago Monday through 
Friday.  Train schedules are designed to optimize travel times between the suburbs and downtown 
Chicago in the morning, and in the reverse direction in the evening.  Other types of corridor travel, 
such as trips between suburban communities (intermediate trips) and reverse commute trips from 
Chicago to the suburbs during the morning peak are also served, but within the context of Metra’s 
peak direction schedule. 
 
Weekday train service and schedules for full service lines feature a combination of express 
and local trains during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, with local trains running during off-
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peak hours (midday and evening).  Metra defines a.m. peak operations as trains that arrive 
to or depart from downtown between the start of service to 9:15 a.m.  Peak operations in 
the p.m. refer to trains that arrive to or depart from downtown from 3:30 p.m. to 6:45 p.m.  
Table 2.1 summarizes the frequency and distribution of service on each line. 
 


 Weekday Service 


Suburb to Chicago  


CBD Commute Reverse Commute Weekend Service 


Metra 


Line 


Eastbound 


Trains 


Westbound 


Trains 


Eastbound 


Morning 
Peak 


Trains 
(Start to 


9:15 a.m.) 


Westbound 


Afternoon 
Peak 


Trains 
(3:30 to 


6:45 p.m.) 


Westbound 


Morning 
Peak 


Trains 
(Start to 


9:15 a.m.) 


Eastbound 


Afternoon 
Peak 


Trains 
(3:30 to 


6:45 p.m.) 


Saturday 


Trains in 
Both 


Directions 


Sunday 


Trains in 
Both 


Directions 


MD-W 29 29 14 13 5 4 24 18 


UP-W 29 30 14 14 6 3 20 18 


BNSF 47 47 31 23 9 7 28 18 
Table 2.1:  Corridor Commuter Trains per Day by Metra Line,  Source:  Metra On-Line, www.metrarail.com 
 2005 


A mode of access survey conducted by Metra in 2002 found that the most common modes 
of access to the train stations include autos, drop-offs, walk, bus and carpools.  Except for 
the Naperville station which has the most extensive feeder bus system of all stations, auto 
access to most of the rail stations in the corridor ranges from about 70 to about 80 percent. 
 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF):  This line extends west from downtown Chicago 
(Union Station) to Aurora, a one-way distance of approximately 38 miles.  This is the most 
heavily used rail line through the corridor, serving communities in Cook, DuPage, and Kane 
counties.  This triple-track railroad line has been designed to support intense operations and 
is used by 106 daily commuter trains including deadheads (trains that return to the terminal 
providing no passenger service), over 100 freight trains and six daily Amtrak trains with 
stops at LaGrange and Naperville. 
 
On a typical weekday 48 trains operate inbound to Chicago from the western suburbs.  Of 
these, 31 are scheduled during the a.m. peak period and seven during the p.m. peak.  
Outbound service consists of 47 trains per weekday.  Of the outbound trains, nine operate 
in the a.m. peak and 23 in the p.m. peak.  Not all of these Metra commuter trains operate 
over the complete length of the line.  Stations with the highest number of weekday 
boardings include Route 59, Naperville, Downers Grove, and Lisle. 
 
With its frequent service and fast peak-period express trains, the BNSF carries more 
commuters than any other Metra line. In 2002, the line averaged 52,479 weekday trips 
(26,370 inbound and 26,109 outbound), or 19 percent of Metra’s total weekday passengers 
for all lines. Ninety percent of these passenger trips occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak 
periods spanning a total of eight hours. Nearly all (23) of the line’s 26 stations are located in 
the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Route 59 and Naperville stations rank first and second in 
terms of total weekday boardings out of 236 outlying Metra stations with 5,001 and 3,734 
boardings, respectively. The Downers Grove Main Street station and Lisle station rank fourth 
and sixth with 2,371 and 2,204 boardings, respectively. 
 
Park-and-ride facilities along the BNSF are among Metra’s largest in capacity.  Each of the 
BNSF’s three westernmost stations (Aurora, Route 59, and Naperville) had more than 1,000 
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parking spaces available in 2001. The Route 59 station is Metra’s largest park and ride 
facility and has a capacity of nearly 4,000 parking spaces.  Additionally, the BNSF has five 
remote park-and-ride lots in Naperville, Bolingbrook, and Burr Ridge with connections 
provided by Pace bus routes.  
 
Union Pacific-West (UP-West) Line:  This line extends west from downtown Chicago 
(Ogilvie Transportation Center) through Geneva to Elburn, a one-way distance of 
approximately 44 miles.  The line runs through the center of DuPage County and into 
central Kane County.  This line is also a major freight route, being the UP’s mainline 
between Chicago and the west coast.  Double and triple track territory alternate on the  
UP-W Line between downtown Chicago and Elburn but it operates more like a double track 
railroad as far as Metra is concerned.  The rail line averages 140 trains each weekday, which 
is composed of 67 Metra trains, including dead heads, and between 70 and 75 freight trains.  
Metra commuter service was extended west from Geneva to Elburn (about 8 miles) in 
January 2006. 
 
There are 29 inbound trains each weekday under current schedules for the UP-W Line.  Of 
these, 14 operate during the a.m. peak and three during the p.m. peak.  Outbound service 
consists of 30 daily trains, with six in the a.m. peak and 14 in the p.m. peak.  Not all of the 
Metra commuter trains operate over the complete length of the line.  Stations with the 
highest number of weekday boardings include Elmhurst, Geneva, Glen Ellyn and Wheaton.   
 
In 2002, the UP-West Line averaged 24,369 weekday trips (12,187 inbound and 12,182 
outbound), or nine percent of Metra’s total weekday passengers for all lines. Eighty-three 
percent of these trips occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours. 
Nearly all (14) of the line’s 18 outlying stations are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
The only exceptions are the Geneva, LaFox and Elburn stations in Kane County and the 
Kedzie station, a little used station in the city of Chicago. The Elmhurst and Geneva stations 
rank eighth and tenth in terms of total weekday boardings out of 236 outlying Metra 
stations with 1,785 and 1,698 boardings, respectively. The Glen Ellyn and Wheaton stations 
both rank 11th with 1,665 boardings each. 
 
The UP-West’s largest park-and-ride facility is located in the middle of the line, at the 
Elmhurst station. Geneva has the second greatest parking capacity along the UP-W, 
providing almost 1,000 parking spaces in 2001. During weekdays, most UP-West park-and-
ride facilities exceed 85 percent utilization. 
 
Milwaukee District West (MD-West) Line:  This line extends west from downtown 
Chicago (Union Station) to the city of Elgin, a one-way distance of nearly 40 miles.  The line 
travels through the near west suburbs of Cook county, northeastern DuPage County, the far 
northwest portion of Cook County, and into eastern Kane County.  It is a double track line 
for most of its length with triple track territory east of Franklin Park, and has a moderate 
amount of daily freight traffic in addition to the commuter service.  On weekdays, there are 
58 scheduled commuter trains, although not all of these operate over the complete length 
of the line, and 11 freight trains. 
 
Inbound trains currently total 29 each weekday.  Of these, 14 operate during the a.m. peak 
period and four during the p.m. peak.  Outbound service totals 29 trains per weekday, with 
five in the a.m. peak and 13 in the p.m. peak.   
 
In 2002, the MD-West Line averaged 21,017 weekday trips (10,423 inbound and 10,594 
outbound), or eight percent of Metra’s total weekday trips for all lines. Seventy-two percent 
of these trips occurred during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours.  
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Sixteen of the line’s 22 stations are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Schaumburg 
station has the highest number of total weekday boardings of any station on the line and 
ranks 16th out of 236 outlying stations with 1,609 boardings. 
 
The MD-West’s most significant park-and-ride facilities are found at Hanover Park, 
Schaumburg, and Roselle. Each of these facilities accommodates more than 1,000 
automobiles. As in the case of the BNSF and the UP-West, most MD-West park-and-ride 
facilities are well utilized during the weekdays, with stations averaging 80 percent 
utilization.  
 
2.4.2 Rapid Transit Service 
 
Three CTA rapid transit routes extend into the Cook-DuPage Corridor. These are the Green 
Line and the Forest Park and Cermak branches of the Blue Line (also known as the Congress 
and Douglas branches, respectively). In total there are 14 CTA rapid transit stations located 
within the corridor – seven Green Line stations, five Forest Park Branch stations, and two 
Cermak Branch stations.  These lines are part of an extensive system of rapid transit and 
bus services in the city of Chicago that can provide access to and from virtually any 
destination within the city.  Like the commuter rail system, the CTA’s rapid transit lines also 
converge in the downtown Chicago area.  Rapid transit service levels vary by time of day, 
but are the same in both directions.  This reflects the different travel markets served by 
Metra and the CTA, the different development patterns in which each service functions 
(suburban versus urban development), and the different operational constraints of each 
service.  With the exception of the Purple Line Express which operates during peak periods, 
rapid transit trains make all stops in both the inbound and outbound direction.  Table 2.2 
presents the number of CTA trains that are in operation for different time periods through 
the week by direction 


 


 Weekday Service Traditional Commute Reverse Commute Weekend Service 


CTA 


Branch 


Inbound 


Trains 


Outbound 


Trains 


Inbound 


a.m. Peak 
Trains 
(7:00-
9:00 
a.m.) 


Outbound 


p.m. Peak 
Trains 
(4:00-
6:00 
p.m.) 


Outbound 


a.m. Peak 
Trains 


(7:00-9:00 
a.m.) 


Inbound 


p.m. Peak 
Trains 


(4:00-6:00 
p.m.) 


Saturday 


Trains 
Both 


Directions 


Sunday 


Trains 
Both 


Directions 


Forest Park 
(Blue) 


103 102 8 8 13 12 307 245 


Cermak 
(Blue) 


94 95 8 8 12 12 150 119 


Lake 
(Green) 


123 125 16 15 16 15 224 189 


Table 2.2:  Corridor Rapid Transit Source: Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) On-Line, 
 Level of Service, 2005   www.transitchicago.com 


 
The Green Line, which follows Lake Street between Chicago’s Loop and Central Avenue, 
where it joins the alignment of Metra’s UP-W Line, terminates at the Harlem/Lake station in 
the village of Oak Park. The Blue Line Forest Park Branch follows the Eisenhower 
Expressway and terminates at Des Plaines Avenue in the village of Forest Park. The Cermak 
Branch parallels Cermak Road and terminates at 54th Avenue in the town of Cicero. 
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Each of these stations has park-and-ride lots to accommodate the larger catchment areas 
typically served by terminal stations. Forest Park offers the second largest park-and-ride 
facility in the CTA system with a capacity of 1,051 spaces. In 2000, the parking was 90 
percent full on an average weekday. The 54th/Cermak terminal offers 175 spaces with a 
reported 21 percent utilization in 2000, reflecting in part the low ridership at that station. At 
the Harlem/Lake terminal, 229 general-purpose parking spaces are available on a first come 
first served basis in four village lots. 
 
The Harlem/Lake, Forest Park and 54th/Cermak terminals also are major transfer points 
between suburban buses and the CTA rapid transit system. The Forest Park terminal in 
particular offers extensive transfer opportunities with connections to twelve Pace suburban 
bus routes; including express routes to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates, the 
Schaumburg/Woodfield area and the Oak Brook area. The Harlem/Lake station in Oak Park 
is a major intermodal transfer point where it is possible to change between all possible 
services on the region’s transit network, including CTA rapid transit, CTA bus, Metra 
commuter rail and Pace suburban bus. 
 
The Green Line Lake Street Branch is in operation seven days a week. Travel time from the 
Harlem/Lake station to the Loop is approximately 23 minutes. On weekdays, the Green Line 
operates 21 hours per day (from 4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.), and maintains peak headways 
averaging approximately once every 10 minutes. Saturday service starts at 6:00 a.m. and 
ends at 1:00 a.m. Sunday. Generally, Saturday trains operate once every 10 minutes. 
Sunday service is available from 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. Monday with trains arriving once 
every 10 to 15 minutes.  
 
The Forest Park Branch, and the companion Cermak Branch of the Blue Line which both 
serve the west side of Chicago operate on an alternate-train basis. Cermak Branch trains 
operate all days of the week from 4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. During weekdays, trains maintain 
12- to 15-minute headways, with 15-minute headways on Saturday and 20-minute 
headways on Sunday. Travel time to the downtown area from 54th/Cermak is currently 
scheduled at 30 minutes. Forest Park Branch trains operate all days of the week, 24 hours 
per day. During weekdays, trains maintain headways of approximately 15 minutes. 
Saturday trains generally operate once every 15 minutes. For most of Sunday, trains 
operate at 20-minute headways. Travel time to the downtown area from Forest Park is 
currently scheduled at 26 minutes. 
 
As part of its west side/west suburban service improvements, in summer 2006, the CTA will 
undertake a 180 day trial re-route of most Blue Line Cermak branch trains from the existing 
Congress/Dearborn Street subway routing to the Paulina Connector and the Lake Street “L” 
to the Loop elevated.  Some trains will continue to use the Congress/Dearborn Street 
subway routing during an extended morning and evening peak period from 5:30 a.m. – 
9:30 a.m. and 2:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m.  The rerouting will increase service on the Forest Park 
and Cermak branches of the Blue Line because trains would no longer be split between the 
two branches.  On the Forest Park branch, trains will follow the current train frequencies on 
the O’Hare branch – every 7 minutes.  On the Cermak branch, trains will operate every 10 
minutes versus the current 15 minute interval. 
 
Of the three rapid transit branches within the corridor, the Forest Park Blue line branch has 
the greatest number of entries, averaging more than 24,000 per weekday. The Lake Green 
line branch averages nearly 20,000 entries per weekday, while the Cermak Blue line branch 
averages a little more than 9,000 entries per weekday.   
 
2.4.3 Corridor Bus Service 
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Bus service in the corridor is mainly provided by CTA and Pace. CTA provides bus service in 
the eastern, more urbanized portion of the corridor, while Pace provides service throughout 
the entire corridor. Coordination between the two operations allows for enhanced 
connectivity between the services.  
 
CTA Bus Service: Seventeen CTA bus routes serve the study area (see Table 3.6 on page 
3-26 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Within the Cook-DuPage corridor, CTA 
bus service is primarily available in the easternmost area of the corridor. CTA bus service 
primarily accommodates destinations in Chicago, intermediate destinations, and connections 
to CTA’s Blue Line and Green Line rapid transit routes.  On average, the majority of routes 
run at less than 15-minute headways. For the most part, all weekday routes provide peak, 
midday and evening service. Most routes operate at least 12 hours per day and provide 
weekend service.  
 
As part of its west side/west suburban service improvements, in summer 2006 the CTA will 
undertake changes to almost half of its bus routes serving the corridor.  These changes are 
designed to reduce travel times, improve connections between rail and bus, and improve 
access to major destinations in and around the west side of Chicago.  The most notable 
changes that affect the corridor are new express bus routes on Madison Street and Cicero 
Avenue, and extension or elimination of segmentation of routes on Cermak Road and 
Harlem Avenue. 
 
Pace Bus Service: A total of 90 Pace bus routes operate in or through the study area (see 
Table 3.7 on page 3-29 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Pace bus service 
exhibits several different characteristics, depending on location within the corridor.  In the 
eastern end of the corridor, routes tend to be suburban line-haul services operating on 
major arterials accessing housing and employment centers as well as commuter rail and 
rapid transit stations.  Further west in DuPage, the nature of the bus routes shifts to 
suburban circulators and commuter rail feeder routes.  Many of the routes in the outer 
suburban areas operate weekdays only, or provide service only during peak periods/in the 
peak direction of travel.   
 
Route 322 Cermak Road/22nd Street, Route 307 Harlem and Route 330 Mannheim-
LaGrange Road are among the routes with the most service provided during the weekday, 
each averaging more than 60 revenue-hours per weekday. Route 307 Harlem and Route 
322 Cermak Road/22nd Street have the highest ridership levels, each averaging more than 
3,000 boardings per weekday. Pace’s coverage in the corridor remains quite extensive 
during the weekday evening hours as all routes remain in operation after 7:00 p.m. with 
one exception (Route 317 Westchester). However, the midday suburban bus service is 
considerably scaled back. As Pace’s feeder services to Metra wind down after the morning 
rush period, midday Pace service becomes mainly concentrated in the eastern portion of the 
corridor (east of I-294) and largely consists of CTA connector routes.  
 
Although approximately one-quarter of Pace routes (25 of 90) are classified as CTA 
connector routes, the connector service represents greater than 70 percent of Pace’s 
revenue hours operated within the corridor each weekday.  
 
The Hillside park-and-ride lot, located along I-290 at Wolf Road has a capacity of 
approximately 80 spaces and is served by Route 767 Congress/Douglas Prairie Stone 
Connection. Route 767 provides connections to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates from the 
Blue Line Forest Park Station and the 54th Avenue Blue Line Station. 
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2.5 Planned Transportation Network 
 
The 2030 Regional Transportation Plan, adopted by the Chicago Area Transportation Study 
Policy Committee in October 2003 and approved by the Northeastern Illinois Planning 
Commission (NIPC) and the RTA, presents broad categories of recommendations including 
regional strategies, strategic regional systems, and major capital projects.  Table 2.2 and 
Table 2.3 below show the list of committed and recommended highway and transit projects 
that are most likely to influence the Cook-DuPage corridor.   
 
Pace’s Vision 2020 plan proposes to fundamentally redesign suburban transit services in the 
region including a network of high-speed inter-suburban transit service as well as 
community based services.  A separate plan, the DuPage Area Transit Plan developed by the 
DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference and DuPage County, envisions three tiers of 
transit service in the DuPage County area by 2020. These services include a high-speed Bus 
Rapid Transit service connecting the major regional activity centers of Naperville, Oak 
Brook, O’Hare, and Schaumburg supplemented by a network of connector bus/rail and 
localized circulator routes 
 


Project 
Within  


Corridor? 
Likely to Affect 
Corridor Travel? 


Expected 
Completion 


Date 


Transit    


Blue Line Douglas Branch Rehabilitation Yes Yes complete 


Union Pacific West Elburn Extension No Yes complete 


Brown Line Rehabilitation No No 2008 


North Central Service Upgrade (Phase I) Yes Yes complete 


SouthWest Service Manhattan Extension No No complete 


Highway    


O’Hare Collector/Distributor No Yes 2012 


I-90/94 Reconstruction No No 2007 


I-80/94 from I-294 to U.S. 41 No No 2007 


I-55 Naperville/Weber Road No No 2012 
 
Table 2.3: 2030 RTP Committed Major Capital Projects  Source: Chicago Area Transportation Study, RTA 


 
 
 
 


Project Within Corridor? 
Likely to Affect 
Corridor Travel? 


Transit   
Union Pacific West Improvements Yes Yes 
O’Hare and Midway Airport Express Rapid Transit No No 
Blue Line West Extension Yes Yes 
Ogden Avenue Transitway Yes Yes 
West Loop Transportation Center No Yes 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Extension No Yes 
Central Area Bus Rapid Transit System No Yes 
Circle Line No Yes 
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Green Line Enhancements  No No 
Orange Line Extension No No 
Yellow Line Enhancements and Extension No No 
Red Line Extension No No 
Heritage Corridor Improvements No No 
Rock Island Improvements and Extensions No No 
Southwest Service Improvements and Extensions No No 
Metra Electric Improvements and Extensions No No 
Milwaukee District West Improvements and Extension No Yes 
Cermak Road Bus Rapid Transit Yes Yes 
DuPage “J” Line Bus Rapid Transit Yes Yes 
Inner Circumferential Rail Service Yes Yes 
Suburban Transit Access Route (STAR) Line Yes Yes 
North Central Service Improvements (Full Service) Yes Yes 
Mid-City Transitway Yes Yes 
Milwaukee District North Improvement and Extension No No 
Union Pacific Northwest Improvements and Extensions No No 
South East Commuter Rail Service No No 
Highway   
I-88 (Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway) Lane Addition Yes Yes 
I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV)  Lanes Yes Yes 
I-90 (Northwest Tollway) Improvements Lane Addition No Yes 
I-294/I-94 (Tri-State Tollway) No Yes 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway completion and West O’Hare Bypass No Yes 
Elgin O’Hare Expressway Lane Addition No Yes 
I-355 Extension No Yes 
I-57 Lane addition No No 
IL-394 Lane Addition and Upgrade No No 
Richmond-Waukegan Corridor Expansion No No 
Central Lake County Corridor No No 
South Suburban Corridor No No 
I-57/IL-394 Corridor No No 
Illiana Corridor No No 
Prairie Parkway No No 
I-80 Lane Addition No No 
I-55 (Weber Road-U.S. 6) Lane Addition No No 
 
Table 2.4: 2030 RTP Major Capital Recommendations  Source: Chicago Area Transportation Study, RTA 
 
2.6 Land Use  


The communities in the Cook-DuPage Corridor are diverse in their size, demographics, stage of 
development and industry composition.  The west Cook County suburbs grew rapidly in the 
post-World War II period and are highly urbanized today.  A number of communities, such as 
Cicero, Broadview, Bellwood and Maywood, have maintained a strong industrial base.  Other 
communities such as Oak Park, Forest Park, Riverside, Brookfield, LaGrange Park and Western 
Springs, are largely residential in character with commercial development primarily along 
arterials and within downtown business districts.  Economic development opportunity within 
these communities is focused on redevelopment, rather than expansion. 
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Most communities in DuPage developed as bedroom communities along rail lines in the early to 
mid 1900’s.  Major concentrations of office, research and commercial development have 
emerged along the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) and major arterial roadways.  Two 
regional shopping centers, Yorktown Center and Oakbrook Center have been developed close 
to one another in the eastern part of county near I-88.  The Oak Brook/Oakbrook Terrace area 
in particular has developed into a major regional office/hotel/commercial district.  The Oak 
Brook area (I-88 corridor) is one of three major activity centers in the region.  DuPage also 
supports a significant industrial base, with a number of manufacturing firms and industrial 
parks located in communities such as Addison, Bensenville, Carol Stream, Elmhurst, Hanover 
Park, Wood Dale, and West Chicago 
 
The extent and variety of development underpins the corridor’s role as a major population 
and employment base in the Chicago metropolitan region.  The predominant land use 
throughout the corridor is residential, as shown in Figure 2.5.  However, the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor includes a broad mix of land uses, including commercial, manufacturing, and 
industrial development.  These land uses tend to generate some of the highest employment 
densities. 


Figure 2.5: Land Use, 2001 Source: Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission  


 


DuPage county has seen significant growth in population and employment over the past 
three decades.  This growth is reflected in the increasing amount of land developed, while 
rapidly decreasing the county’s available land, from over 40,000 undeveloped acres in 1990 
to about 12,500 in 2003, according to DuPage County’s 2003 Land Use Analysis and Trends. 
In 2003, over 36% of the county’s total land was devoted to residential uses.  
Office/industrial/business park land uses increased from 3.1% in 1990 to 8.3% in 2003, 
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indicative of the large number of jobs created in the county over the past decade.  
Commercial uses accounted for 3.9% and open space accounted for nearly 20% of total 
land in 2003. 
 
In general, more land is developed in the Cook portion of the corridor and in the eastern 
and central portions of the corridor in DuPage County.  The DuPage portion of the corridor 
has nearly one fifth of its land classified as vacant/agricultural/wetland with most of this 
concentrated in the far western portion of the corridor, suggesting the potential for future 
residential and employment growth in this area.  In contrast, the Cook portion of the 
corridor has only one percent of land in the same category.  Open space and water are also 
prevalent in the western portion of the corridor consistent with the many large forest 
preserves located there.  While open space is scattered throughout the corridor, larger 
contiguous areas of open space are more common in DuPage. 
 
The predominant land use in the corridor is residential, with the greatest proportion of 
residential use found in the eastern portion of the corridor spanning the west side of 
Chicago and adjacent suburbs of Oak Park, Cicero and Berwyn.  The next most prevalent 
land uses in the Cook portion of the corridor are manufacturing/industrial, and open space 
and water.  Interestingly, the Cook portion of the Corridor has more than double the 
proportion of land in manufacturing/industrial use compared to the DuPage portion.  
Northlake, portions of Franklin Park and unincorporated Leyden township have the greatest 
proportion of manufacturing and industrial land use, composing 35 percent of its total area 
equaling its residential area 
 
2.7 Population and Employment 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor is a demographically diverse corridor that is home to 1.1 million 
residents or 13 percent of the six-county region’s population. It has also experienced 
considerable growth in employment since 1970, with about 750,000 jobs concentrated in 
the corridor comprising 15 percent of the six-county region’s employment. Over 500,000 of 
the Cook-DuPage corridor residents are employed and almost one-third of the corridor’s 
residents are either under the age of 16 years or over the age of 65 years. 
 
Figure 2.6 presents the corridor projected population growth between 2000 and 2030.  
These forecasts, developed by NIPC in conjunction with the 2030 Regional Transportation 
Plan (CATS, 2003) and the 2040 Regional Framework Plan (NIPC, 2005), suggest a modest 
growth in population (four percent) between 2000 and 2030.  However, the far-western 
portions of the corridor are expected to grow at a much higher rate, with an expected 
addition of more than 27,000 residents. 
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Figure 2.6: Population Growth, 2000-2030  Source: Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 
 
Figure 2.7 portrays projected employment growth between 2000 and 2030.  NIPC projects 
that the corridor will experience a 20 percent employment growth between 2000 and 2030, 
with most growth (96,000 new jobs) also occurring in the far-western portion of the 
corridor. 
 
Sixty one percent of the corridor residents are non-Hispanic White, 17 percent are African 
American, and fewer than 10 percent are Hispanic. However, the racial profile varies across 
the corridor particularly among the Cook County communities. While Non-Hispanic Whites 
make up almost 80 percent of population in the majority of the corridor, the northeastern-
most area of the corridor is over 70 percent African-American and the southeastern-most 
area is racially balanced among African-Americans and Hispanic and non-Hispanic Whites. 
 
In the year 2000, twenty-four percent of the corridor population was age 16 or younger and 
11% were age 65 or older. With children and seniors representing over one-third of the 
corridor population, the unique transportation needs of these segments will need to be 
carefully considered. 
 
Finally, the automobile ownership in the corridor is high overall with the exception of 
districts closer to Chicago where up to 20 percent of households do not own an automobile 
and have a greater reliance on public transportation. 
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Figure 2.7: Employment Growth, 2000-2030   Source: NIPC  
 
 
3.0 Transportation Needs in the Cook-DuPage Corridor 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor generates a significant share of the region's travel and its 
transportation system provides key linkages between DuPage county, the western 
communities of Cook county and the city of Chicago. Additionally, the 51 corridor 
municipalities include a number of major activity centers that attract workers from 
throughout northeastern Illinois.  Not counting pass-through trips, the corridor's existing 
highway and transit network, substantially unchanged over four decades, - bears nearly 4 
million trips per day. However, since 1970, corridor population has increased by 20% to 1.1 
million in 2000 and employment has doubled to nearly 750,000 over the same period. With 
sustained population and economic expansions underway in western DuPage, Kane and 
Will counties, the important role of transportation at the region's center will likely 
continue.   
 
3.1 Transportation Needs by Travel Market 
 
The Cook-DuPage Travel Market Analysis identified nine distinct travel markets that 
represent the corridor’s most significant travel patterns from the 2000 Census Journey-
to-Work database: 


• The Traditional Commute market, from suburban origins to Chicago destinations; 


• The Reverse Commute market, from Chicago origins to suburban destinations; and 


• Seven distinct Intersuburban Commute travel markets, reflecting the varied and 
complex suburb-to-suburb work travel patterns of the corridor.  
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Each of these travel patterns constitutes a unique, corridor-level travel market as 
shown in Figure 3.1. These travel markets vary in size, geography and mobility. 
Together, they comprise over one million daily work trips that largely occur during the 
morning and evening peak periods.  The Traditional and Reverse Commute travel markets 
are the largest travel markets in the Cook-DuPage corridor with over 200,000 and 
120,000 daily round trip work trips respectively.  Intersuburban travel is the 
predominate type of commute in the corridor, but individual markets are generally 
smaller than 25,000 daily round trip work trips.  Two notable exceptions are the East 
Central DuPage travel market with over 56,000 round-trips in a north-south direction 
in eastern DuPage and the Central DuPage travel market with almost 35,000 round 
trips originating in southwest DuPage, northwest Will and southeast Kane county and 
destined to east-central DuPage. 


Each of these travel patterns constitutes a unique, corridor-level travel market as 
shown in Figure 3.1. These travel markets vary in size, geography and mobility. 
Together, they comprise over one million daily work trips that largely occur during the 
morning and evening peak periods.  The Traditional and Reverse Commute travel markets 
are the largest travel markets in the Cook-DuPage corridor with over 200,000 and 
120,000 daily round trip work trips respectively.  Intersuburban travel is the 
predominate type of commute in the corridor, but individual markets are generally 
smaller than 25,000 daily round trip work trips.  Two notable exceptions are the East 
Central DuPage travel market with over 56,000 round-trips in a north-south direction 
in eastern DuPage and the Central DuPage travel market with almost 35,000 round 
trips originating in southwest DuPage, northwest Will and southeast Kane county and 
destined to east-central DuPage. 
  
Detailed analysis of the nine travel patterns and the transportation services available 
to each indicate that the most pronounced mobility needs of the Cook DuPage Corridor are: 
Detailed analysis of the nine travel patterns and the transportation services available 
to each indicate that the most pronounced mobility needs of the Cook DuPage Corridor are: 


(a) Access by transit to major employment centers in DuPage and West Cook; (a) Access by transit to major employment centers in DuPage and West Cook; 


(b) Service quality of I-290; (b) Service quality of I-290; 


(c) Service quality of bus transit in terms of efficiency and convenience, especially 
for trips in Cook County requiring connecting CTA and Pace services; and 


(c) Service quality of bus transit in terms of efficiency and convenience, especially 
for trips in Cook County requiring connecting CTA and Pace services; and 


(d) Service quality of arterials. (d) Service quality of arterials. 
  


  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  Figure 3.1: Cook-DuPage Corridor Travel Markets, 2000 Source:  RTA 
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A number of major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents 
of the corridor and the city of Chicago.  While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook 
county is generally high for many travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by 
operating boundaries, different service frequencies and inconvenient schedules.  
Performance of the highway network has been similarly impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes 
pass-through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets. Congestion on I-290 further 
degrades vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alternative to 


A number of major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents 
of the corridor and the city of Chicago.  While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook 
county is generally high for many travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by 
operating boundaries, different service frequencies and inconvenient schedules.  
Performance of the highway network has been similarly impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes 
pass-through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets. Congestion on I-290 further 
degrades vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alternative to 
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I-290 during peak periods. Also, closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs on key arterials 
prevail in the denser Chicago and central Cook county sections of the corridor. This intensely 
urban landscape which includes on-street parking, congested cross-streets and numerous 
curb-cuts combine to cause high travel times for bus, automobile and commercial traffic 
during peak travel periods. Similarly, at-grade rail/highway crossings and conflicting signal 
timings contribute to poor traffic flow on arterials in the Cook county portions of the 
corridor. Travel in the DuPage county sections of the corridor is restricted by high traffic 
volumes and discontinuous north-south arterials. 
 
3.1.1 Traditional Commute 
 
Traditional commute travelers in the Cook-DuPage Corridor benefit from a range of highway 
and transit options that vary significantly depending on their exact origin and 
destination within the corridor. Traditional commuters benefit from the historic development 
of Chicago’s regional transportation infrastructure - - a system designed to facilitate travel 
into the heart of the region.  Commuters east of Harlem Avenue have the most expansive set 
of travel options including a network of arterial roadways, the Eisenhower Expressway, 
commuter rail and rapid transit service, and bus routes serving their final destinations. 
Commuters from the west Cook county suburbs (between Harlem Avenue and the Cook/ 
DuPage county border) lack CTA rapid transit and have a lower level of Metra commuter rail 
service than commuters originating in the DuPage districts. Further, a lower level of bus 
service is available in this area, but is more extensive here than in DuPage county. 
Commuters whose trips originate further west in DuPage county experience a higher level 
of commuter rail service while having no direct bus options.  The transit options serving 
the traditional commute are quite reasonable, especially for trips destined to the 
central area in Chicago.  Travel by transit from the suburbs to areas of Chicago outside the 
central area can be more difficult since many trips potentially require at least one transfer. 
 
The greatest mobility problem of the traditional commute travel market is the severe and 
recurring congestion on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) for prolonged periods in the 
traditional commute direction. This poses a particular problem for workers whose jobs or 
personal/family responsibilities require use of an automobile for their commute. Further, 
the arterial roadways do not adequately serve as an alternative to the Eisenhower for 
longer distance trips. The closely spaced signals, lower posted speed limits and sporadic 
congestion limit their usefulness primarily to shorter distance commute trips.  The traditional 
commute travel market is expected to grow by 18 percent through 2030. As a result, existing 
levels of both transit and highway use are expected to continue into the future, along with an 
associated negative impact on the mobility for those who rely on the Eisenhower for a 
significant portion of their work trip. 
 
At least one transit option is currently available to nearly all origins and destinations of 
the traditional commute travel market and is currently relied upon by the majority of 
this travel market. The level of rail and bus service available for the traditional market is 
the highest among all other markets in the corridor. However, a number of transit 
options could also be considered to improve the mobility of traditional market 
commuters, particularly to non-CBD destinations in Chicago. 
 
3.1.2. Reverse Commute 
 
The reverse commute market is comprised almost entirely of city of Chicago residents, who 
have the lowest rate of automobile ownership in the region. This characteristic 
influences the pattern of work destinations of this travel market and further illuminates 
the importance of non-automobile options to ensure access to reverse commute 
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destinations.  Lack of transit options and recurrent congestion on the Eisenhower 
Expressway (I-290) are the most significant mobility problems of the reverse commute 
travel market. This is especially true for longer distance reverse commute trips to 
west suburban Cook, DuPage and Kane counties, which collectively constitute 50 percent of 
the reverse commute travel market.  Many reverse commute trips with both origins and 
destinations within the city of Chicago do have more than one transit option, including the 
many trips destined for O'Hare International Airport and the Midway Airport area. Also, a 
limited number of reverse commute destinations are reachable directly by Metra commuter rail 
from Union Station or Ogilvie Transportation Center in downtown Chicago, or with a transfer 
downtown from other areas of the city.  For many of the more distant work trips, there are few 
westbound commuter rail access opportunities in Chicago and connecting bus service in west 
Cook county or DuPage county is very limited. Also, there is no direct transit option for 
reaching the high concentration of work destinations that are located along Cermak Road and 
the I-88 corridor, from approximately 1st Avenue in Maywood (including the Loyola 
University Medical Center) to Winfield Road in Warrenville (including Cantera).  For these more 
distant trips, expressway travel is the only viable option since arterials are heavily signalized 
with low speed limits resulting in long travel times and limiting their utility mostly to short 
distance trips. However, congestion on the Eisenhower is severe in the reverse commute 
direction during both the morning and afternoon peak periods, particularly between Central 
Avenue and Mannheim Road. 
 
The reverse commute travel market is projected to grow by 18 percent through 2030. The 
existing level of congestion on I-290 is expected to continue, as will the negative impact on 
the mobility on the reverse commute travel market. Developing suitable transit options would 
likely have the dual effect of increasing the future growth of the reverse commute market by 
increasing the accessibility of jobs in DuPage county, and reducing the congestion on the 
Eisenhower by providing an alternative mobility option to a quite sizeable travel market. 
 
3.1.3. Central DuPage 
 
The mobility of the Central DuPage travel market suffers from a very limited set of 
increasingly congested roadways, and little or no viable transit. This travel market is 
expected to grow by 22 percent by the year 2030, while the Far West DuPage travel 
market, which relies on many of the same transportation facilities, is expected to grow 
by 61 percent. Both travel markets are facing significant future decline in mobility.  
Roadway enhancements such as capacity improvements and more intensive traffic 
management strategies could improve mobility for this travel market and may be the only 
improvement suitable to the relatively dispersed, but growing number of origins from Kane 
and Will counties. Other travelers relying on the same key elements of the roadway system 
for both work and non-work travel would benefit from roadway enhancements, as well. 
For the Central DuPage travel market, the key arterials that are most critical to focus upon 
include Roosevelt Road, Butterfield Road/ 22nd Street, Ogden Avenue/Oswego Road (U.S. 34), 
and IL 53.  
 
3.1.4. South Central Cook 
 
The mobility of the South Central Cook travel market is most impaired by having only a 
small number of bus routes and long transit travel times relative to distance traveled 
when a transfer is required. While arterials provide direct connectivity between nearly 
all origins and destinations of the South Central Cook travel market, only three bus 
routes serve this travel market. Further, there are no transit options south of Cermak 
Road. Given that residents have relatively high rates of zero-automobile households, the 
low availability and time-disadvantages of transit are considerable problems. 
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Congestion on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) during peak periods decreases the 
attractiveness of this option for most automobile trips made by this travel market and 
likewise decreases the attractiveness of the DuPage Connector - a non-stop express bus 
route that operates on I-290 between Forest Park and Oak Brook.  The mobility of the 
South Central Cook travel market could be most improved by increasing transit 
options and reducing travel times for existing transit services.  
 
3.1.5 East Central DuPage 
 
Congestion on north-south roadways and lack of transit options are the most significant 
mobility problems of the East-Central DuPage travel market. Travel forecasts indicate 
that northbound work travel will increase 27 percent by 2030. This growth in travel will 
increase congestion on IL 53, I-355, and IL 83 within the East-Central DuPage market area. 
Although the I-355 extension (between I-55 and I-80) is not within this market area, the 
resulting pass-through traffic is likely to add to congestion within this travel market 
and to further impede the mobility of the East-Central DuPage travel market.  There 
are no transit options for the vast majority of work trips to provide an alternative 
mobility option for this travel market.   
 
3.1.6. Far West DuPage 
 
The Far West DuPage travel market is a geographically large travel market that is served by 
relatively few north-south and east-west roadways. Options are very limited due to the 
lack of north-south expressways and rail service, and the current objective of existing bus 
service to serve primarily the traditional commute. There are no attractive transit 
options available to the Far West DuPage travel market.  Yet with a projected growth of 61 
percent, this is the fastest growing intersuburban travel market affecting the Cook-
DuPage Corridor. The destinations of the Far West DuPage travel market are largely 
concentrated so as to result in reliance upon many of the same transportation facilities 
as the Central DuPage travel market (Travel Market 3), which is anticipated to grow by 
21 percent by the year 2030. Both travel markets are currently facing a significant 
future decline in mobility. The impact of anticipated growth in work trips and non-work 
trips on the transportation system will be dire if options aren't developed in the near future.  
While providing adequate mobility today, capacity enhancement on the following roads 
will likely be necessary to sustain the mobility of this travel market: Eola Road, Schmale 
Road/Naperville Road/Naper Boulevard and Ogden Avenue (U.S. 34). Congestion 
mitigation efforts are currently needed for IL 59 and Washington Street.  A critical 
mobility need of this travel market is to provide transit options in south DuPage and 
Will county to destinations in downtown Naperville, along Ogden Avenue and to the 
many destinations along Ferry/Warrenville and Diehl Road. 
 
3.1.7 North DuPage 
 
Congestion on east-west arterials is of growing concern and transit options are very limited 
and do not connect the major work trip origins and destinations of this travel market. The 
mobility of the North DuPage travel market relies almost exclusively on numerous east-
west and north-south arterials that form an interconnected, but widely spaced grid network, 
along with the Elgin-O'Hare Expressway. Many of the key arterial roadways also serve 
substantial freight traffic due to concentrations of light manufacturing and distribution facilities 
in this market.  Work travel in this market is expected to grow significantly, with a projected 
42% increase by 2030. The concentration of trip destination densities is projected to become 
much stronger particularly for destinations along Thorndale Avenue west of O'Hare Airport.  
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Given the short distance nature of most North DuPage work trips, roadway enhancements 
would most improve the current mobility of this travel market. Developing transit service 
that is appropriate to the overlapping short distance travel patterns of this market could 
further enhance mobility by providing an alternative to the automobile. 
 
3.1.8 North Central Cook 
 
A full range of transportation options including arterial, expressway and bus and rail transit 
options is available to commuters in the North-Central Cook travel market. There 
are several alternatives within the arterial and bus transit options as well as several bus-rail 
combinations.  Congestion is so severe on the Eisenhower Expressway in this market area, 
that this is the only travel market where the expressway option is not desirable. With the 
exception of North Avenue (IL 64) arterials are limited in capacity and do not utilize 
effective traffic control techniques. Although grid arterial networks are often assumed to offer 
a high level of mobility to automobiles and buses, the mobility offered by some key 
arterials in this travel market is significantly compromised by intersecting freight and 
commuter rail traffic.  Given the projected 26 percent growth in the North-Central Cook 
market by 2030, it is expected that existing mobility problems will remain and gradually get 
worse.  
 
3.1.9 West Central Cook 
 
The West-Central Cook travel market has a strong network of arterial roadways that 
provides excellent connectivity between origins and destinations. This travel market also has a 
bus transit option that provides nearly complete coverage of the arterial network, 
appropriate to the relatively intense, dispersed and short-distance travel patterns of 
this market.  Only a small portion of the travel market relies on bus service for work trips 
relative to the amount of service provided and to the relatively high percent of 
zero-automobile households in this travel market. This likely reflects shortcomings in the 
service in this travel market that prevent the bus transit option from being more relied 
upon.  Bus transit may not provide a feasible option for major West-Central Cook employment 
centers with round the clock and/or weekend shifts, including O'Hare, LUMC/Hines VA 
hospitals, Gottlieb Memorial Hospital, MacNeal Hospital, Morton College, and Triton College.  
Nearly all of these major employers are within the Pace service area, which provides less 
frequent and more limited hours of service than CTA bus transit. In addition, bus transit to 
jobs at Midway Airport requires West-Central Cook southbound commuters at least one, 
and in some cases, two inconvenient transfers in the same direction of travel due to CTA's 
segmentation of this bus route.   
 
3.2 Transportation Needs by Mode 
 
3.2.1 Highways and Arterials 
 
Of the various transportation system elements, arterial roadways are most heavily relied 
upon to provide mobility by the corridor’s travel markets.  The following major east-west 
arterials serve multiple travel markets including the Traditional and Reverse travel markets, 
as well as three or more Intersuburban travel markets: 


 North Avenue (IL 64) 


 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 


 IL 56/22nd Street/Cermak Road 
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 Ogden Avenue (U.S. 34) 


 Lake Street (U.S. 20) 
 
Similarly, expressways emerge as a key transportation system element in nearly all travel 
markets; the two notable exceptions are the Far West DuPage (Travel Market 6) and the 
West Central Cook travel market (Travel Market 9) that have north-south directionality and 
are not traversed by a north-south expressway. 
 
Performance of the highway network has been adversely impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes 
pass-through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets.  Congestion on I-290 further 
degrades vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alterative to 
I-290 during peak periods.  Also, closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs on key 
arterials prevail in the denser Chicago and central Cook county sections of the corridor.  
This intensely urban landscape which includes on-street parking, congested cross-streets 
and numerous curb-cuts combine to cause high travel times for bus, automobile and 
commercial traffic during peak travel periods.  Similarly, at-grade rail/highway crossings 
and conflicting signal timings contribute to poor traffic flow on arterials in the Cook county 
portions of the corridor.  Travel in the DuPage county sections of the corridor is restricted 
by high traffic volumes and discontinuous north-south arterials. 
 
3.2.2 Transit (Bus and Rail) 
 
The commuter rail and rapid transit systems are primarily relied upon to provide mobility for 
the Traditional commute travel market; and are potentially available but much less effective 
at serving Reverse and Intersuburban travel.  Key system elements for the corridor are 
Metra’s Milwaukee District West Line, Union Pacific West Line and Burlington Northern 
Santa-Fe; and the CTA’s Green Line and Blue Line.   
 
City and suburban bus service are key elements for both the Traditional and Reverse travel 
markets.  There is a fairly extensive network of bus service available for Intersuburban 
travel in the markets that span the far west and northwest sides of Chicago and the western 
suburbs of Cook county, particularly for trips made east of Harlem Avenue; however, bus is 
relied upon by a fairly small percent of these markets for their daily commute.  Bus transit 
is not widely available in the DuPage portion of the corridor as an option for travel. 
 
Transit is well optimized for the majority of traditional commute trips since these trips 
correspond to the historical suburbs-to-Chicago journey to work. However, for the more 
recent intersuburban and reverse commute trip patterns, a different picture emerges. A 
number of major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents of 
the corridor and Chicago: 1) Ferry Road, Warrenville Road, Diehl Road and Butterfield Road, 
from IL 59 to IL 53, in Warrenville, Naperville and Lisle; 2) 22nd Street/ Butterfield Road between 
Yorktown in Lombard and Oak Brook, 3) between North Avenue and Lake Street, in Addison 
and Elmhurst, 4) the Thorndale Avenue Corridor in Wood Dale and Itasca, 5) along IL 53/I-
355/I-290 Extension in Schaumburg and 6) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA 
Hospital in Maywood.  While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook county is 
generally high for many travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by operating 
boundaries, different service frequencies and inconvenient schedules. In addition, several 
key north-south CTA routes are segmented, requiring one or two transfers in the same 
direction despite a single provider. 
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4.0 Corridor Mobility Issues 
 
Transportation facilities and services are extensive in the eastern portion of the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor, where population density is also greatest. This is due in large part to the radial 
orientation of expressways and rail lines, coupled with the urbanization and settlement 
patterns that also "radiate-out" from the Chicago central area.  However over the past 
twenty years, population and employment have greatly increased in the corridor, 
particularly within DuPage county. Growth forecasts indicate that this trend will continue, 
with employment growth projected to outpace the growth in population. Neighboring Will 
and Kane counties are expected to develop rapidly in the future, although primarily in 
terms of population. The currently predominant northbound flow of travel through the 
corridor, and the predominant eastbound flow within the DuPage portion of the corridor, 
will likely increase significantly as the corridor increasingly becomes a key employment center 
for residents of the surrounding counties.  The development of the region's transportation 
system has not kept pace with the changing travel patterns and trends, with the 
notable exception of the tollway system and to a lesser extent, the regional arterial 
network. It is critical to identify where and what kind of transportation improvements will best 
sustain the mobility of the Cook-DuPage Corridor and surrounding areas into the future. 
 
The mobility issues of the corridor’s nine travel markets were assessed both independently 
and collectively, in a regional context.  Origin-destination based travel patterns, the 
availability of highway facilities and transit services, and the level and quality of service 
offered by different modes indicate that the most significant mobility issues affecting the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor are: 


Access by transit to major employment centers.  Transit currently is not an option for 
nearly all Intersuburban and Reverse Commute trips to and within DuPage.  Major 
employment destinations that are largely inaccessible by transit include: 


• Ferry Road, Diehl Road, Warrenville Road and Butterfield Road from IL 59 to IL 53, in 
Warrenville, Naperville and Lisle; 


• Butterfield Road/22nd Street between Lombard (Yorktown) and Oak Brook; 


• The area between North Avenue and Lake Street in Addison and Elmhurst; 


• The Thorndale Avenue Corridor in Wood Dale and Itasca; 


• Areas along the IL 53/I-290 Extension in Schaumburg; and  


• The Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital in Maywood. 


Service quality of I-290.  Persistent congestion in both directions on I-290 is a regional 
and corridor concern both caused by, and negatively impacting, pass-through travel and the 
Traditional, Reverse, South Central Cook, North Central Cook, and West Central Cook travel 
markets.  Congestion on I-290 further exacerbates the poor traffic flow on arterials that are 
used either routinely or incidentally as an alterative to I-290 during peak periods.  The 
efficiency of travel for automobiles, buses and commercial vehicles are all negatively 
impacted by the high level of congestion on I-290. 


Service quality of bus transit. Many corridor commute trips within or through Cook 
county require use of both CTA and Pace services to undertake the trip by bus.  From a user 
perspective, CTA/Pace service boundaries within Cook county result in inconsistent 
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frequencies and hours of service, same direction transfers, and poorly timed (uncoordinated) 
transfers.  In addition, a few key north-south routes have been inconveniently segmented, 
requiring one or two transfers in the same direction despite a single provider. 


Service quality of arterials.  Poor arterial traffic flow affects bus, automobile and 
commercial traffic.  Stop-and-go travel due to closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs 
on key arterials, particularly in Chicago and central Cook county, lead to high travel times 
for commuters during peak hours. The inefficient stop-and-go traffic flow is further 
exacerbated by on-street parking and vehicle turning movements into/out of driveways.  At-
grade rail/highway crossings and conflicting (uncoordinated) traffic signal timing contribute 
to poor traffic flow particularly on arterials in Cook county.  Meanwhile, travel on arterials in 
the DuPage county sections of the corridor is mainly restricted by high traffic volumes and 
relatively few continuous arterials due to the dissolution of the urban arterial grid.  The 
arterial grid is least present/least dense in the western half of DuPage county, where the 
corridor’s highest population and employment growth rates are predicted for the year 2030.   


The above four major corridor mobility issues warrant a coordinated, multimodal approach 
by regional planning bodies, local officials and transportation service providers in developing 
potential solutions.  There is a critical need to focus upon intersuburban and reverse 
commute access to major employment centers of the Cook-DuPage travel markets in 
developing potential major transportation investments in the Cook-DuPage Corridor, 
particularly to major employment centers.  Reducing congestion on I-290 is a second 
important corridor and regional issue that would necessitate a major investment in order to 
solve particularly in conjunction with developing potential new transit and multimodal 
options to serve work trips to major corridor employment centers. 
 
At the same time, a system-wide approach to addressing traffic flow problems and transit 
coordination issues is critical to affect a meaningful level of improvement.  Any new Corridor 
transportation investment proposal considered should strive to improve (and at a minimum, 
maintain) the current levels of bus and arterial service quality. 
 
5.0 Goals and Objectives 
 
Goals and objectives articulate the desired end-state and are the basis for evaluation 
measures that assess how well potential transportation system improvement options 
address corridor mobility needs.  The following goals and objectives will serve as direction 
setting principles for the development and evaluation of transportation options, and will be 
taken collectively in the development and consideration of options. 
 


GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR CORRIDOR MOBILITY OPTIONS 
Goals Objectives 


Objective 1. Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment 
centers for current and future Reverse commuters. 


Objective 2. Increase access to additional potential places of 
employment. 


Objective 3. Increase connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future 
origin density. 


Objective 4. Increase opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping 
Corridor travel markets. 


Objective 5. Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and 
non-work trips. 


Objective 6. Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal 
transportation system. 


Goal 1 Increase Availability and 
Efficiency of Transit for 
Reverse Commuters to 
Major Suburban 
Employment Centers 


Objective 7. Reduce the number of transfers. 
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR CORRIDOR MOBILITY OPTIONS (Cont’d) 


Goals Objectives 
Objective 1. Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment 


centers for current and future the commuters of 
Intersuburban travel markets. 


Objective 2. Increase access to additional potential places of 
employment. 


Objective 3. Increase connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future 
origin density. 


Objective 4. Increase opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping 
Corridor travel markets. 


Objective 5. Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and 
non-work trips. 


Objective 6. Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal 
transportation system. 


Goal 2 Increase Availability 
and Efficiency of Transit 
for Intersuburban 
Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


Objective 7. Reduce the number of transfers. 
Objective 1. Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) 


for auto and transit users. 
Objective 2. Reduce travel times on other key transportation system 


elements (facilities and services) relied upon by 
Intersuburban and Reverse commuters.  


Objective 3. Reduce adverse impacts on users of the existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Objective 4. Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-vehicle trips. 
Objective 5. Increase use of traffic/transportation management 


techniques and technology strategies. 


Goal 3 Improve Roadway and 
Transit Service Quality 
in I-290 Travel Corridor 


Objective 6. Improve travel experience and safety of transportation 
system users. 


Objective 1. Reduce adverse impacts on and promote positive benefits 
to existing communities, neighborhoods and people. 


Objective 2. Enhance economic development/redevelopment 
opportunities. 


Objective 3. Consider extent of and minimize adverse impacts of land 
acquisition. 


Goal 4 Increase Community 
and Corridor Benefits 


Objective 4. Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards 
(supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and 
preferences). 


Objective 1. Increase use of and integration with regional 
transportation system. 


Objective 2. Ensure consistency with regional goals presented in the 
2030 RTP and 2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


Objective 3. Reduce negative impacts on environmental justice 
communities/populations. 


Goal 5 Increase Regional 
Benefits 


Objective 4. Increase access to disadvantaged 
communities/populations. 


Objective 1. Ensure all applicable air quality standards are met. 
Objective 2. Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to wetlands, floodplains, 


and critical habitats. 
Objective 3. Reduce operating noise and vibration levels. 


Goal 6 Reduce Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 


Objective 4. Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, 
historic properties and open space. 


Objective 1. Increase system value by balancing costs and benefits. 
Objective 2. Reduce construction costs. 
Objective 3. Reduce long term operating costs. 
Objective 4. Increase potential benefits. 


Goal 7 
 


Increase Cost 
Effectiveness 


Objective 5. Increase compatibility with and capacity of existing, local, 
state, and federal funding sources for both capital and 
operating costs. 


Table 5.1: Goals and Objectives for Mobility Options 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY PRELIMINARY PURPOSE AND NEED 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR PAGE 31 OF 32 







  December 5, 2006 


 
6.0 Conclusion 
 
This preliminary statement of purpose and need has been developed early in the corridor 
planning process.  It establishes the problems to be addressed, the goals and objectives for 
which transportation improvement options will be developed and the framework through 
which potential solutions will be evaluated and compared.  This document describes the 
major travel markets of the Cook DuPage Corridor, the transportation system that exists 
today to serve the current travel patterns, and future growth projections developed by the 
Chicago Area Transportation Study and the Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission.   
 
With this document, the RTA presents a shared understanding of the need for potential 
major investment(s) in the Cook DuPage Corridor and the intended purpose for which 
alternative improvement options - including both capital and non-capital improvements – 
are to be developed as part of this study.  This document can further serve as a foundation 
for, but it is not intended to serve as, a formal State of Purpose and Need required by the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of a draft environmental impact statement 
for a specific, proposed action. 
 
This preliminary statement of purpose and need enables the Regional Transportation 
Authority (RTA) and the many participants in this planning process to incorporate 
community, corridor and regional considerations into the development of potential 
transportation improvement options.  It provides the basis for 1) developing and evaluating 
alternative options to address the unmet mobility needs of intersuburban and reverse 
commuters in the Cook DuPage Corridor, and 2) decision making in the Options Feasibility 
study phase regarding recommended actions to be carried forward for further study.  
 
This statement of purpose and need for Cook DuPage Corridor mobility improvements is 
preliminary.  The RTA encourages an open dialogue and anticipates revising this document 
with the insights of citizens, local officials and transportation professionals, as well as our 
continued learning from the corridor planning process.  
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		For more information about this document, contact: 

		 

		Regional Transportation Authority 

		Planning Department 

		Project Manager: Michelle Ryan 

		175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550 

		Chicago, IL 60604 

		(312) 913-3200 

		www.cook-dupagecorridor.com 

		www.rtachicago.com 

		2.0 Corridor Definition 

		2.3.1 Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) 

		2.3.2 Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) 

		2.3.3 Tri-State Tollway (I-294) 

		2.3.4 North-South Tollway (I-355) 

		2.3.5 The Hillside Interchange 

		2.3.6 Arterial Highways 

		2.4 Existing Transit Service 



		CTA Bus Service: Seventeen CTA bus routes serve the study area (see Table 3.6 on page 3-26 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Within the Cook-DuPage corridor, CTA bus service is primarily available in the easternmost area of the corridor. CTA bus service primarily accommodates destinations in Chicago, intermediate destinations, and connections to CTA’s Blue Line and Green Line rapid transit routes.  On average, the majority of routes run at less than 15-minute headways. For the most part, all weekday routes provide peak, midday and evening service. Most routes operate at least 12 hours per day and provide weekend service.  

		Pace Bus Service: A total of 90 Pace bus routes operate in or through the study area (see Table 3.7 on page 3-29 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Pace bus service exhibits several different characteristics, depending on location within the corridor.  In the eastern end of the corridor, routes tend to be suburban line-haul services operating on major arterials accessing housing and employment centers as well as commuter rail and rapid transit stations.  Further west in DuPage, the nature of the bus routes shifts to suburban circulators and commuter rail feeder routes.  Many of the routes in the outer suburban areas operate weekdays only, or provide service only during peak periods/in the peak direction of travel.   

		2.5 Planned Transportation Network 

		2.6 Land Use  

		2.7 Population and Employment 

		3.1 Transportation Needs by Travel Market 

		3.2 Transportation Needs by Mode 

		 4.0 Corridor Mobility Issues 
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Goals and Objectives 
for Corridor Mobility Improvements 


 
Goals Objectives 


1. Increase transit access to identified Corridor 
employment centers for current and future 
Reverse commuters. 


2. Increase access to additional potential 
places of employment. 


3. Increase connectivity between employment 
centers and residential locations of 
significant existing and future origin density. 


4. Increase opportunity to serve multiple or 
overlapping Corridor travel markets. 


5. Increase opportunity to serve other work-
related and non-work trips. 


6. Increase benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Goal 1 Increase Availability and 
Efficiency of Transit for 
Reverse Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


7. Reduce the number of transfers. 
1. Increase transit access to identified Corridor 


employment centers for current and future 
the commuters of Intersuburban travel 
markets. 


2. Increase access to additional potential 
places of employment. 


3. Increase connectivity between employment 
centers and residential locations of 
significant existing and future origin density. 


4. Increase opportunity to serve multiple or 
overlapping Corridor travel markets. 


5. Increase opportunity to serve other work-
related and non-work trips. 


6. Increase benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Goal 2 Increase Availability and 
Efficiency of Transit for 
Intersuburban Commuters to 
Major Suburban Employment 
Centers 


7. Reduce the number of transfers. 
1. Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound 


and westbound) for auto and transit users. 
2. Reduce travel times on other key 


transportation system elements (facilities 
and services) relied upon by Intersuburban 
and Reverse commuters.  


3. Reduce adverse impacts on users of the 
existing multimodal transportation system. 


4. Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-
vehicle trips. 


5. Increase use of traffic/transportation 
management techniques and technology 
strategies. 


Goal 3 Improve Roadway and Transit 
Service Quality in 
I-290 Travel Corridor 


6. Improve travel experience and safety of 
transportation system users. 







   


COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR POLICY COMMITTEE 12/05/06 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY   PAGE 2 OF 2 


 
1. Reduce adverse impacts on and promote 


positive benefits to existing communities, 
neighborhoods and people. 


2. Enhance economic 
development/redevelopment opportunities. 


3. Consider extent of and minimize adverse 
impacts of land acquisition. 


Goal 4 Increase Community and 
Corridor Benefits 


4. Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning 
Standards (supplemental criteria that reflect 
shared local values and preferences). 


1. Increase use of and integration with 
regional transportation system. 


2. Ensure consistency with regional goals 
presented in the 2030 RTP and 2040 
Regional Framework Plan. 


3. Reduce negative impacts on environmental 
justice communities/populations. 


Goal 5 Increase Regional Benefits 


4. Increase access to disadvantaged 
communities/populations. 


1. Ensure all applicable air quality standards 
are met. 


2. Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to wetlands, 
floodplains, and critical habitats. 


3. Reduce operating noise and vibration levels. 


Goal 6 Reduce Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 


4. Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to sensitive 
land uses, historic properties and open 
space. 


1. Increase system value by balancing costs 
and benefits. 


2. Reduce construction costs. 
3. Reduce long term operating costs. 
4. Increase potential benefits. 


Goal 7 Increase Cost Effectiveness 


5. Increase compatibility with and capacity of 
existing, local, state, and federal funding 
sources for both capital and operating costs. 
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Detailed Options  
Anticipated Evaluation Measures 
 
May 25, 2006 
 
Listed below are evaluation measures (in bold typeface) that the RTA anticipates applying 
to future “detailed” options (not conceptual options) when developed in Summer 2006.  The 
evaluation measures are intended to help us determine how well each Option addresses the 
Goals and Objectives, as well as the relative strengths and weaknesses of each.  All of the 
measures are currently equal in weight, as no weighting scheme has been proposed. 
 
These measures have not yet been applied or tested; it is possible that some of these 
measures may prove to be unusable in the Options Feasibility study, due to lack of data or 
other information and may need to be reserved for application in the Alternatives Analysis 
phase.  If necessary, we will look to develop alternative evaluation measures.  The RTA 
appreciates any feedback on these anticipated measures, suggestions for potential 
alternative measures, and whether a weighting scheme is desired or useful.  Your feedback 
on these Anticipated Evaluation Measures will be shared with the Corridor’s Technical 
Committee. 
 


 


Goal No. 1: Develop Feasible Transit Options for Reverse Commuters to Major Suburban 
Employment Centers 


Objective 1.1: Maximize transit access to identified corridor employment centers for 
current and future Reverse commuters. 


Measure 1.1.1: Number of current jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the reverse commute.  


Utilizing GIS analysis, the number of current jobs within ½ mile of proposed transit 
stops or stations serving identified employment centers will be obtained from the 
NIPC current and future employment data.  Additionally, these ½ mile radius areas 
will be extended to any additional portions of the employment centers served by a 
given transit stop or station to the extent that collector distributor bus service from 
the transit station / stop would provide accessibility within a given employment 
center beyond the ½ mile radius. 


Measure 1.1.2: Number of future jobs within the identified corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the reverse commute. 
Utilizing GIS analysis, the number of future jobs within ½ mile of proposed transit 
stops or stations serving identified employment centers will be obtained from the 
NIPC current and future employment data.  Additionally, these ½ mile radius areas 
will be extended to any additional portions of the employment centers served by a 
given transit stop or station to the extent that collector distributor bus service from 
the transit station/stop would  provide accessibility within a given employment 
center beyond the ½ mile radius. 







REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  ANTICIPATED EVALUATION MEASURES 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR  PAGE 2 OF 10 
 


Objective 1.2: Maximize access to additional potential places of employment. 


Measure 1.2.1: Number of current jobs not within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station for 
service which supports the reverse commute, west of Cicero Ave. 
Utilizing market-by-market evaluation tables from the Travel Market Analysis and 
journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, the number of work trip origins 
(throughout the length of each conceptual option) identified, as not having 
destinations in districts in the employment center or centers under study will be 
quantified. 


Objective 1.3: Maximize connectivity between employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and future origin density. 


Measure 1.3.1: Sum of existing and future work trip origins that connect 
with the identified Corridor employment centers for reverse commuters. 


Utilizing GIS analysis and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, sum all 
reverse commute origins within ½ mile of a proposed option with densities greater 
than 250 work trips per square mile destined for identified corridor employment 
centers with densities greater than 250 employees per traffic analysis zone. 


Objective 1.4: Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor travel 
markets. 


Measure 1.4.1: Sum of work trips in identified travel markets with origins 
and destinations within ½ mile of a proposed transit option for reverse 
commuters. 
For each option primarily serving the reverse commute, using Travel Market Analysis 
data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, sum all work trips with 
origins and destinations within ½ mile of the proposed option. 


Objective 1.5: Maximize opportunity to serve non-work trips. 


Measure 1.5.1: Sum of non-work trips with origins and destinations within 
½ mile of transit stop/station on a proposed transit option. 


For each option primarily serving the reverse commute, using Travel Market Analysis 
data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, sum all non-work trips with 
origins and destinations within ½ mile of the proposed option. 


Objective 1.6: Maximize benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation system. 


Measure 1.6.1: Extent of improvement in travel time, etc. for other users of 
system element affected by proposed option. 


At the Options Feasibility Study level (and without the benefit of travel model runs) 
this evaluation will be based on a subjective assessment of the extent to which a 
given option provides for improved travel times on other elements within the 
regional transportation system.   
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Objective 1.7: Minimize the number of transfers. 


Measure 1.7.1: Change in number of transfers, from baseline, required to 
reach selected employment centers from major concentrations of work trip 
origins for reverse commute. 
For each option serving primarily the reverse commute, the sum of the number of 
work trips reaching designated employment centers with densities greater than 250 
employees per traffic analysis zone from concentrations of work trip origins 
exceeding 250 trips per square mile will be determined from Travel Market Analysis 
data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau.  The aggregate number of 
trip transfers (volume of trips multiplied by number of transfers required) will be 
summed for each option and options compared one to the other. 


 


Goal No. 2: Develop Feasible Transit Options for Intersuburban Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers 


Objective 2.1: Maximize transit access to identified Corridor employment centers for 
current and future commuters of Intersuburban travel markets. 


Measure 2.1.1: Number of current jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the intersuburban commute. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, the number of current jobs within ½ mile of proposed transit 
stops or stations will be obtained from NIPC current and future employment data.  
Additionally, these ½ mile radius areas will be extended to any additional portions of 
the employment center served by a given transit stop or station to the extent that 
collector distributor bus service from the transit station / stop would  provide 
accessibility within a given employment center beyond the ½ mile radius. 


Measure 2.1.2: Number of future jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the intersuburban commute. 


Utilizing GIS analysis the number of future jobs within ½ mile of proposed transit 
stops or stations will be obtained from the NIPC current and future employment 
data.  Additionally, these ½ mile radius areas will be extended to any additional 
portions of the employment center served by a given transit stop or station to the 
extent that collector distributor bus service from the transit station / stop would 
provide accessibility within a given employment center beyond the ½ mile radius. 


Objective 2.2: Maximize access to additional potential places of employment. 


Measure 2.2.1: Number of current jobs not within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station for 
service which supports the intersuburban commute. 
Utilizing market-by-market evaluation tables from the Travel Market Analysis and 
journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, the number of work trip origins 
(throughout the length of each conceptual option) identified, as having destinations 
in districts in the employment center or centers under study will be quantified. 
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Objective 2.3: Maximize connectivity between employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and future origin density. 


Measure 2.3.1: Sum of existing and future work trip origins served that 
connects with the identified Corridor employment centers for intersuburban 
commuters. 


Utilizing GIS analysis and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, , sum all 
intersuburban commute origins within ½ mile of a proposed option with densities 
greater than 250 work trips per square mile destined for identified corridor 
employment centers with densities greater than 250 employees per traffic analysis 
zone. 


Objective 2.4: Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor travel 
markets. 


Measure 2.4.1: Sum of work trips in identified travel markets with origins 
and destinations within ½ mile of proposed transit option for intersuburban 
commuters. 
For each option primarily serving the intersuburban commute, using Travel Market 
Analysis data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, sum all work trips 
with origins and destinations within ½ mile of the proposed option. 


Objective 2.5: Maximize opportunity to serve non-work trips. 


Measure 2.5.1: Sum of non-work trips with origins and destinations within 
½ mile of transit stop/station of a proposed transit option. 


For each option primarily serving the intersuburban commute, using Travel Market 
Analysis data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau, sum all non-work 
trips with origins and destinations within ½ mile of the proposed option. 


Objective 2.6: Maximize benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation system. 


Measure 2.6.1: Extent of improvement in travel time, etc. for other users of 
system element affected by proposed option. 


At the Options Feasibility Study level (and without the benefit of transit model runs) 
this evaluation will be based on a subjective assessment of the extent to which a 
given option provides for improved travel times on other elements within the 
regional transportation system.   


Objective 2.7: Minimize the number of transfers. 


Measure 2.7.1: Change in number of transfers, from baseline, required to 
reach selected employment centers from major concentrations of work trip 
origins for intersuburban commute. 
For each option serving primarily the intersuburban commute, the sum of the 
number of work trips reaching designated employment centers with densities greater 
than 250 employees per traffic analysis zone from concentrations of work trip origins 
exceeding 250 trips per square mile will be determined from Travel Market Analysis 
data and journey-to-work data from the Census Bureau.  The aggregate number of 
trip transfers (volume of trips multiplied by number of transfers required) will be 
summed for each option and options compared one to the other. 
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Goal No. 3: Improve Roadway and Transit Service Quality in I-290 Travel Corridor 


Objective 3.1: Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) for auto and 
transit users. 


Measure 3.1.1: Extent option improves travel time on I-290 for eastbound 
automobile travel. 


Identify the additional capacity on I-290 (or in immediately adjacent parallel 
facilities) provided by each option. 


Measure 3.1.2: Extent option improves travel time on I-290 for westbound 
automobile travel. 


Identify the additional capacity on I-290 (or in immediately adjacent parallel 
facilities) provided by each option. 


Measure 3.1.3: Extent option improves travel time on I-290 for eastbound 
for transit users. 
Quantification of increase in non-SOV capacity provided through extensions of rail, 
construction of HOV Lanes, and other regional transit service frequency improve-
ments. 


Measure 3.1.4: Extent option improves travel time on I-290 for westbound 
for transit users. 


Quantification of increase in non-SOV capacity through extensions of rail, con-
struction of HOV Lanes, and other regional transit services frequency improvements. 


Objective 3.2: Reduce travel times on other key transportation system elements (facilities 
and services) relied upon by Intersuburban and Reverse commuters. 


Measure 3.2.1: Extent option improves travel time on existing arterials, 
expressways, bus services and rail services identified in the Travel Market 
Analysis as key system elements in the I-290 travel corridor. 


For options designed primarily to improve service quality in the I-290 travel corridor, 
identify capacity enhancements provided to other key system elements serving the I-
290 travel corridor as defined in the Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis. 


Measure 3.2.2: Extent to which option provides an alternative routing that 
diverts transit and auto travelers from congested links in the home to work 
path now available. 
Determine the cumulative number of congestion “hot spots” (defined by utilizing 
CATS model data, V/C ratios, etc.) avoided by a given option.  Options are then 
scored relative to one another. 


Objective 3.3: Minimize adverse impacts on users of the existing multimodal transporta-
tion system. 


Measure 3.3.1: Extent of users whose travel experience may be degraded as 
a result of the proposed option. 
Reduction in existing capacity and/or introduction of additional delay brought about 
by the implementation of a given option.  Such introductions of delay may be those 
caused by an additional at grade rail crossing; the taking of a parking lane or a travel 
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lane; or other actions, which similarly constitute an adverse impact on transportation 
system users. 


Objective 3.4: Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-vehicle trips. 


Measure 3.4.1: Reduction in number of forced intermodal plus intramodal 
transfers for travelers using the I-290 travel corridor. 


For each option under study, quantify the number of total transfers required; stratify 
this total into intermodal transfers verses intramodal transfers.  The total number of 
transfers for each option is then compared to the total number of transfers required 
for the other options. 


Objective 3.5: Maximize traffic/transportation management techniques and technology 
strategies. 


Measure 3.5.1: Number of instances where Transportation System Manage-
ment (TSM) is utilized to improve the I-290 travel corridor flow. 
For each option serving the I-290 travel corridor, enumerate the option elements, 
which employ transportation systems management (as opposed to major capital 
construction) as the technique for travel time improvement. 


Objective 3.6: Improve travel experience and safety of transportation system users. 


Measure 3.6.1: Extent option improves comfort, convenience, safety and 
reliability for users. 


Extent to which the option provides additional corridor capacity as an alternative to 
SOV congested travel.  This measure will be treated qualitatively based on: (a) 
capacity analysis computations; (b) review of existing system planning, 
environmental, and/or engineering documents; and, (c) on the Team’s field 
reconnaissance. 


 


Goal No. 4: Maximize Community and Corridor Benefits 


Objective 4.1: Minimize adverse impacts on and promote positive benefits on existing 
communities, neighborhoods and people. 


Measure 4.1.1: Extent and severity of incidences where well-defined com-
munities or neighborhoods are bifurcated. 


This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plan, and on the Team’s field reconnaissance. 


Measure 4.1.2: Extent and severity of incidences where access to and/or 
circulation within a community or neighborhood are degraded. 
This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plan and on the Team’s field reconnaissance. 


Measure 4.1.3: Extent and number of businesses or community facilities 
dislocated or rendered less accessible. 
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This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plan and on the Team’s field reconnaissance. 


Measure 4.1.4: Extent and number of residences dislocated or rendered less 
accessible. 


This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plan, and on the Team’s field reconnaissance. 


Measure 4.1.5: Number of rail grade crossing. 


Measure to be qualitatively assessed as a function of aggregate delay and aggregate 
accident exposure (as well as number of rail grade crossings) on each option.  
Options will then compared one to the other. 


Objective 4.2: Enhance economic development / redevelopment opportunities. 


Measure 4.2.1: Area of brownfields slated for redevelopment within ½ mile 
of a transit stop / station or point of access to a new or improved roadway. 
Utilizing GIS analysis, the acreage of brownfields within ½ mile of a transit stop or 
station, on the one hand, or the point of access to a major roadway improvement, on 
the other, will be quantified for each option.  All options will be scored, on a relative 
basis. 


Measure 4.2.2: Area of existing and proposed employment centers within ½ 
mile of a transit stop / station or point-of-access to a new or improved 
roadway. 
Utilizing GIS analysis, the acreage of employment centers within ½ mile of a transit 
stop or station on the one hand or the point of access to a major roadway 
improvement on the other will be quantified for each option.  All options will be 
scored, on a relative basis. 


Measure 4.2.3: Number of targeted redevelopment sites accessed. 


Number of targeted redevelopment sites accessed by option under study.  Number of 
redevelopment sites within ½ mile of a transit stop or station on the one hand or the 
point of access to a roadway improvement on the other defines access.  All options 
will be scored, on a relative basis. 


Measure 4.2.4: Number of centers of projected new development accessed. 


Number of targeted new development sites accessed by option under study.  Number 
of new development sites within ½ mile of a transit stop or station on the one hand 
or the point of access to a roadway improvement on the other defines access. 


Objective 4.3: Consider extent of and minimize adverse impacts of land acquisition. 


Measure 4.3.1: Classification of land impacted and area of new right-of-way 
required (includes related parking, roadway, and traffic improvements). 
Utilizing GIS analysis, total area of new right-of-way required will be accumulated by 
major land use classifications and the total across all classifications recorded. 


Objective 4.4: Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards. 
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Measure 4.4.1: To Be Determined. 


To be determined. 


 


Goal No. 5: Maximize Regional Benefits 


Objective 5.1: Maximize use of and integration with regional transportation system. 


Measure 5.1.1: Extent of interconnectivity of option with all other elements 
of existing transportation systems for all travel markets. 


This measure will be based on a visual assessment of the interconnectivity of CTA 
rail, CTA bus, Metra, and Pace System maps taken in combination with each 
proposed conceptual option. 


Objective 5.2: Ensure consistency with regional goals presented in the 2030 RTP and 
2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


Measure 5.2.1: Total number of 2030 RTP and 2040 Regional Framework 
Plan goals consistent with option. 


Enumerate the apparent number of inconsistencies (for each conceptual option) with 
respect to goals statements in the current CATS 2030 Regional Transportation Plan 
and Current NIPC 2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


Objective 5.3: Minimize negative impacts on environmental justice communities/pop-
ulations. 


Measure 5.3.1: Number of housing units adversely impacted by noise, 
vibration or visual intrusion. 


Number of environmental justice housing impacts will be quantified based on GIS 
analysis and aerial photography/mapping of environmental justice neighborhoods, 
and on review of existing planning or environmental documents and by Team’s field 
reconnaissance. 


Measure 5.3.2 Number of environmental justice neighborhoods or 
communities divided. 


Number of environmental justice neighborhoods or communities impacted will be 
quantified based on GIS analysis and aerial photography/mapping of environmental 
justice neighborhoods, and on review of existing planning or environmental 
documents and by Team’s field reconnaissance. 


Measure 5.3.3: Number of environmental justice or businesses dislocated. 


Quantification of number of environmental justice homes or businesses dislocated by 
each option will be quantified based on GIS analysis and aerial photography/mapping 
of environmental justice neighborhoods, and on review of existing planning and 
environmental studies, supplemented by Team’s field reconnaissance. 
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Objective 5.4: Maximize access to disadvantaged communities / populations. 


Measure 5.4.1: Number of disadvantaged persons within a ½ mile radius of 
a transit stop/station or point-of-access to a new or improved roadway. 


Using GIS analysis, quantify the number of disadvantaged persons (households with 
zero automobiles, households with disabled individuals, households with family 
income below the national poverty level, elderly households, and households 
occupied by minority groups) by each conceptual option. 


 


Goal No. 6: Minimize Adverse Environmental Impacts 


Objective 6.1: Ensure all applicable air quality standards are met. 


Measure 6.1.1: Does option improve compliance with current air quality 
standards? 


Number of roadway congestion “hot spots” potentially eliminated or significantly 
improved by implementation of the option under study. 


Objective 6.2: Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to wetlands, floodplains, and critical 
habitats. 


Measure 6.2.1: Number of wetlands, floodplains, and critical habitats 
impacted. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of wetlands, or critical habitats 
impacted by each proposed option. 


Objective 6.3: Minimize operating noise and vibration levels. 


Measure 6.3.1: Number of sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, hospitals) 
subjected to increased noise and vibration impacts. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, 
churches, hospitals) subjected to increased noise and vibration impact for each 
option under study. 


Objective 6.4: Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, historic prop-
erties and open space. 


Measure 6.4.1: Length of option running through or adjacent to a park, 
historic district or property, or public open space. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, for each option under study, the length of an option running 
through or adjacent to a park or public open space will be determined and 
accumulated. 


Goal No. 7: Maximize Cost Effectiveness 


Objective 7.1: Maximize system value by balancing costs and benefits. 
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Measure 7.1.1: Divide option’s effectiveness (as computed in the evaluation 
matrix for goals 1 thru 6) by the option’s total annual costs (capital + 
operating --in billions). 


To be computed as described in the Draft Evaluation Methodology and Options 
Evaluation Matrix document. 


Objective 7.2: Minimize construction costs. 


Measure 7.2.1: Total construction costs. 


Order of Magnitude capital construction and equipping costs will be computed for 
each option under study. 


Measure 7.2.2: Annualized construction costs (all modal components) 


Based on life cycle costing methods (as suggested by FTA or the sponsoring agency) 
the annualized construction costs for each option will be computed. 


Objective 7.3: Minimize long-term operating costs. 


Measure 7.3.1: Annual operating costs (all modal components). 


Based on operating cost data available (through RTA; from the modal operating 
agency; or, based on the national transit database), estimates of annual operating 
costs will be made for each conceptual option under study. 


Objective 7.4: Maximize potential benefits. 


Measure 7.4.1: Overall effectiveness (as computed in the evaluation matrix 
for goals 1 thru 6). 
The Feasible Options Study evaluation methodology and resulting matrix provides a 
cumulative measure of overall plan effectiveness for each option under study.  This 
measure of effectiveness is computed for each of goals 1 through 6 and then 
aggregated for all six goals. 


Objective 7.5: Maximize compatibility with the capacity of existing, local, state, and 
federal funding sources for both capital and operating costs. 


Measure 7.5.1: Option’s horizon year cash surplus (through a cash-flow 
model, which incorporates both capital costs and operating costs with 
reasonable expectation of revenues from all fund sources). 
The Team (at the level of Conceptual Options Evaluation) will undertake a very 
generalized cash flow analysis for each conceptual option under study.  This analysis 
will consider, on an annual basis, all capital and operating costs as well as all 
potential revenue sources (local and sales taxes, fare box, State of Illinois, tolls, FTA, 
etc.).  The cash flow analysis is carried out through each year to the planning horizon 
year.  The single number reflective of the level of financial feasibility of each option is 
the cash surplus (or deficit) which exists at the planning horizon year.  This “bottom 
line” number is inclusive of short term borrowing (such as bond, grant anticipation 
notes (GANS), or grant anticipation revenue vehicles (GARVEES) and long term 
financing issued and paid back during the options development horizon which is 
assumed to be the year 2030 consistent with the horizon year for the build out of the 
2030 Regional Transportation Plan. 


### 
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Conceptual Options: Introduction 
 
Five “conceptual options” have been developed to foster ideas and to generate early 
input in the Options development process. The concepts are general and represent 
distinctly different approaches to address the same problem – the need to improve 
mobility for intersuburban and reverse commuters.  The five concepts are listed 
below: 
 


1. Hub and Spoke 
2. Multiple Hub and Spoke 
3. Grid Network 
4. Point-to-Point 
5. New Use of Existing System 


 
While this is a very conceptual step in the development of solutions, it is also an 
important opportunity for early, thoughtful input.  We are particularly interested in: 


• Insights regarding which of the five concepts appeals to you:  
1) the most, 2) the least, and 3) why.   


• Thoughts or suggestions for combining two or more concepts. 


• Iideas for specific improvements based on these concepts. 


• Ideas regarding suburban hubs or the general orientation of a future 
transportation system that serves the Corridor’s employment centers. 


 
A schematic illustration, a brief description, and the advantages and limitations are 
provided for each of the five concepts.  The illustrations are mode (vehicle) and 
alignment (facility) neutral.  Several different types and/or locations of improve-
ments will likely be evaluated for concepts that are further developed.   
 
The lines shown in the illustration of each concept depict the needed connectivity 
between concentrations of work trip origins (beginning points) and one or more 
major Corridor employment centers.  There are six employment centers in the 
Corridor that attract intersuburban and reverse commuters - Oak Brook being the 
largest of six. All six of the Corridor’s major employment centers are depicted in the 
map with the following symbol ( ). 
 


Your feedback will be considered by the RTA and the Cook DuPage Corridor Technical 
Committee as we begin to develop “detailed options” later this summer 2006. The 
detailed options will include mode and alignments recommendations and will likely 
include improvements for both users of public transit and automobiles. 
 
Thank you for your input and we look forward to your continued participation.   
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Concept 1 - Hub and Spoke 
 


 


 
 
Description 
Concept 1 represents a “hub and spoke” system with the Oak Brook area serving as 
the center point or “hub” and to which new direct lines of service or “spokes” 
converge from the east and west.  It serves the Oak Brook area similar to how the 
existing regional transportation system serves downtown Chicago.  This concept 
relies primarily on new and enhanced transit services in the I-290 travel corridor and 
in a number of arterial corridors for east-west travel; and in the IL 83 corridor for 
north-south travel.  The extensive network of bus service in Chicago and the near 
west suburbs is relied upon to access the spokes projecting east of Oak Brook.  
Enhanced bus service on key north-south routes would provide access to the spokes 
projecting west of Oak Brook in DuPage. 
 
This hub and spoke concept is designed to directly serve the Oak Brook area which 
has the largest number of destinations of the six major employment centers in and 
around the corridor and has the highest destination densities – exceeding 7,000 trips 
per square mile.  With additional spokes or lines of service and a well considered 
operational plan this concept could potentially serve most of the other major 
employment centers within the Corridor: Maywood/LUMC, Elmhurst/Addison, the 
Thorndale corridor, Yorktown (Lombard), and Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville. 
 
Advantages and Limitations 
The advantage of the hub and spoke system is that it provides a nearly direct 
connection between many origins to a major destination – in this case the Oak Brook 
area.  The major limitation is that only one primary destination is served without 
requiring a transfer at the hub and potentially circuitous travel. 
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Concept 2 - Multiple Hub and Spoke 
 


 
 
Description 
Concept 2 presents a “multiple hub and spoke” system with the Maywood/Loyola 
University Medical Center (LUMC) area and Yorktown (Lombard) area serving as the 
center points or “hubs” and to which new direct lines of service or “spokes” converge 
from the east near Maywood/LUMC and west to Yorktown.  Direct service is provided 
to each hub from the spokes.  However a required transfer is presumed for travel 
between the hubs or to the Oak Brook area.  Main line service in the I-290/I-88 
corridor between Harlem Avenue in Forest Park and Highland Avenue in Lombard 
provides a critical link between the two hubs.  This concept relies extensively on new 
and enhanced transit services in the I-290/I-88 travel corridor as well as a number 
of arterial corridors for east-west travel to the hubs.  The extensive network of bus 
service in Chicago and the near west suburbs is relied upon to access the spokes 
projecting east of the Maywood/LUMC area.  Enhanced bus service on key north-
south routes would provide access to spokes projecting west of Yorktown in DuPage. 
 
This multiple hub and spoke concept is designed to directly serve the Maywood/LUMC 
area, Oak Brook, and the Yorktown area.  With additional spokes or lines of service 
and a well considered operational plan, this concept could potentially serve most of 
the other major employment centers in and around the Corridor: Thorndale corridor, 
Elmhurst/Addison, Schaumburg and Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville. 
 
Advantages and Limitations 
The advantage of the multiple hub and spoke system is its nearly direct connections 
between many origins and two major destinations – in this case the Maywood/LUMC 
area and the Yorktown area.  The major limitation is that access to the mainline 
between the hubs may be limited to maintain higher speed and adding spokes 
between and to the hubs has a smaller return for improving mobility.  
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Concept 3 - Grid Network 
 


 
 
 
Description 
Concept 3 presents a grid network system comprised of intersecting east-west and 
north-south lines of service.  It serves the corridor similar to how the existing grid 
network of arterials and bus routes functions in Chicago and the near west suburbs.  
The grid network concept relies on new and enhanced transit services on key arterial 
routes, expressways and tollways; and new local service on Metra commuter rail 
lines.  Transit station park and ride facilities, the extensive network of existing bus 
service in Chicago and the near west suburbs, and bike and pedestrian travel are 
relied upon to access this grid network. 
 
All major employment centers of the corridor, except for the Schaumburg area, are 
served by both east-west and north-south enhanced transit services on major 
arterials or highways.  The Schaumburg employment center is served only by a 
north-south service.  All the employment centers distribution sheds would be served 
by direct transit service, circulation service, and/or bicycle/pedestrian pathways.  
 
Advantages and Limitations 
The advantage of the grid network is its high degree of flexibility and connections 
between many origins and many major suburban employment destinations typically 
requiring only one transfer to change direction along the grid.  A grid network 
system can also provide direct point-to-point transit service between some origins 
and major destinations which are located in the same east-west or north-south axis.  
The major disadvantage of this option is that its local service and maximum access 
can lead to long travel times relative to the distance traveled.   
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Concept 4 - Point-to-Point Service 
 
 


 
 
 
Description 
Concept 4 represents potential new direct point-to-point transit service between key 
areas of high density origins and five major employment centers in and around the 
corridor.  No transfers are required between the origin and destination.  This concept 
relies on arterial corridor upgrades and considerable new transit service since the 
existing transit network – particularly the commuter rail system does not match up 
well with the major employment centers.  The I-290/I-88 travel corridor in 
combination with several east-west arterial corridors such as North Avenue, 
Roosevelt Road and Ogden Avenue are relied upon to serve multiple travel markets 
and origin-destination combinations.  This option serves five of the six major 
employment centers in and around the corridor in a limited fashion. 
 
Advantages and Limitations 
The advantage of this point-to-point concept is its direct lines of service (no transfers 
required) between high density origins (residential zones) and high density 
destinations (employment centers).  The major disadvantage to the user is the 
limited number of destinations that can be reached from any particular origin.  
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Concept 5 – New Use of the Existing System 
 
 


 
 
Description 
Concept 5 presents potential new uses of the existing transportation system to 
provide access to nearly all corridor employment centers for reverse and 
intersuburban commuters.  Rather than new lines, this option relies primarily on 
operational improvements to all three Metra commuter rail lines (Milwaukee District 
West, Union Pacific West, and Burlington Northern Santa Fe), and new and enhanced 
transit services on several north-south major arterials.  The Metra lines are the 
primary corridors for east-west travel, while Cicero Avenue, Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
and I-355 primarily serve the north-south travel corridors.  Metra commuter rail 
park-and-ride would provide network access and transfer opportunities to several 
enhanced transit services on the north-south major arterials. All major employment 
centers in and around the corridor are served by this existing system concept. 
 
Advantages and Limitations 
The advantage of this concept is that all of the major capital facilities are already in 
place and it is unlikely to have major environmental and community impacts.  The 
major disadvantage is that it may require tradeoffs between new users and existing 
users of the transit system, and a change in operational philosophy for the arterial 
system.  The existing system is designed to primarily serve the traditional travel 
market and it may not be operationally feasible within the existing infrastructure to 
effectively serve reverse and intersuburban travel markets.  The major employment 
centers are not proximate to commuter rail lines and this option would have to rely 
on considerable distribution at greater distances from rail stations. 
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Corridor Planning Standards Overview 
 
Corridor Planning Standards provide a whole new kind of local participation in the planning 
process for major new transportation system improvements.  Corridor Planning Standards is 
something new to our region and is akin to context sensitivity in the planning rather than 
design phase of project development.  Downers Grove is providing local leadership for this 
effort and Mr. David Barber is the Chair of the Corridor Planning Standards Working Group 
and Director of Public Works for the Village of Downers Grove. 
 
The 52 communities in the Cook-DuPage Corridor share much in common, but are not the 
same.  There are striking differences in community characteristics, local economies, and 
citizen values.  Yet all of the communities in the Corridor are physically interwoven and 
connected by one thing – the transportation system.  Communities in the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor are affected by both the travel patterns and the transportation system and 
anything new that gets built or added to the system.  Transportation should be an asset for 
local communities and they need to be aware early in the process of all of the impacts of 
transportation.  The potential impacts go far beyond mobility and so it is important to learn 
as much about the communities as we do about the travel patterns and transportation 
system.  Continuous participation of a broad base of local leaders is required to develop 
meaningful and sustainable Corridor Planning Standards. 
 
Some of the key issues for communities as they face choices and decisions about potential 
expansion of the transportation system in their area are: 1) resources and knowledge to 
participate effectively in the planning and decision making process, 2) enhancing community 
vitality and economic development, 3) selecting appropriate transportation solutions, 4) 
preserving and enhancing quality of life, and 5) understanding local mobility needs. 
 
Since February 2006, corridor communities have been working together to establish their 
own collective vision, goals, values and preferences for the corridor transportation system 
and its integration with their towns.  Key issues and local values were established using a 
variety of techniques and activities, such as a survey of mayors and presidents, U.S. Census 
research, a workshop with planners and other professionals representing a broad cross-
section of Corridor communities and meetings with local leaders.  Input from these activities 
provided the foundation for development of Corridor Planning Standards by the Planning 
Standards Working Group. 
 
Corridor Planning Standards will be used along with traditional technical criteria to evaluate 
transportation system options in the current Options Feasibility Study; and are referenced in 
Goal 4 Objective 4 of the Goals and Objectives for corridor mobility improvements.  Corridor 
Planning Standards will help ensure potential transportation solutions enhance community 
vitality, local character and values; and will provide a valuable framework for transportation 
investment decisions that will be made by the Policy Committee in early 2007.  Corridor 
Planning Standards will help increase local awareness of the effects of transportation options 
before these decisions are made.  
 
 








 
 
 


Cook DuPage Corridor Planning Standards 
Approved December 5, 2006 


1. Transportation improvements should connect people with potential 
places of employment and regional activity centers, particularly 
people who are currently underserved by the transportation system. 


• Provide new or improved flexibility and efficiency of transportation 
connections between residents and suitable employment opportunities.  


• Preserve, enhance, or increase access to local destinations and key 
community assets, including:  
− Community and health facilities, 
− Higher education facilities, 
− Lodging, 
− Commercial retail centers, 
− Social service facilities, 
− Active recreational facilities, 
− Entertainment facilities, 
− Cultural amenities, 
− Government facilities, 
− Secondary education facilities, 
− Public or private parks, and 
− Established downtowns. 


• Provide multiple modes of travel that are attractive to intended users in 
terms of cost, convenience and travel time.  


• Promote seamless mode choices by: 
− Incorporating improvements for more than one mode of travel, 
− Providing efficient connection between modes of travel,  
− Providing for the entire trip, and 
− Including adequate integration-related amenities (such as bike storage 


on transit or commuter parking). 


• Reduce congestion by promoting convenient and efficient alternatives to 
local automobile trips. 


 


2. Transportation improvements should be compatible with existing 
local plans and redevelopment objectives, or result in changes and 
patterns that are desired by impacted community (-ies). 


• Promote efforts or activities that resolve adverse impacts of the proposed 
transportation improvement. 


• Support local development or redevelopment efforts that have resulted 
from a public planning process conducted or updated within the last five 
years. 
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• Identify and reduce conflict with current, local community development 
plans that have resulted from a public planning process.  


• Protect or strengthen the visual character and design integrity associated 
with the existing building stock of established downtowns and 
neighborhoods through which transportation improvements may pass. 


• Respect long established and locally preferred roadway patterns in 
downtowns and neighborhoods through which transportation 
improvements may pass. 


• Preserve, enhance or expand the existing or planned character of 
streetscapes along which transportation improvements may pass. 


• Incorporate elements of surrounding character (existing or planned) into 
design of transportation improvements during the planning and design 
process for preferred transportation system improvements. 


 


3. Transportation improvements should promote and encourage a 
variety of housing types, including affordable housing. 


• Maintain or enhance the current levels of housing diversity and affordable 
housing units in communities through which improvements pass. 


• Incorporate design techniques, modes, or patterns that encourage 
housing options, diversity and transit oriented development (for example: 
on-street parking, wide sidewalks, narrow streets, and an area transit 
station). 


 


4. Transportation improvements should be planned and designed for a 
diverse set of users. 


• Provide new or improved flexibility and efficiency for trips beyond 
traditional 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. work hours. 


• Improve safety, reliability, understandability, and ease of use of a multi-
modal transportation system for all users.  


• Include the participation of a diverse set of people that represent a variety 
of demographic and economic backgrounds in the planning and design 
process for preferred transportation system improvements. 


• Enhance bicycle and pedestrian access and integration within the multi-
modal transportation system. 
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Corridor Planning Standards + Potential Performance 
Measures 
January 17, 2007 


1. Transportation improvements should connect people with potential 
places of employment and regional activity centers, particularly people 
who are currently underserved by the transportation system. 


1.1. Provide new or improved flexibility and efficiency of transportation 
connections between residents and suitable employment opportunities. 
[Options Feasibility] 


1.1. Performance Measures: 


1.1.1. Number of households matched to suitable employment 
opportunities based on level of education needed. 


1.1.2. Improvement in connectivity between employment center 
needs and areas with households offering compatible educational 
attainment, skill sets, or stated occupations (using ¼ and 1-1/2 
mile buffer from point of origin). 


1.1.3. Increase in modes, capacity and level of service along 
connecting routes 


1.2. Preserve, enhance, or increase access to local destinations and key 
community assets, including: [Options Feasibility]  
1.2.a. Community and health facilities, 
1.2.b. Higher education facilities, 
1.2.c. Lodging, 
1.2.d. Commercial retail centers, 
1.2.e. Social service facilities, 
1.2.f. Active recreational facilities, 
1.2.g. Entertainment facilities, 
1.2.h. Cultural amenities, 
1.2.i. Government facilities, 
1.2.j. Secondary education facilities, 
1.2.k. Public or private parks, and 
1.2.l. Established downtowns. 


1.2. Performance Measures: 


1.2.1. The number of linkages between a particular destinations and 
other assets (public input may be needed to weight relative 
importance of destinations) 


1.2.2. The increase in the number of destinations served by multiple 
modes of travel.  







1.2.3. The increase in the frequency of existing transit service stops at 
existing destinations 


1.2.4. The increase in the number of destination served by sidewalks 
and bicycle facilities.   


1.2.5. Increase in modes of travel to destinations and assets (could 
include added transit stops at convenient times, sidewalks, 
shared paths, bike lanes or similar additions) 


1.3. Provide multiple modes of travel that are attractive to intended users in 
terms of cost, convenience and travel time. [Systems Analysis]  


1.3. Performance Measures: 


1.3.1. The difference between cost per mile traveled to the user for 
transit and single occupancy vehicles.   


1.3.2. Increase in the number of modes of connection between 
targeted destinations. 


1.3.3. The decrease in the wait time between connections for transit 
or inter-modal travel.  


1.3.4. the decrease in headway on targeted transit routes.    


1.3.5. The decrease in the difference in travel time and projected cost 
for modes of travel such as automobile travel, auto/bus 
commuter transit, bike or walk/bus transit, or other method of 
travel. 


1.4. Promote seamless mode choices by: [1.4.a-c Options Feasibility; 1.4.d 
Design] 
1.4.a. Incorporating improvements for more than one mode of travel, 
1.4.b. Providing efficient connection between modes of travel,  
1.4.c. Providing for the entire trip, and 
1.4.d. Including adequate integration-related amenities (such as bike 


storage on transit or commuter parking)? 


1.4. Performance Measures: 


1.4.1. Number of modes improved 


1.4.2. Increase in the ease of linkages between modes to enhance 
accessibility and decrease obstacles to transfers 


1.4.3. Increase in the number of amenities that support integration 
and promote use such as bike storage, commuter parking spaces 
into the multimodal system and pedestrian/bike paths connecting 
to targeted destinations.  


1.4.4. Reduction (or improvement) in impact of growth on congestion 
or level of service within the proposed service area. 


1.4.5. The increase in sidewalks across parking areas linking transit or 
existing sidewalks with final destinations.  


1.5. Reduce congestion by promoting convenient and efficient alternatives to 
local automobile trips. [Systems Analysis] 


1.5.1 See above 







 


2. Transportation improvements should be compatible with existing local 
plans and redevelopment objectives, or result in changes and patterns 
that are desired by impacted community(ies). 


2.1. Support local development or redevelopment efforts that have resulted from 
a public planning process conducted or updated within the last five years. 
[Community Development/Land Use, Systems Analysis] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.1.1. Number of instances and nature/extent of compatibility 
between transportation improvements and major local 
development or redevelopment efforts such as brownfield 
redevelopment, large scale development activity or revitalization 
programs (for downtowns, neighborhoods, employment/retail 
centers or industrial districts) 


2.1.2. The level of compatibility between the scale of transportation 
improvements and the scale of local development or 
redevelopment efforts.  


2.2. Identify and reduce conflict with current, local community development 
plans that have resulted from a public planning process. [Community 
Development/Land Use, Systems Analysis] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.2.1. Number of instances and nature/extent of compatibility 
between transportation improvements and local community 
development plans (may include comprehensive plans, mobility 
plans, revitalization or economic development strategies, housing 
plans, or other long range studies) 


2.2.2. The degree to which transportation improvements are located 
in areas with planned increases in transportation needs 


2.3. Protect or strengthen the visual character and design integrity associated 
with the existing building stock of established downtowns and 
neighborhoods through which transportation improvements may pass. 
[Design] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.3.1. The extent to which, at the planning stage, the character of 
areas through which transportation improvements pass have 
been documented (in a cursory manner during initial planning 
stages, but in detail upon selecting preferred alternatives). 
Features of the built environment should include age of 
structures, architecture type/detail, mix of uses/activities, 
relationship to the surrounding area, placement/massing, 
yard/setbacks, additional key features of sites (such as lighting, 
signage, vegetation), development pattern, and important 
viewsheds. 


2.3.2. The extent to which, at the design stage, the character analysis 
has been used as a tool for maintaining/improving context 
sensitivity and preserving local character. 







2.3.3. The degree to which the existing character of the surrounding 
built environment, such as the pattern of roadways or buildings, 
the number of buildings, or the relationship of the buildings to 
the road, is disrupted due to proposed transportation 
improvements.  


2.3.4. The number of roadway intersections closed 


2.3.5. The number of new roadways created that conflict with the 
existing pattern of roadways in the surrounding area.   


2.4. Preserve, enhance or expand the existing or planned character of 
streetscapes along which transportation improvements may pass. [Design] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.4.1. The extent to which, at the planning stage, the character of the 
existing streetscape through which transportation improvements 
pass have been documented (in a cursory manner during initial 
planning stages, but in detail upon selecting preferred 
alternatives). Features of the streetscape should include age of 
structures within the streetscape (such as transit stops/shelters), 
materials, amenities, patterns, historic integrity, medians, 
landscaping/street trees (including use of vegetation, types, 
sizes, densities, patterns and purpose), lighting standards, 
signage, sidewalks (width, patterns, materials), street widths, 
patterns and important viewsheds. 


2.4.2. The degree to which, at the design stage, the character 
documentation has been used as a tool for maintaining/improving 
context sensitivity and preserving local character. 


2.4.3. Manner in which proposed improvements impact the character 
of the streetscape (elements/patterns disrupted, removed, 
modified, preserved, replaced or enhanced)  


2.4.4. The number additions or deletions to the street tree inventory.   


2.4.5. The increase in the width or total area of sidewalk in the project 
area 


2.4.6. The increase or decrease in existing night time light levels. 


2.5. Incorporate elements of surrounding character (existing or planned) into 
design of transportation improvements during the planning and design 
process for preferred transportation system improvements. [Design] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.5.1. To be used in the design stage based upon planning stage 
documentation of character for the surrounding built 
environment, streetscape and patterns of development. 


2.5.2. Manner in which proposed improvements integrate into, 
compliment or continue the character of the surrounding area 
including all aspects of system design (for example, transit would 
include station design, parking system, amenities, treatments 
along the transit corridor, as well as other features) 


2.5.3. Number and type of compatibilities with surrounding character 







2.6. Respect long established and locally preferred roadway patterns in 
downtowns and neighborhoods through which transportation improvements 
may pass. [Design, see Goal #4, Objective #1 may need more 
interesting/richer measures] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.6.1. The extent to which, at the planning stage, the character of the 
existing and planned mobility network in the areas through which 
transportation improvements pass have been documented (in a 
cursory manner during initial planning stages, but in detail upon 
selecting preferred alternatives). Features of the mobility pattern 
should include the general street pattern (grid, curvilinear 
system, avenues, parkways, multiway boulevards, etc.), roadway 
characteristics (street width, pavement and curbing material, 
traffic calming features, intersection treatments, design speed, 
on-street parking, medians, etc.), parking characteristics, transit 
stop and corridor characteristics, sidewalks/trails/paths 
characteristics, connectivity, and other notable traits 
(roundabouts, historic roadways). 


2.6.2. The degree to which, at the design stage, the existing character 
documentation has been used as a tool for maintaining/improving 
context sensitivity and preserving local character. 


2.6.3. Manner in which proposed improvements impact the character 
of the mobility network (travel patterns, mode choice, or overall 
mobility network design disrupted, removed, modified, 
preserved, replaced or enhanced). 


2.6.4. Modification to the width of the roadway surface (curb to curb). 


2.6.5. The number of intersections closed. 


2.6.6. The number of new roadways created that conflict with the 
existing pattern of roadways in the surrounding area.      


2.6.7. The degree to which green space next to the road is preserved.  


 


2.7. Promote efforts or activities that resolve adverse impacts of the proposed 
transportation improvement. [Design, see Goal #4, Objective #1] 


-  Performance Measures: 


2.7.1. The number of businesses displaced. 


2.7.2. The number of housing units displaced. 


2.7.3. The number of affordable income housing units displaced. 


2.7.4. The amount of pervious surface converted to impervious 
surface. 


2.7.5. The amount of sensitive environmental resources disturbed.   


2.7.6. Number of mitigating steps taken to address adverse impacts 


2.7.7. Number of lost housing units replaced or existence of an 
affordable housing replacement strategy (could be placed in the 
mitigation standard) 







3. Transportation improvements should promote and encourage a variety of 
housing types, including affordable housing. 


3.1. Maintain or enhance the current levels of housing diversity and affordable 
housing units in communities through which improvements pass. [Options 
Feasibility, see also Goal #4, Objective #1]. 


-  Performance Measures: 


3.1.1. The degree to which, at the planning stage, the character of the 
housing stock potentially impacted by transportation 
improvements has been documented (in a cursory manner during 
initial planning stages, but in detail upon selecting preferred 
alternatives). Features of the housing stock should include age of 
structures/historic integrity, affordability, accessibility, quality, 
architecture type/detail, mix of housing types. 


3.1.2. Number, type and condition of existing housing units potentially 
displaced and implications for housing diversity. 


3.1.3. Number, type and condition of existing affordable housing units 
potentially displaced based upon predetermined and recognized 
definitions for affordability (such as an affordability index or in 
comparison to income limits established by HUD) 


3.1.4. Level of diversity added by planned or new housing units added 
as part of a replacement strategy 


3.2. Incorporate design techniques, modes, or patterns that encourage housing 
options, diversity and transit oriented development (for example: on-street 
parking, wide sidewalks, narrow streets, and an area transit station). 
[Design] 


-  Performance Measures: 


3.2.1. The number of on-street parking added or subtracted. 


3.2.2. The number of residential units within ¼ mile radius around a 
new or enhanced local transit stations. 


3.2.3. The amount of retail space within 1/8 mile radius of new or 
improved local transit stations.  


3.2.4. The number of directions from which easy pedestrian access to 
new or enhanced transit stations is possible. 


3.2.5. The appropriateness of the roadway widths for the surrounding 
land uses.    


3.2.6. Number and extent of improvements not listed above designed 
to improve housing options, diversity and transit oriented 
development including incorporation of on-street parking, wide 
sidewalks, coordination with transit, and pedestrian and market 
friendly roadway width 


4. Transportation improvements should be planned and designed for a 
diverse set of users. 


4.1. Provide new or improved flexibility and efficiency for trips beyond traditional 
9:00am to 5:00pm work hours, including: [Options Feasibility]  
4.1.a. Weekend/Saturday service, 







4.1.b. Midday service, 
4.1.c. After hours service, 
4.1.d. 2nd/3rd shift service, particularly peak hour operation, and 
4.1.e. Expanded evening service. 


-  Performance Measures: 


4.1.1. Increase in transit routes, in potential transfers between transit 
routes, in transit stops, in frequency of transit service, and/or in 
territory served by transit routes operating outside of the 9 to 5 
weekday window 


 


4.2. Increase safety, reliability, understandability, and ease of use of a multi-
modal transportation system for all users. [Design] 
4.2.a. Standardized symbology, 
4.2.b. User interface, 
4.2.c. Physical design (including ADA compatibility), and 
4.2.d. “Real time” information. 


-  Performance Measures: 


4.2.1. The degree of ADA compliance for sidewalks, shared use 
paths, buses, trains, and other forms of transportation 


4.2.2. The level of use of international symbols on transportation 
system signage. 


4.2.3. Real or projected decrease in crashes or personal 
accidents related to the transportation system. 


4.2.4. The real or projected level of on-time performance for 
transit services.  


4.2.5. The ease of transition between different modes of 
transportation. 


 


4.3. Include the participation of a diverse set of people that represent a variety 
of demographic and economic backgrounds in the planning and design 
process for preferred transportation system improvements. [Options 
Feasibility]  


-  Performance Measures: 


4.3.1. The level of participation in the public input process from 
individuals living in locations representative of the population to 
be served.   


4.3.2. The degree to which representation on project steering 
committees reflects demographics of the areas to be served or 
impacted by the proposed transportation improvements. 


4.3.3. The level of effort made to involve local communities in the 
planning and design process of transportation improvements.   


4.3.4. The level of attendance at meetings of individuals in areas 
designated as typically “underrepresented” (using a measure and 
technique that provides a balance between desire to reach all 







individuals and right to privacy - such as asking people to 
voluntarily mark where they live at a meeting and visually 
comparing the information to readily available data about 
population characteristics)  


4.4. Enhance bicycle and pedestrian access and integration within the multi-
modal transportation system. [Design]  


-  Performance Measures: 


4.4.1. Increases in the bicycle and pedestrian mobility network, 
including sidewalks, and shared use paths. 


4.4.2. Increase in the number of targeted destinations served by 
sidewalks and shared use paths.  


4.4.3. Increase in amenities related to bicycle and pedestrian activities 
such as bike storage, street furniture, and safety devices 
including crosswalks, pedestrian signals, neckdowns and 
pedestrian and bicycle signage. 


4.4.4. Increase in the ability and ease to bring bicycles on trains and 
buses.   


4.4.5. The percentage of non-limited access highways in the project 
area that have sidewalks along at least one side.  


4.4.6. The percentage of non-limited access highways in the project 
area that have on or off road bicycle facilities in the same right-
of-way.   
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Systems and Options Overview 
 
Three potential future transportation systems have been developed to significantly improve 
mobility in the Cook DuPage Corridor: 


• Main Line,  
• Concentric, and  
• Radial Reliant.   


 
These three future transportation systems represent distinctly different system designs and 
are further explained in this overview. Elements of the more generic “hub and spoke”, 
“grid”, “direct” and “best use of existing system” conceptual options for which public 
comment was received in June 2006 are present in each of the systems, to varying degrees. 
 
Within each system, specific options are proposed.  The “detailed options” propose 
different modes and locations of potential major capital investment to achieve the 
corresponding system design.  Each option is intended to achieve seamless travel and 
system interoperability.  A map of each option and a list of corresponding proposed capital 
improvements are presented.  
 
While differing in overall system design and the type/location of major capital investment, 
all three systems are integrated with and rely upon the existing transportation system and 
the mobility provided today, and have the following essential improvements in common:  


• Smart corridors  
Key arterial roadways where information technology, intersection improvements 
and traffic management strategies can be applied to enhance travel flow for the 
benefit of ALL users: autos, transit and commercial [truck]. 


• Connector services  
New north-south and east-west bus service with limited stops that provide an 
essential and basic grid of public transportation throughout the Cook DuPage 
Corridor.  


• Distribution/circulation services 
Service areas for distribution systems (e.g., transit, bicycle, pedestrian and/or 
other) within each major employment center to help transit users get to their 
place of work. 


• Strategic (select) roadway improvements 
Minor capital improvements (less than $100 million each) to the existing system 
that have been specifically identified for their potential to improve roadway 
connectivity and relieve traffic bottlenecks for ALL users of the roadway system.   


 
Improvements common to all options are also depicted within the attached maps. A brief 
description of the distinguishing characteristics of each of the three systems follows. 
 
Main Line System 
This system is focused on a high-performance “main line” corridor between west Cook and 
east DuPage counties to improve east-west travel for intersuburban and reverse 
commuters.  Major north-south capital improvements at both the east end and the west end 
of the main line corridor, as well as existing CTA bus and rapid rail, collect trips near their 
point of origin and provide access to the main line service.   
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To improve mobility for trips that either begin or end within the main line corridor, new 
north-south connector bus services in smart corridors enable access to and operate in 
conjunction with, the main line.  
 
New and improved access to non-Loop workplaces in Chicago is provided for the traditional 
commuter with major north-south capital improvement on the east end of the main line, 
whether used in conjunction with existing commuter and rapid rail or the main line.   
 
Five main line system options have been developed to explore different modes and/or 
locations for the east-west main line service.  
 
Concentric System 
This system focuses on new, concentric bands of north-south transportation improvements, 
in conjunction with a central east west mainline service, to provide improved travel 
opportunities to corridor employment centers.  These north-south capital investments and 
main line service, combined with existing radial rail system, create a strong grid that is able 
to serve intersuburban, traditional and reverse commute travel markets.  
 
In the Concentric System, new north-south transportation improvements connect radial 
expressways and transit services. Park-and-ride/park-and-pool lots beyond the corridor’s 
[commuter rail] boundaries improve access to the corridor’s existing commuter rail lines for 
traditional commuters.  North-south investments in west Cook provide a transit option to 
O’Hare and Midway for nearly all residents of the corridor.  The north-south investments in 
DuPage increase the directness of transit service to the Schaumburg and Thorndale 
employment centers.  New access to workplaces in Chicago is provided for traditional 
commuters by a major north-south capital improvement on the east end of the main line.   
 
The three Options within the Concentric System explore different locations and modes of 
potential north-south concentric bands of transportation facilities/services.  The Main Line 
axis is the same in each of the Concentric options in order to more closely examine (isolate) 
the benefits of various potential north-south improvements. 
 
Radial Reliant System 
This system relies extensively upon the radial rail and expressway infrastructure in place 
today to provide new and improved mobility to intersuburban and reverse commuters.  The 
Radial Reliant system emphasizes major capital investment in the existing rail and 
expressway system to achieve operational flexibility and capacity to better serve the needs 
of intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets.   
 
The Radial Reliant system requires supplementation by north-south elements, due to the 
lack of proximity of Metra rail lines to the corridor’s employment centers which are located 
in major expressway corridors.  Thus, a few minimal north-south capital investments are 
proposed in the center of the corridor, as well as extension of the Blue Line to Maywood, to 
ensure connectivity to the identified corridor employment centers. 
 
The three options in this represent varying investment levels and managed lane strategies.   
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Index of Proposed Major Capital Investments 
 
Below is a list of major capital investments presented in each respective system option.  The 
number to the left of each capital investment corresponds with a like-numbered graphical 
representation of the projects within a series of System Option maps.  Each system option 
is designed with complementary modes and system interoperability in order to achieve a 
seamless system and reduce transfers.  Nevertheless, each capital investment may require 
further analysis of modal options and alignments.  The System Option maps are comprised 
of five Mainline option maps, three Concentric options maps and three Radial Reliant option 
maps. 
 
Main Line System Options 
 
Main Line System Option 1 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – I-290 BRT as J Route connector 
4 – I-290 HOV Lanes 
5 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 2 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Blue Line extension to Oak Brook 
4 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 3 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus 
4 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 4 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – I-290 HOV Lanes 
4 - I-290 BRT as J Route connector 
5 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
6 - Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 5 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Cermak Road BRT 
4 - Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
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Concentric System Options 
Concentric System Option 1 


1 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 BRT 
4 – I-88 HOT 
5 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
7 – I-290 + Extension BRT 
8 – I-290 + Extension HOV 
9 – IL 83 BRT 
10 – 1st Avenue BRT 
11 – IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th Street) 


 
Concentric System Option 2 


1 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Ave. – IL 59) 
4 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
5 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
7 – Inner Circumferential DMU 


 
Concentric System Option 3 


1 – Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Ave. – IL 59) 
4 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
5 – IL 83 AGT 
6 – 1st Avenue AGT 


 
Radial Reliant System Options 
Radial Reliant System Option 1 


1 – Milwaukee District West Line upgrade 
2 – Union Pacific West Line upgrade 
3 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
4 – I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV + I-290 Extension reversible HOV (reverse 


commute orientation)  
5 – IL 83 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
7 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
8 – I-290 / I-88 BRT 
9 – I-88 HOT 
10 – BNSF upgrade 


 
Radial Reliant System Option 2 


1 – Milwaukee District West Line upgrade 
2 – Union Pacific West Line upgrade 
3 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
4 – I-290 reversible HOV (reverse commute orientation) 
5 – IL 83 shoulder riding BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 shoulder riding BRT 
7 – BNSF upgrade 


Radial Reliant System Option 3: No major capital investments proposed; express 
bus on selected expressways and arterial roadways  
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Index of Transit Centers/Hubs and Key Transfer Points 
 
Below is a list of approximate locations of transit centers/hubs and key transfer 
points included in each respective system option.  The capital letter to the left of 
each hub or transfer point corresponds with a like-lettered symbol in a series of 
System Option maps.  The System Option maps are comprised of five Main Line 
option maps, three Concentric options maps and 3 Radial Reliant option maps. 
 


Main Line System 
Option 1  
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-290 / CTA Blue Line) 
 F  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 Key Transfer Points 


 
B 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 C  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 D  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 E  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 G  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 
 H  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 I  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 J  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line and CTA Green Line 
 K  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 


 
L 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line 


 M  IL 59 at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Option 2  
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Roosevelt Road 
 F  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 Key Transfer Points 


 
B 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 C  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 D  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 E  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 G  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 
 H  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 I  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 J  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line and CTA Green Line 
 K  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 


 
L 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line 


 M  IL 59 at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Option 3  
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line and CTA Green Line 
 D  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 Key Transfer Points 
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 B  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Rd) 
 C  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 E  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 F  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 G  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 


 
H 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line 


 I  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 J  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 K  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden avenue) 
 L  IL 59 at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 M  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch 
Option 4  
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 
 F  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 Key Transfer Points 


 
B 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 C  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 D  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 E  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 G  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 


 
H 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line 


 I  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 J  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 K  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 L  IL 59 at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 M  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch 
 N  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
Option 5  
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 F  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 Key Transfer Points 


 
B 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 C  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 D  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 E  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 G  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 


 
H 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line 


 I  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 J  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 K  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Roosevelt Road 
 L  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 M  IL 59 @ Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
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Concentric System 
Option 1 
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Roosevelt Road 
 B  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 


 
C 


 
I-290 (Eisenhower Extension) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway), NB Connector-
Distributor  


 D  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 U  I-88 (Reagan Tollway at I-355 (North-South Tollway) 
 Key Transfer Points 
 E  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 59 
 F  I-290 at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Road) 
 G  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 H  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Union Pacific West Line (Glen Oak Road) 
 I  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 


 
J 


 
I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington 
Avenue 


 
K 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 L  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 M  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 N  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 O  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington Avenue 
 P  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 Q  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 R  IL 171 (1st Street) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (Brookfield Avenue) 
 S  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 
 T  IL 59 at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 V  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 W  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 X  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 Y  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 


 
Z 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line, Milwaukee District North Line  


 AA  IL 171 at CTA Blue Line / I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) 
Option 2 
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) 
 B  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at 25th Ave. / IHB Railroad 
 C  I-88 (Reagan Tollway at I-355 (Yorktown area) 
 Key Transfer Points 
 C  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 59 
 D  I-290 at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Road) 
 E  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 F  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Union Pacific West Line (Glen Oak Road) 
 G  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 


 
H 


 
I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington 
Avenue 


 I  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
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 J  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 
 K  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 L  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 M  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 
 N  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 O  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 P  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 Q  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 


 
R 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line,  Milwaukee District North Line  


Option 3 
 Transit Center Hubs 
 A  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) 
 B  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 
 C  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 Key Transfer Points 
 D  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 59 


 
E 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 
F 


 
I-290 (Eisenhower Extension) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway), NB Connector-
Distributor  


 G  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 H  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 I  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington Avenue 
 J  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 K  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 L  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (Brookfield Avenue) 
 M  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Orange Line and 55th Street (Midway Airport) 
 N  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 O  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road (CTA Pink and Blue Lines) 
 P  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 Q  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 


 
R 


 
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) and CTA Blue Line, Union 
Pacific Northwest Line, Milwaukee District North Line  


 S  IL 171 at CTA Blue Line / I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) 
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Radial Reliant System 
Option 1 
 Transit Center Hubs 
   None 
 Key Transfer Points 
 A  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 
 B  I-290 at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Road) 
 C  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Union Pacific West Line (Glen Oak Road) 


 
D 


 
I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington 
Avenue 


 
E 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 
F 


 
I-290 (Eisenhower Extension) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway), NB Connector-
Distributor  


 G  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 H  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 I  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington Avenue 
 J  I-290 (Eisenhower Ext.) at I-294 (Tri-State Tollway) and Union Pacific West Line 
 K  US 12/45 (Mannheim Road) at Milwaukee District West Line 
 L  US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) at Union Pacific West Line  
 M  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 N  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 O  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 P  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 Q  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) 
 R  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (Brookfield Avenue) 
 S  Washington Street at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (5th Avenue) 
 T  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 U  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 V  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line 
 W  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at I-355 (North-South Tollway) 
Option 2  
 Transit Center Hubs 
   None 
 Key Transfer Points 
 A  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 171 (1st Avenue) 
 B  I-290 at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Road) 
 C  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Union Pacific West Line (Glen Oak Road) 


 
D 


 
I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington 
Avenue 


 
E 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 
F 


 
I-290 (Eisenhower Extension) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway), NB Connector-
Distributor  


 G  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 H  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 I  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington Avenue 
 J  I-290 (Eisenhower Ext.) at I-294 (Tri-State Tollway) and Union Pacific West Line 
 K  US 12/45 (Mannheim Road) at Milwaukee District West Line 
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 L  US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) at Union Pacific West Line  
 M  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 N  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 O  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 P  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 Q  I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway) at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) 
 R  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (Brookfield Avenue) 
 S  Washington Street at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (5th Avenue) 
 T  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 U  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 V  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line 
Option 3 
 Transit Center Hubs 
   None 
 Key Transfer Points 
 A  Gary Avenue at Milwaukee District West Line 
 B  Main Street at Union Pacific West Line 
 C  Washington Street at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (5th Avenue) 
 D  I-290 at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park Road) 
 E  I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Union Pacific West Line (Glen Oak Road) 


 
F 


 
I-355 (North-South Tollway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington 
Avenue 


 
G 


 
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Milwaukee District West Line and IL 19 (Irving Park 
Road) 


 H  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 
 I  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Union Pacific West Line (1st Street) 
 J  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 
 K  I-88 (Reagan Tollway) at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) 
 L  IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Burlington Avenue 
 M  US 12/45 (Mannheim Road) at Milwaukee District West Line 
 N  US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) at Union Pacific West Line  
 O  US 12/20/45 (LaGrange Road) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe  
 P  IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 Q  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line (Main Street) 
 R  IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (Brookfield Avenue) 
 S  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 T  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line 
 U  IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
 V  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Milwaukee District West Line (Grand Avenue) 
 W  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Union Pacific West Line and CTA Green Line 
 X  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Burlington Northern Santa Fe and US 34 (Ogden Avenue) 
 Y  IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch 


 







   
 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  SYSTEMS AND OPTIONS OVERVIEW 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR  NOVEMBER 22, 2006 


 


Index of Strategic Roadway Improvements  
 
Below is a list of Strategic Roadway Improvements that are common to all systems 
(e.g., included all system options).  The number to the left of each Strategic 
Roadway Improvement corresponds with a like-numbered graphical representation of 
the project on the Smart Corridors, Connector Service and Strategic Roadway 
Improvements map. 


 
1 – Central Avenue; extend over Burlington Northern Santa Fe Cicero Yard 
2 – 25th Avenue; widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction 
3 – Franklin Avenue; improve interchange with Mannheim Road 
4 – Wolf Road; extend over Union Pacific Railroad Proviso Yard 
5 – IL 83 (Kingery Highway); intersection improvement at Riverside Dr. (Elmhurst), widen 


from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction - US 34 to 55th Street and 63rd Street to Midway Drive. 
6 – 22nd Street; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
7 – Fullerton Avenue/Grand Avenue Corridor; extend west to Main Street (Glen Ellyn) and east 


to Grand Avenue 
8 - IL 59; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
9 – Eola Road; extend through Fermilab to IL 38 
10 – Elgin O’Hare Expressway; extend one interchange west to County Farm Road 
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RANK


1 5.73 5.10 5.00 4.46 5.40 * 4.10
3


2 5.10 4.59 5.00 5.20 5.41 * 2.99
6


3 3.73 3.17 3.00 4.40 5.89 * 2.07


4 4.72 4.86 5.00 4.86 5.51 * 3.89
5


5 5.23 4.92 3.00 5.03 5.69 * 3.48


1 8.71 7.55 5.00 7.00 7.86 * 4.14
1


2 5.25 5.14 4.00 5.96 6.83 * 2.16
4


3 5.41 3.99 5.00 5.55 6.88 * 1.00


1 5.72 6.47 5.00 6.11 4.29 * 3.69
2


2 4.39 4.74 4.00 4.56 4.12 * 4.82


3 2.93 2.72 3.00 4.22 3.84 * 10.00


* Potential environmental impacts for each option are detailed in a separate document entitled Environmental Considerations, dated June 11, 2007; and are not scored in this Goals and Objectives Evaluation Matrix.


26.64


26.71


27.83


31.2727.59


21.81


16.71


40.25


29.34


COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR OPTION FEASIBILITY STUDY


EVALUATION MATRIX SUMMARY


Average Scoring


Total  Score  


29.79


28.28


22.26


28.84


27.36


25.29


20.18


24.95


By Goal and Option


Goal No. 6 * Goal No. 7Goal No. 2 Goal No. 3 Goal No. 4 Goal No. 5
Subtotal  Score  


(Goals 1 through 
6)


Goal No. 1


RADIAL 
RELIANT 
SYSTEM


23.88


36.11


27.18


26.83


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


25.69


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR Page 1
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Number of current jobs 
within the identified 


Corridor employment 
centers that are within ½ 


mile radius of a transit stop 
/ station for service which 


supports the reverse 
commute.


Score


Number of future jobs 
within the identified 


Corridor employment 
centers that are within ½ 


mile radius of a transit stop 
/ station for service which 


supports the reverse 
commute.


Score


Number of current jobs not 
within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ 
mile radius of a transit stop / 


station for service which 
supports the reverse 


commute west of Cicero Ave.


Score


Sum of existing and future 
work trip origins that 


connect with the identified 
Corridor employment 
centers for reverse 


commuters.


Score


Sum of 2007 and 2030 
work trips with origins east 


of IL 50 (Cicero) and 
destinations within ½ mile 


of transit stop / station on a 
proposed transit option.


Score


Sum of 2007 and 2030 non-
work trips with origins east 
of IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) and 
destinations within ½ mile 


of a transit stop / station on 
a proposed transit option.


Score


Extent of improvement in 
travel time, etc. for other 
users of system element 


affected by proposed 
option.


Score


Potential for interoperability 
of services to provide one-
seat ride (no transfers) for 


reverse commuters to 
multiple employment 


centers


Score


Number  Number  Number  Work Trips Work Trips Non-Work Trips Rating: G / M / P  Transfer Reductions


1 97,022 7.5 117,289 7.7 171,639 5.5 431,105 3.5 28,341 6.1 64,661 2.7 SAA Good 7.0


2 96,399 7.4 116,658 7.6 168,982 5.3 425,361 3.3 27,525 5.7 56,916 1.4 SAA Moderate 5.0


3 75,694 2.6 95,542 3.9 172,918 5.6 371,650 1.0 24,305 3.9 84,868 6.1 SAA Poor 3.0


4 97,082 7.5 117,353 7.7 171,639 5.5 431,105 3.5 25,635 4.6 54,755 1.1 SAA Poor 3.0


5 99,181 8.0 123,651 8.8 168,708 5.3 410,289 2.6 24,189 3.9 54,204 1.0 SAA Good 7.0


1 107,727 10.0 130,451 10.0 168,540 5.3 584,744 10.0 35,452 10.0 100,641 8.7 SAA Good 7.0


2 87,766 5.4 106,632 5.8 224,742 10.0 433,870 3.6 26,558 5.1 70,822 3.7 SAA Poor 3.0


3 88,951 5.7 105,963 5.7 120,505 1.2 424,532 3.2 34,589 9.5 81,558 5.5 SAA Good 7.0


1 83,454 4.4 97,759 4.3 183,816 6.5 515,197 7.1 22,063 2.7 108,638 10.0 SAA Moderate 5.0


2 68,636 1.0 78,895 1.0 163,205 4.8 511,455 6.9 21,999 2.7 104,863 9.4 SAA Moderate 5.0


3 68,636 1.0 78,895 1.0 118,068 1.0 470,673 5.2 18,964 1.0 98,616 8.3 SAA Poor 3.0


Objective 1.3 Objective 1.4 Objective 1.5 Objective 1.6


Reduce the number of transfersIncrease access to additional potential 
places of employment


Measure 1.1.1 Measure 1.1.2


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


GOAL No. 1


INCREASE AVAILABILITY AND EFFICIENCY OF TRANSIT FOR REVERSE COMMUTERS TO MAJOR SUBURBAN EMPLOYMENT CENTERS


Increase opportunity to serve other 
work-related and non-work trips


Increase benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system


Increase connectivity between 
employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and 


future origin density


Increase opportunity to serve 
multiple or overlapping Corridor 


travel markets


Objective 1.1


Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment centers for 
current and future Reverse commuters


Objective 1.7Objective 1.2


Measure 1.6.1 Measure 1.7.1Measure 1.2.1 Measure 1.3.1 Measure 1.4.1 Measure 1.5.1


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR Page 2
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Number of current jobs 
within the identified 


Corridor employment 
centers that are within ½ 


mile radius of a transit stop 
/ station for service which 


supports the intersuburban 
commute


Score


Number of future jobs 
within the identified 


Corridor employment 
centers that are within ½ 


mile radius of a transit stop 
/ station for service which 


supports the intersuburban 
commute


Score


Number of current jobs not 
within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ 
mile radius of a transit stop / 


station for service which 
supports the intersuburban 


commute


Score


Sum of existing and future 
work trip origins served that 
connect with the identified 


Corridor employment 
centers for intersuburban 


commuters


Score


Sum of 2007 and 2030 
work trips in identified travel


markets with origins and 
destinations within ½ mile 


of a transit stop / station on 
a proposed transit option 


for intersuburban 
commuters


Score


Sum of 2007 and 2030 non-
work trips with origins and 
destinations within ½ mile 


of transit stop / station on a 
proposed transit option


Score


Extent of improvement in 
travel time, etc. for other 
users of system element 


affected by proposed option


Score


Potential for interoperability 
of services to provide one-
seat ride (no transfers) for 
intersurburban commuters 


to multiple employment 
centers


Score


Number  Number  Number  Work Trips Work Trips Non-Work Trips Rating: G / M / P Transfers Reductions


1 97,022 7.5 117,289 7.7 171,639 5.5 431,105 3.5 70,602 2.5 156,782 1.9 SAA Good 7.0


2 96,399 7.4 116,658 7.6 168,982 5.3 425,361 3.3 67,841 2.3 148,348 1.6 SAA Good 7.0


3 75,694 2.6 95,542 3.9 172,918 5.6 371,650 1.0 54,634 1.0 133,498 1.0 SAA Good 7.0


4 97,082 7.5 117,353 7.7 171,639 5.5 431,105 3.5 61,542 1.7 135,226 1.1 SAA Good 7.0


5 99,181 8.0 123,651 8.8 168,708 5.3 410,289 2.6 58,310 1.3 142,859 1.4 SAA Good 7.0


1 107,727 10.0 130,451 10.0 168,540 5.3 584,744 10.0 102,655 5.6 238,804 5.0 SAA Good 7.0


2 87,766 5.4 106,632 5.8 224,742 10.0 433,870 3.6 80,289 3.4 176,826 2.6 SAA Moderate 5.0


3 88,951 5.7 105,963 5.7 120,505 1.2 424,532 3.2 69,953 2.5 175,804 2.6 SAA Good 7.0


1 83,454 4.4 97,759 4.3 183,816 6.5 515,197 7.1 149,228 10.0 371,014 10.0 SAA Poor 3.0


2 68,636 1.0 78,895 1.0 163,205 4.8 511,455 6.9 126,967 7.9 333,378 8.6 SAA Poor 3.0


3 68,636 1.0 78,895 1.0 118,068 1.0 470,673 5.2 79,032 3.3 226,853 4.5 SAA Poor 3.0


GOAL No. 2


INCREASE AVAILABILITY AND EFFICIENCY OF TRANSIT FOR INTERSUBURBAN COMMUTERS TO MAJOR SUBURBAN EMPLOYMENT CENTERS


Increase opportunity to serve other 
work-related and non-work trips


Increase benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system


Increase connectivity between 
employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and 


future origin density


Increase opportunity to serve 
multiple or overlapping Corridor 


travel markets


Objective 2.1


Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment centers for 
current and future commuters of Intersuburban travel markets


Objective 2.7Objective 2.2


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


Objective 2.3 Objective 2.4 Objective 2.5 Objective 2.6


Reduce the number of transfersIncrease access to additional potential 
places of employment


Measure 2.5.1 Measure 2.6.1 Measure 2.7.1Measure 2.1.1 Measure 2.1.2 Measure 2.2.1 Measure 2.3.1 Measure 2.4.1


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Extent option improves 
travel efficiency on I-290 for 


eastbound automobile 
travel in the AM peak


Score


Extent option improves 
travel efficiency on I-290 for 


westbound automobile 
travel in the AM peak


Score


Extent option improves 
travel efficiency on I-290 for 
eastbound transit users in 


the AM peak


Score


Extent option improves 
travel efficiency on I-290 for 
westbound transit users in 


the AM peak


Score


Extent option improves travel 
time on existing arterials, 


expressways, bus services 
and rail services identified in 


the Travel Market Analysis as 
key system elements in the I-


290 travel corridor


Score


Extent to which option 
provides an alternative routing 


that diverts transit and auto 
travelers from congested links 
in the home to work path now 


available


Score


Extent of users whose 
travel experience may be 


degraded as a result of the 
proposed option.


Score


Reduction in number of 
forced intermodal plus 
intramodal transfers for 
travelers using the I-290 


travel corridor


Score


Number of instances where 
Transportation System 
Management (TSM) is 


utilized to improve the I-290 
travel corridor flow


Score


Extent option improves 
comfort, convenience, 
safety and reliability for 


users.


Score


Rating: G / M / P Rating: G / M / P Rating: G / M / P Rating: G / M / P Travel time savings Rating: G / M / P Rating: G / M / P Number Number  Millions $'s


1 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


2 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Good 7.0 Good 7.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


3 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


4 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


5 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


1 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


2 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


3 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Good 7.0 Good 7.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


1 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


2 Poor 3.0 Moderate 5.0 Poor 3.0 Moderate 5.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


3 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0 SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA SAA


Measure 3.1.1 Measure 3.1.4 Measure 3.2.1 Measure 3.3.1 Measure 3.4.1Measure 3.1.3Measure 3.1.2


Objective 3.3 Objective 3.4 Objective 3.5 Objective 3.6


Measure 3.5.1 Measure 3.6.1Measure 3.2.2


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


GOAL No. 3


IMPROVE ROADWAY AND TRANSIT SERVICE QUALITY IN I-290 TRAVEL CORRIDOR


Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) for auto and transit users


Objective 3.2


Reduce travel times on other key transportation system elements (facilities 
and services) relied upon by Intersuburban and Reverse commuters


Reduce adverse impacts on users 
of the existing multimodal 


transportation system


Reduce travel times for multi-
modal/multi-vehicle trips


Increase use of traffic / 
transportation management 
techniques and technology 


strategies


Improve travel experience and 
safety of transportation system 


users


Objective 3.1


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Minimize extent of new or 
further division of well-
defined communities or 


neighborhoods.


Score


Extent and severity of 
incidences where access to 
and/or circulation within a 


community or 
neighborhood are 


degraded


Score


Extent and number of 
businesses or community 


facilities dislocated or 
rendered less accessible


Score
Extent and number of 


residences dislocated or 
rendered less accessible


Score Number of at grade rail 
crossings added Score


Area of brownfield sites within 
½ mile of a major captial 


project (transit or highway)
Score


Area of existing and 
proposed employment 


centers within ½ mile of a 
transit stop / station or point-


of-access to a new or 
improved roadway


Score
Number of targeted 
redevelopment sites 


accessed
Score


Number of centers of 
projected new development 


accessed
Score


Classification of land 
impacted and area of new 


right-of-way required 
(includes related parking 


roadway and traffic 
improvements)


Score


CPS Measure 1.1.1: 
Number of households 


within 1/2 mile radius of a 
transit stop / station 
matched to suitable 


employment opportunties 
based on level of education 


needed. 


Score Promote seamless mode 
choice Score


Provide new or improved 
flexibility and efficiency of 


trips beyond traditional 
work hours.


Score


Rating: G / M / P Rating: G / M / P Number  & Rating Number & Rating Number  Acres Acres Number  Number  Acres Households G / M /P G / M /P


1 Moderate 5.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,575 6.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 112,296 1.3 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0


2 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,563 6.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 109,947 1.0 Moderate 5.0 Good 7.0


3 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,167 4.9 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 119,153 2.1 Moderate 5.0 Poor 3.0


4 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,575 6.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 112,369 1.3 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0


5 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,863 6.8 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 112,786 1.3 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0


1 Moderate 5.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 5,985 10.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 183,488 10.0 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0


2 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,474 5.7 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 143,203 5.1 Good 7.0 Moderate 5.0


3 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 4,714 6.4 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 137,342 4.4 Moderate 5.0 Moderate 5.0


1 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 3,286 2.4 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 176,872 9.2 Good 7.0 Moderate 5.0


2 Moderate 5.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 2,804 1.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 157,302 6.8 Good 7.0 Poor 3.0


3 Good 7.0 CDLU CDLU CDLU Design CDLU 2,804 1.0 CDLU CDLU CPS to Measure 159,936 7.1 Poor 3.0 Poor 3.0


Measure 4.4.2 Measure 4.4.3


Objective 4.4


Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards (supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values 
and preferences)


GOAL No. 4


INCREASE COMMUNITY AND CORRIDOR BENEFITS


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


Consider extent of and minimize 
adverse impacts of land acquisition


Measure 4.2.2


Reduce adverse impacts on and promote positive benefits on existing communities, neighborhoods and people Enhance economic development / redevelopment opportunities


Objective 4.3


Measure 4.3.1 Measure 4.4.1Measure 4.2.1


Objective 4.1 Objective 4.2


Measure 4.1.1 Measure 4.1.4 Measure 4.1.5 Measure 4.2.3 Measure 4.2.4Measure 4.1.3Measure 4.1.2
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Extent of interconnectivity 
of option with all other 
elements of existing 


transportation systems for 
all travel markets


Score


Total number of persons 
(2000 Census) within a ½ 


mile radius of a transit 
stop/station or point-of-


access to a new or 
improved roadway


Score


Total number of 2030 RTP 
and 2040 Regional 


Framework Plan goals 
consistent with option


Score


Number of housing units 
adversely impacted by 


noise, vibration, or visual 
intrusion


Score


Number of environmental 
justice Census Tracts 


within 100 feet of a major 
capital project's alignment


Score
Number of environmental 


justice homes or businesses 
dislocated


Score


Number of disadvantaged 
persons within a ½ mile 


radius of a transit 
stop/station or point-of-


access to a new or 
improved roadway


Score


Number of Households with 
zero vehicles within a ½ 
mile radius of a transit 
stop/station or point-of-


access to a new or 
improved roadway


Score


Number of households at 
poverty level within a ½ 
mile radius of a transit 
stop/station or point-of-


access to a new or 
improved roadway


Score


Rating: G / M / P Number   Number Number  Number  Number  Number   Number   Number   


1 Good 7.0 269,731 1.0 Good 7.0 Design 62 2.0 CDLU 204,414 6.2 17,056 6.7 42,582 8.0


2 Good 7.0 266,177 0.8 Good 7.0 Design 60 2.7 CDLU 202,557 6.0 16,858 6.5 42,366 7.9


3 Good 7.0 289,592 2.4 Good 7.0 Design 63 1.7 CDLU 211,696 6.7 18,284 7.8 44,680 8.6


4 Good 7.0 269,835 1.0 Good 7.0 Design 60 2.7 CDLU 204,528 6.2 17,065 6.7 42,600 8.0


5 Good 7.0 278,743 1.6 Good 7.0 Design 59 3.1 CDLU 203,095 6.1 17,217 6.8 43,524 8.3


1 Good 7.0 399,481 10.0 Good 7.0 Design 65 1.0 CDLU 254,273 10.0 20,625 10.0 49,164 10.0


2 Good 7.0 334,497 5.5 Good 7.0 Design 62 2.0 CDLU 232,407 8.3 19,187 8.7 46,947 9.3


3 Good 7.0 340,912 5.9 Good 7.0 Design 63 1.7 CDLU 233,243 8.4 19,494 8.9 46,628 9.2


1 Moderate 5.0 329,583 5.2 Moderate 5.0 Design 39 10.0 CDLU 151,276 2.1 11,498 1.5 21,099 1.3


2 Good 7.0 311,093 3.9 Moderate 5.0 Design 39 10.0 CDLU 137,664 1.0 10,950 1.0 20,154 1.0


3 Moderate 5.0 311,093 3.9 Moderate 5.0 Design 39 10.0 CDLU 137,664 1.0 10,950 1.0 20,154 1.0


Increase use of and integration with regional transportation system


Measure 5.4.3


Objective 5.4


Increase access to disadvantaged communities / populations


Objective 5.3


Reduce negative impacts on environmental justice communities / populations


Measure 5.4.2Measure 5.1.1 Measure 5.3.2 Measure 5.3.3Measure 5.3.1Measure 5.2.1 Measure 5.4.1


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


Objective 5.2


Ensure consistency with regional 
goals presented in the 2030 RTP 


and 2040 Regional Framework Plan


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


GOAL No. 5


INCREASE REGIONAL BENEFITS


Measure 5.1.2


Objective 5.1
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Does option improve 
compliance with current air 


quality standards?
Score


Wetlands and floodplains 
within 100 feet of a major 
capital project's alignment


Score


Sensitive receptors (e.g., 
schools, hospitals) 


potentially subjected to 
increased noise and 


vibration impacts


Score


Parklands or public open 
space within 100 feet of a 


major capital project's 
alignment


Score
National historic landmarks 
within 100 feet of a major 
capital project's alignment


Score


Number of Reductions Acres Number  Acres Number


1 EA/EIS 47 9 80 3


2 EA/EIS 45 5 66 0


3 EA/EIS 45 9 81 3


4 EA/EIS 45 6 68 2


5 EA/EIS 48 5 103 0


1 EA/EIS 135 9 155 7


2 EA/EIS 120 4 26 0


3 EA/EIS 28 8 148 4


1 EA/EIS 165 0 211 10


2 EA/EIS 137 0 208 10


3 EA/EIS 144 0 213 10


Measure 6.4.1 Measure 6.4.2


Objective 6.4


Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, historic properties 
and open spaces


GOAL No. 6


REDUCE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


Reduce operating noise and 
vibration levels


Objective 6.1


Ensure all applicable air quality 
standards are met


Objective 6.2 Objective 6.3


Measure 6.3.1


Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to 
wetlands, floodplains, and critical 


habitats


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


Measure 6.1.1 Measure 6.2.1
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study


EVALUATION MATRIX


Divide option’s 
effectiveness (as computed 
in the evaluation matrix for 


goals 1 thru 6) by the 
option’s total annual costs 


(capital + operating --in 
billions)


Score Total construction costs Score
Annualized construction 


costs (all modal 
components)


Score Annual operating costs (all 
transit components) Score


Option’s effectiveness (as 
computed in the evaluation 


matrix for goals 1 thru 6)
Score


Option’s horizon year cash surplus (through a 
cash-flow model, which incorporates both 


capital costs and operating costs with 
reasonable expectation of revenues from all 


fund sources).


Score


CE Factor (x 100) Millions $'s Millions $'s Millions $'s Effectiveness Factor Millions $'s


1 3.61 4.1 $5,264 $517 $194 25.69 SAA


2 3.09 3.0 $6,477 $610 $207 25.29 SAA


3 2.67 2.1 $5,338 $519 $237 20.18 SAA


4 3.52 3.9 $5,251 $514 $196 24.95 SAA


5 3.32 3.5 $5,302 $527 $191 23.88 SAA


1 3.63 4.1 $8,283 $779 $215 36.11 SAA


2 2.71 2.2 $8,321 $778 $225 27.18 SAA


3 2.17 1.0 $12,395 $994 $245 26.83 SAA


1 3.42 3.7 $5,780 $510 $297 27.59 SAA


2 3.95 4.8 $3,062 $261 $291 21.81 SAA


3 6.36 10.0 $1,127 $104 $159 16.71 SAA


Measure 7.5.1


Increase compatibility with and capacity of existing, 
local, state, and federal funding sources for both capital 


and operating costs


Measure 7.1.1 Measure 7.3.1 Measure 7.4.1Measure 7.2.2Measure 7.2.1


Increase potential benefitsIncrease system value by balancing 
costs and benefits Reduce construction costs


MAIN LINE 
SYSTEM


CONCENTRIC 
SYSTEM


RADIAL RELIANT 
SYSTEM


Reduce long-term operating costs


GOAL No. 7


INCREASE COST EFFECTIVENESS


Objective 7.2 Objective 7.4 Objective 7.5Objective 7.1 Objective 7.3


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR


Page 8
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES EVALUATION MATRIX


JUNE 13, 2007












  
  
 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR   Page 1 of 7 
AUGUST 8, 2008 


 


Environmental Considerations 
 
Reduction of adverse environmental impacts is one of seven goals for mobility 
improvements in the Cook DuPage Corridor.  All major capital investments identified in 
each of the eleven options that are currently under consideration for the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor are located within existing transportation corridors.  While it is not anticipated 
that the options will significantly change the existing urban nature of these corridors or 
the general characteristics of the communities they traverse, understanding and 
awareness of potential environmental issues associated with major transportation 
investments, is an important part of metropolitan planning and project development.   
 
Major capital investments resulting from the Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility 
Study that are recommended to proceed to more detailed study will be subject to 
detailed environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).  This would occur as part of a federal Alternatives Analysis for transit projects 
that are considered for funding under the Federal Transit Administration’s New Starts 
program, or as part of Phase I engineering for highway projects.  At that time, study of 
site-specific resource locations would be conducted to identify the magnitude of impacts 
and the feasibility of avoidance, minimization and/or mitigation of negative 
environmental impacts. Additionally, major capital investments that are forwarded for 
inclusion in the Regional Transportation Plan (a prerequisite for federal funding) or 
included in the region’s Transportation Improvement Program will be subject to regional 
air quality conformity analysis. 
 
At this stage of planning through the Cook DuPage Corridor Study process, the focus is 
on developing a desirable set of projects within a regional system framework that meet 
local and regional mobility goals.  While alignments and modes for various options have 
been proposed, conceptual engineering designs including plan and profile, typical cross-
sections and location with respect to right-of-way have not.  
 
To consider potential environmental issues in the decision making process at the current 
concept level of project definition, existing and available data was obtained on the 
location of important natural and historic resources along the proposed alignments.  
Potentially affected resources are described qualitatively in this Options Feasibility study 
based solely on proximity (100 foot buffer from planning level centerline) to the 
currently assumed alignment of the major capital projects.  The occurrence, type and 
severity of impacts can not be determined at the current stage.  The geographic-based 
‘corridor analysis’ approach is consistent with the level of evaluation appropriate for the 
scope and intent of this Options Feasibility Study.  
 
Data collection included review of secondary source materials and available mapping for 
the following resources: 
 


 Floodplains - Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Q3 digital 
floodplain 1996 data  


 Wetlands - Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) wetland 1996 
data 
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 National Historic Landmarks - National Park Service (NPS) National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP), 2007 


 Parklands / Open Space - NIPC 2001 Land Use data 


 Sensitive Receptors (Churches / Schools) – United States Geological Survey 
(USGS), Environmental Systems Research Institute (ESRI) 2006 data 


 Sensitive Receptors (Hospitals) – Health Forum, L.L.C., ESRI 2006 data 


 
This data represents known important resources occurring in the study area, and 
identifies features of potential concern that may warrant protection, require resource 
agency coordination, and/or that may offer opportunity for mitigation of environmental 
impacts to be analyzed in future phases of study.  A summary of the environmental 
consideration for each option is provided below. 
 
Main Line System Option 1 Approximately 10 acres of wetland and 37 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
five major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the DuPage J line.  The wetland acreage is located in the Ned 
Brown Preserve (Busse Lake) along I-290/IL 53 portion of the route, Salt Creek along 
the Thorndale Avenue portion, and the West Branch of the DuPage River along the Diehl 
Road portion.  Floodplain acreage includes the Busse Lake area in the Ned Brown 
Preserve (I-290/IL 53), Salt Creek (Thorndale Avenue and IL 83), East Branch of the 
DuPage River (I-88), West Branch of the DuPage River (Diehl Road) and various 
locations along the IL 59 portion of the alignment.   
 
There is approximately 80 acres of open space and parklands that fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the five major capital projects.  Again, it appears that the majority of the 
open space/parkland is attributable to the DuPage J Line.  The specific locations are 
along the I-290/IL 53, IL 83 and I-88 portions of the alignment including the Ned Brown 
Preserve, Cricket Creek Forest Preserve, Morton Arboretum and McDowell Grove Forest 
Preserve. 
 
Three national historic landmarks, five churches, and four schools fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the five major capital projects.  The national landmark sites are 
attributable to the I-290 HOV / I-290 BRT in the Eisenhower Expressway corridor.  One 
of the landmarks is the portion of the Gunderson Historic District located north of I-290 
in Oak Park, and the others are Columbus Park in Chicago and the Oak Park 
Conservatory. 
 


Main Line System Option 2 Approximately eight acres of wetland and 37 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
four major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the DuPage J line.  The wetland acreage is located in the Ned 
Brown Preserve along the I-290/IL 53 portion of the DuPage J.  Floodplain acreage 
includes the Busse Lake area in the Ned Brown Preserve (I-290/IL 53), Salt Creek 
(Thorndale Avenue and IL 83), East Branch of the DuPage River (I-88), West Branch of 
the DuPage River (Diehl Road) and various locations along the IL 59 portion of the 
alignment. 
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There is approximately 66 acres of open space and parklands that fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the four major capital projects.  Again, it appears that the majority of the 
open space/parkland is attributable to the DuPage J Line.  The specific locations are 
along the I-290/IL 53, IL 83, I-88 and Diehl Road portions of the alignment including the 
Ned Brown Preserve, Cricket Creek Forest Preserve, Morton Arboretum and McDowell 
Grove Forest Preserve. 
 
There are no national historic landmarks that fall within the 100 foot buffer of any of the 
major capital projects.  However, there are three churches and three schools located in 
close proximity to this option. 
 
Main Line System Option 3 Approximately eight acres of wetland and 37 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
four major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the DuPage J line.  The wetland acreage is located in the Ned 
Brown Preserve along the I-290/IL 53 portion of the DuPage J.  Floodplain acreage 
includes the Busse Lake area in the Ned Brown Preserve (I-290/IL 53), Salt Creek 
(Thorndale Avenue and IL 83), East Branch of the DuPage River (I-88), West Branch of 
the DuPage River (I-88) and various locations along the IL 59 portion of the alignment.   
 
There is approximately 81 acres of open space and parklands that fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the four major capital projects.  Again, it appears that the majority of the 
open space/parkland is attributable to the DuPage J Line.  The specific locations are 
along the I-290/IL 53, IL 83, I-88 and Diehl Road portions of the alignment including the 
Ned Brown Preserve, Cricket Creek Forest Preserve, Morton Arboretum and McDowell 
Grove Forest Preserve. 
 
Three national historic landmarks, six churches and three schools fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the four major capital projects.  The historic landmarks are attributable to 
the Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus.  Two of the sites are historic districts that straddle 
the railroad including the Ridgeland-Oak Park Historic District in Oak Park and River 
Forest Historic District in neighboring River Forest.  The other is the former Maywood 
Fire Department building located at St. Charles Road and 5th Avenue in Maywood. 
 
Main Line System Option 4 Approximately eight acres of wetland and 37 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the six 
major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the DuPage J line.  The wetland acreage is located in the Ned 
Brown Preserve along the I-290/IL 53 portion of the DuPage J.  Floodplain acreage 
includes the Busse Lake area in the Ned Brown Preserve (I-290/IL 53), Salt Creek 
(Thorndale Avenue and IL 83), East Branch of the DuPage River (I-88), West Branch of 
the DuPage River (Diehl Road) and various locations along the IL 59 portion of the 
alignment.   
 
There is approximately 68 acres of open space and parklands that fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the six major capital projects.  Again, it appears that the majority of the 
open space/parkland is attributable to the DuPage J Line.  The specific locations are 
along the I-290/IL 53, IL 83, I-88 and Diehl Road portions of the alignment including the 
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Ned Brown Preserve, Cricket Creek Forest Preserve, Morton Arboretum and McDowell 
Grove Forest Preserve. 
 
There are no national historic landmarks that fall within the 100 foot buffer of any of the 
major capital projects.  However, there are three churches and three schools located in 
close proximity to this option. 
 
Main Line System Option 5 Approximately eight acres of wetland and 40 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
four major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the DuPage J line.  The wetland acreage is located in the Ned 
Brown Preserve along the I-290/IL 53 portion of the DuPage J.  Floodplain acreage 
includes the Busse Lake area in the Ned Brown Preserve (I-290/IL 53), Salt Creek 
(Thorndale Avenue and IL 83), East Branch of the DuPage River (I-88), West Branch of 
the DuPage River (Diehl Road) and various locations along the IL 59 portion of the 
alignment.   
 
There is approximately 103 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the four major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the open 
space/parkland is attributable to the DuPage J Line and the Cermak Road BRT.  The 
specific locations involving the DuPage J are along the I-290/IL 53, IL 83, I-88 and Diehl 
Road portions of the alignment including the Ned Brown Preserve, Cricket Creek Forest 
Preserve, Morton Arboretum and McDowell Grove Forest Preserve.  Locations 
attributable to the Cermak Road BRT include Millers Meadows and Westchester Woods. 
 
There are no national historic landmarks that fall within the 100 foot buffer of any of the 
major capital projects.  However, there are three churches and two schools located in 
close proximity to this option. 
 
Concentric System Option 1 Approximately 72 acres of wetland and 63 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
eleven major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the I-355/I-290 BRT + HOV with additional acreage 
attributable to the 1st Avenue BRT.  The wetland and floodplain acreage is located in 
some of the same areas: Busse Lake/Ned Brown Preserve adjacent to I-290/IL 53, 
Churchill Woods Forest Preserve / East Branch of the DuPage River adjacent to I-355, 
and McDowell Woods Forest Preserve / West Branch of the DuPage River adjacent to 
Diehl Road.  Floodplain acreage also includes the Salt Creek area at I-290 and Kingery 
Highway attributable to the IL 83 BRT and the East Branch of the DuPage River near IL 
53 and I-88 in Lisle. 
 
There is approximately 155 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the eleven major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the open 
space is attributable to the 1st Avenue BRT, I-355/I-290 BRT+HOT and the I-290/I-88 
BRT+HOT.  The parkland and opens space acreage includes: Schiller Woods, Fullerton 
Woods, Thatcher Woods, Millers Meadows and McCormick Woods of the Cook County 
Forest Preserve along 1st Avenue, Ned Brown Preserve adjacent to I-290/IL 53 and the 
Morton Arboretum adjacent to I-88.  Seven national historic landmarks, six churches, 
and three schools fall within 100 feet of either side of the major capital projects.  The 
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national landmark sites are attributable to the I-290 portion of relevant BRT/HOV 
projects, the 1st Avenue BRT and the IL 83 BRT.  Specific locations include (1) the 
portion of the Gunderson Historic District located north of I-290 in Oak Park, (2) Oak 
Park Conservatory, (3) Riverside Landscape Architecture District bordering 1st Avenue in 
Riverside, (4) two private residences on 1st Avenue in Maywood, (5) Columbus Park 
adjacent to I-290 in Chicago and (6) Peabody Estate in the Mayslake Forest Preserve 
located adjacent to IL 83 in Oak Brook. 
 
Concentric System Option 2 Approximately 62 acres of wetland and 58 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
seven major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the wetland and floodplain 
acreage is attributable to the I-355/I-290 BRT + HOV.  The specific locations of the 
wetland acreage are Ned Brown Preserve adjacent to I-290/IL 53 and Churchill Woods 
Forest Preserve / East Branch of the DuPage River adjacent to I-355.  The floodplain 
acreage includes these same areas and McDowell Woods Forest Preserve / West Branch 
of the DuPage River adjacent to Diehl Road. 
 
There is approximately 26 acres of open space and parklands that fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the seven major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the open 
space is attributable to the I-355/I-290 BRT+HOT and the I-290/I-88 BRT+HOT.  The 
parkland and opens space acreage includes: Ned Brown Preserve adjacent to I-290/IL 
53 and the Morton Arboretum adjacent to I-88.  There are no national historic 
landmarks in close proximity to this option, however three churches, and one school fall 
within 100 feet of either side of the major capital projects. 
 
Concentric System Option 3 Approximately 14 acres of wetland and 14 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the six 
major capital projects.  The wetland acreage appears to be about equally attributable to 
all of the projects except the Mid City Transitway AGT which has none.  It appears that 
the majority of the floodplain acreage is attributable to the IL 83 AGT and the tollway 
portion of the I-290/I-88 AGT.  The floodplain acreage is located in the vicinity of Cricket 
Creek Forest Preserve / Salt Creek and in the vicinity of McDowell Woods Forest 
Preserve / West Branch of the DuPage River adjacent to I-88. 
 
There is approximately 148 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the six major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of the open 
space is in the Cook County Forest Preserve along the 1st Avenue AGT and the tollway 
portion of the I-290/I-88 AGT including the Morton Arboretum and McDowell Woods 
Forest Preserve.  Four national historic landmarks, six churches, and two schools fall 
within 100 feet of either side of the major capital projects.  The national landmark sites 
are attributable to the 1st Avenue AGT and the IL 83 AGT.  Specific locations include: (1) 
Riverside Landscape Architecture District bordering 1st Avenue in Riverside, (2) two 
private residences on 1st Avenue in Maywood and (3) Peabody Estate in the Mayslake 
Forest Preserve located adjacent to IL 83 in Oak Brook. 
 
 
Radial Reliant System Option 1 Approximately 87 acres of wetland and 78 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the 
ten major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of both the wetland and 
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floodplain acreage occurs along the I-355/I-290 BRT/HOT specifically involving the Ned 
Brown Preserve, Churchill Wood Forest Preserve and East Branch of the DuPage River.  
Substantial wetlands and/or floodplains also exist along the western portions of the 
Milwaukee District West Line and Union Pacific West Line.  Specific locations include the 
West Branch of the DuPage River and Brewster Creek/Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the 
MD-W; and the east and west branches of the DuPage River and Lincoln Marsh Natural 
Area in Wheaton, along the UP-W.  A small amount of floodplain is attributable to the IL 
83 BRT and is located at Salt Creek and the Cricket Creek Forest Preserve. 
 
There is approximately 211 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the ten major capital projects.  The majority of the open space - 169 acres 
is attributable to the three Metra commuter rail lines – Milwaukee District West, Union 
Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe.  Specific locations include Lincoln Marsh 
Natural Area, West DuPage Woods Forest Preserve, Winfield Mounds Forest Preserve and 
West Chicago Prairie along the UP-W; Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the MD-W; and 
Douglas Park along the BNSF in Chicago.  A lesser amount of open space is attributable 
to the I-355/I-290 BRT including Ned Brown Preserve, Campbell Slough Forest Preserve, 
Churchill Woods and the Morton Arboretum. 
 
Ten national historic landmarks, no churches, and no schools fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the major capital projects.  Six of the national landmarks are attributable 
to the Metra Lines.  These are: (1) Austin Historic District in Chicago, (2) Ridgeland-Oak 
Park Historic District in Oak Park, (3) River Forest Historic District, (4) former Maywood 
Fire Department building along the UP-W; and (5) Riverside Landscape Architecture 
District and (6) LaGrange Village Historic District along the BNSF.  The other national 
landmarks are attributable to the I-290 HOV and IL 83 BRT.  Specific locations are: 
Columbus Park in Chicago, the Gunderson Historic District in Oak Park and the Oak Park 
Conservatory next to I-290 and the Peabody Estate/Mayslake on IL 83 in Oak Brook. 
 
Radial Reliant System Option 2 Approximately 70 acres of wetland and 67 acres of 
floodplain that fall within 100 feet of either side of the assumed alignment of the seven 
major capital projects.  It appears that the majority of both the wetland and floodplain 
acreage occurs along the I-355/I-290 BRT/HOT specifically involving the Ned Brown 
Preserve, Churchill Wood Forest Preserve and East Branch of the DuPage River.  
Substantial wetlands and/or floodplains also exist along the western portions of the 
Milwaukee District West Line and Union Pacific West Line.  Specific locations include the 
West Branch of the DuPage River and Brewster Creek/Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the 
MD-W; and the east and west branches of the DuPage River and Lincoln Marsh Natural 
Area in Wheaton, along the UP-W.  A small amount of floodplain acreage is attributable 
to the IL 83 BRT and is located at Salt Creek and the Cricket Creek Forest Preserve. 
 
There is approximately 208 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the seven major capital projects. The majority of the open space – 169 
acres - is attributable to the three Metra commuter rail lines – Milwaukee District West, 
Union Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe.  Specific locations include: Lincoln 
Marsh Natural Area, West DuPage Woods Forest Preserve, Winfield Mounds Forest 
Preserve and West Chicago Prairie along the UP-W; Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the MD-
W; and Douglas Park along the BNSF in Chicago.  A lesser amount of open space is 
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attributable to the I-355/I-290 BRT including Ned Brown Preserve, Campbell Slough 
Forest Preserve, Churchill Woods and the Morton Arboretum. 
 
Ten national historic landmarks, no churches, and no schools fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the major capital projects.  Six of the national landmarks are attributable 
to the Metra Lines.  These are: (1) Austin Historic District in Chicago, (2) Ridgeland-Oak 
Park Historic District in Oak Park, (3) River Forest Historic District, and (4) former 
Maywood Fire Department building along the UP-W; and (5) Riverside Landscape 
Architecture District and (6) LaGrange Village Historic District along the BNSF.  The 
other national landmarks are attributable to the I-290 HOV and IL 83 BRT.  Specific 
locations are: Columbus Park in Chicago, the Gunderson Historic District in Oak Park and 
the Oak Park Conservatory next to I-290 and the Peabody Estate/Mayslake on IL 83 in 
Oak Brook. 
 
Radial Reliant System Option 3 Approximately 71 acres of wetland and 73 acres of 
floodplain fall within 100 feet of either side of the assumed alignment of the six capital 
projects.  It appears that the majority of both the wetland and floodplain acreage is 
attributable to the I-355/I-290 Express Bus specifically involving the Ned Brown 
Preserve, Churchill Wood Forest Preserve and East Branch of the DuPage River.  
Substantial wetlands and/or floodplains also exist along the western portions of the 
Milwaukee District West Line and Union Pacific West Line.  Specific locations include the 
West Branch of the DuPage River and Brewster Creek/Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the 
MD-W; and the east and west branches of the DuPage River and Lincoln Marsh Natural 
Area in Wheaton, along the UP-W.  A small amount of floodplain acreage is attributable 
to the IL 83 Express Bus and is located at Salt Creek and the Cricket Creek Forest 
Preserve. 
 
There is approximately 213 acres of open space and parklands that fall with 100 feet of 
either side of the six capital projects. The majority of the open space - 169 acres is 
attributable to the three Metra commuter rail lines – Milwaukee District West, Union 
Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe.  Specific locations include: Lincoln Marsh 
Natural Area, West DuPage Woods Forest Preserve, Winfield Mounds Forest Preserve and 
West Chicago Prairie along the UP-W; Pratt’s Wayne Woods along the MD-W; and 
Douglas Park along the BNSF in Chicago.  A lesser amount of open space is attributable 
to the I-355/I-290 BRT including Ned Brown Preserve, Campbell Slough Forest Preserve, 
Churchill Woods and the Morton Arboretum. 
 
Ten national historic landmarks, no churches, and no schools fall within 100 feet of 
either side of the capital projects.  Six of the national landmarks are attributable to the 
Metra Lines.  These are: (1) the Austin Historic District in Chicago, (2) Ridgeland-Oak 
Park Historic District in Oak Park, (3) River Forest Historic District, and (4) former 
Maywood Fire Department building along the UP-W; and (5) Riverside Landscape 
Architecture District and (6) LaGrange Village Historic District along the BNSF.  The 
other national landmarks are attributable to the Eisenhower Expressway portion of the I-
290 Express Bus and the IL 83 Express Bus.  Specific locations are: Columbus Park in 
Chicago, the Gunderson Historic District in Oak Park and the Oak Park Conservatory 
next to I-290 and the Peabody Estate/Mayslake on IL 83 in Oak Brook. 
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ACRONYMS AND GLOSSARY OF TERMS FOR  
THE RTA COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY 
 
February 13, 2008 
 
 
Acronyms 
AA – Alternatives Analysis 
ADT – Average daily traffic 
AGT - Automated Guideway Transit 
ART - Arterial Rapid Transit 
BNSF - Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
BRT - Bus Rapid Transit 
CAA – Clean Air Act 
CAC – Citizen Advisory Committee 
CATS – Chicago Area Transportation Study, now a part of CMAP 
CDOT – Chicago Department of Transportation 
CMAP – Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 
CNT – Center for Neighborhood Technology 
COG – Council of Governments 
COM – Council of Mayors 
CPS – Corridor Planning Standards 
CREATE Plan– Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency Plan 
CTA - Chicago Transit Authority 
DATP – DuPage Area Transit Plan 
DCDOT – DuPage County Department of Transportation 
DMMC – DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 
DMU - Diesel Multiple Unit, also Diesel Motive Unit  
EJ&E – Elgin, Joliet and Eastern railroad 
FHWA - Federal Highway Administration 
FTA - Federal Transit Administration  
HOT - High Occupancy Toll  
HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle  
HRT – Heavy Rail Transit 
IDOT – Illinois Department of Transportation 
IDOT – DPIT – IDOT Division of Public and Intermodal Transportation 
IDOT – OPP – IDOT Office of Planning and Programming 
IDOT – District 1 – IDOT regional office for the Chicago area 
IEPA – Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
IDNR – Illinois Department of Natural Resources 
IHB - Indiana Harbor Belt freight railroad 
ISTHA – Illinois State Toll Highway Authority 
ITS – Intelligent Transportation Systems 
LRT – Light rail transit 
MD-W - Milwaukee District – West 
MPO – Metropolitan Planning Organization 
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NEPA – National Environmental Policy Act 
NIPC – former Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission, now subsumed by CMAP 
O-D – origin-destination 
PIP – Public Involvement Plan 
PL - Planning Liaison 
ROD – Record of Decision 
ROW- Right of Way 
RT – Rapid Transit 
RTA – Regional Transportation Authority 
RTP – Regional Transportation Plan 
SAFETEA-LU - Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act--
A Legacy for Users 
SRA – Strategic Regional Arterials 
STAR Line – Suburban Transit Access Route Line  
TDM –Transportation Demand Management 
TSM – Transportation System Management 
TSP - Transit Signal Priority 
UP-W – Union Pacific - West 
USDOT - United States Department of Transportation 
USEPA - United States Department of Transportation 
UWP – Unified Work Program 
WCMC – West Central Municipal Conference 
 
 
 
Glossary of Terms 
 
Arterial – A major roadway that primarily serves through traffic and is vital for 
moving people and goods; usually a continuous route that feeds into the interstate 
and freeway systems. 
 
Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) - Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) is essentially a semi-
express bus service operating on major arterial roadways that provides greater 
speed, higher reliability and lower travel times than traditional bus service.  The high 
performance of ART is generally achieved through advanced technology, vehicle 
design and operating features, rather than separate right-of-way or guideway. 
Exclusive lanes may however be provided on a strategic basis – such as at 
intersections.  
 
Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) – Guided transit vehicles operated singly or 
as multi-car trains with a fully automated system (no crew on transit units).  Service 
may be on a fixed schedule or in response to a passenger-activated call button.  
Automated guideway transit includes personal rapid transit, group rapid transit and 
people-mover systems. (In our region, the Automated Transit System at O’Hare 
Airport that operates between the remote parking lots and the main terminal is such 
a system). 
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Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) - May refer to either the freight railroad or 
to the Metra commuter rail line operating between Aurora and Chicago on BNSF 
right-of-way, also sometimes further shortened to the Metra “BN”. 
 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - BRT is a flexible form of rubber-tired public transit that 
can operate on guideways, dedicated rights-of-way, roadway shoulders or in regular 
traffic lanes. BRT vehicles are typically modern, comfortable and designed to handle 
a large number of passengers.   BRT service is typically accessed by riders at high-
quality stations that include amenities frequently associated with rail stations. There 
is no example of BRT in our region. 
 
Capital improvement – A new or expanded facility, or other physical improvement, 
(in excess of $100 million) that is designed to become a long term asset of the 
transportation system. 
 
Capital investment - The use of funds to purchase fixed assets (for example 
transportation facilities, land, or vehicles ) or funds invested with the understanding 
that it will be used to purchase such fixed assets, rather than used to cover 
operating expenses. 
 
Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) – the operating entity of rapid rail (e.g., the “El”) 
and Chicago bus service in the Chicago metropolitan region. 
 
Commuter rail - Urban/suburban transit service that runs on tracks of a traditional 
railroad system and consists of multiple passenger coaches and a locomotive or 
other control cab (e.g., Metra commuter rail). 
 
Concentric – A series of arcs or circles arranged around or having a common 
center. 
 
Connector service - New north-south and east-west bus service that runs primarily 
on arterials with limited stops.  Connector service provides riders a basic grid of 
public transportation and an opportunity to access other transit services with which it 
intersects. Connector service is local terminology, first described in the DuPage Area 
Transit Plan (October 2002) 
 
Cook DuPage Corridor – a geographic area in the west suburbs of the Chicago 
metropolitan area defined and currently under study by the RTA. The Cook DuPage 
Corridor study area boundaries are the Metra Milwaukee District West Line to the 
north, and the Metra Burlington Northern Santa Fe Line to the south, the Kane 
County/DuPage County border to the west and Cicero Avenue to the east.  
 
Corridor – the geographic area that encompasses the origins, destinations, and 
paths of the majority of trips contributing to or affected by the identified 
transportation problem. 
 
Destination – The end point or end location of a trip. 
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Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) - self propelling train units capable of coupling with 
other units of the same or similar type and still being controlled from one cab. Diesel 
Multiple Units consist of multiple carriages powered by one or more on-board diesel 
engines.  
 
Direct - A public transportation system where a transit service travels directly to a 
destination without requiring a transfer. 
 
Distribution/circulation service - Local transit service at a major employment 
center to help transit users get from a major transit station or bus stop to the 
particular building in which they work. 
 
Employment Center – a concentration of workplaces that constitutes a significant 
portion of the total number of jobs in a specific region, subregion, corridor or 
community, and consequently attracts a significant number of daily work trips.  
 
Facility – The physical structure or capital investment on which a transportation 
service or activity is accomplished.  For example, sidewalks are a facility that enables 
the activity of walking, a roadway is a facility that enables automobile, vanpool, bus 
and commercial vehicle (truck) travel and railroad tracks and stations enable travel 
by passenger train. 
 
Final Design  - the final phase of project development, and includes (but is not 
limited to) the preparation of final construction plans (including construction 
management plans), detailed specifications, construction cost estimates, and bid 
documents. 
 
Fixed guideway system - a mass transportation facility which utilizes a separate 
right-of-way or rail line, or uses a fixed catenary system and a right of way usable by 
other forms of transportation. This includes, but is not limited to, rapid rail, light rail, 
commuter rail, automated guideway transit, people movers, and fixed-guideway 
facilities for buses (such as bus rapid transit) and other high occupancy vehicles.  
 
FHWA - the Federal Highway Administration of the United States Department of 
Transportation (USDOT). 
 
FTA - the Federal Transit Administration of the United States Department of 
Transportation (USDOT). 
 
Grid - A transportation system based upon a checkerboard block pattern. 
 
Guideway - a groove or channel that controls the direction in which a moving object 
travel 
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High Occupancy Toll (HOT) lane - Exclusive or controlled access right-of-way 
(ROW) that is restricted to high occupancy vehicles (HOV) and premium-toll paying 
single occupancy vehicles for a portion or all of a day. HOT lanes may also 
incorporate variable pricing strategies to optimize travel demand and maintain free-
flow travel. 
 
High occupancy vehicles (HOV) - buses, passenger vans, and cars carrying 
multiple passengers. 
 
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane - Exclusive or controlled access right-of-way 
(ROW) that is restricted to high occupancy vehicles (HOV) for a portion or all of a 
day. 
 
Hub and spoke - A public transportation system which derives its name from a 
bicycle wheel, in which a number of transit services extend outward from a central 
point or station.   
 
Indiana Harbor Belt (IHB) – freight railroad that owns/operates a freight line in 
west cook county on which Metra passenger rail has been proposed, between O’Hare 
and Midway airports. 


Light Rail Transit (LRT) Lightweight passenger rail cars operating singly (or in 
short, usually two-car, trains) on fixed rails in right-of-way that is not separated 
from other traffic for much of the way.  Light rail vehicles are driven electrically with 
power being drawn from an overhead electric line. 


Main line – The principal route of a transportation system. 
 
Major capital investment – A transportation improvement requiring significant 
upfront cost for the construction of physical facilities and equipment.  In the context 
of the Cook DuPage Corridor study, major capital investments generally are those 
with an estimated construction cost of $100 million or higher. 
 
Managed lane - A lane or lanes designed and operated to achieve stated goals by 
managing access via user group or other criteria. A managed lane facility typically 
provides improved travel conditions to eligible users. 
 
Metra – The operating entity of commuter rail in the Chicago metropolitan region. 
 
Milwaukee District – West Line (MD-W) - refers to the Metra commuter rail line 
operating between Elgin and Chicago on the Milwaukee District railroad right-of-way. 
 
Modes – Any means or method of travel, including automobile, airplane, ship, etc.  
Common types of public transportation modes include local bus, express bus, Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT), Light Rail Transit (LRT), Heavy Rail Transit (HRT) and 
Commuter Rail. 
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NEPA process - those procedures necessary to meet the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA), at 23 CFR part 771; 
the NEPA process is completed when a Record of Decision (ROD) or Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) is issued. 
 
New start - a term or classification used by the FTA to indicate a proposed new 
fixed guideway system, or an extension to an existing fixed guideway system. 
 
New Starts program – the Federal Transit Administration's (FTA) fixed guideway 
capital investment program. 
 
New use of existing system – the application of operational strategies to, and/or 
the provision of new and complementary transit services on, existing transportation 
facilities and/or to meet mobility goals. 
 
Origin – the beginning point or starting place of a trip. 
 
Pace – the suburban bus service operating entity in the Chicago metropolitan region. 
 
Preliminary Engineering is the process by which the scope of the proposed project 
is finalized, estimates of project costs, benefits and impacts are refined, NEPA 
requirements are completed, project management plans and fleet management plans 
are further developed, and local funding commitments are put in place.  
 
Queue By-pass Lanes – A special bus-only lane at an intersection or expressway 
ramp that allows buses to proceed ahead of other traffic waiting for a green signal. 
 
Radial – Having parts that radiate from or converge to a common center; e.g., the 
transportation system in northeastern Illinois is essentially a radial system that has 
the Chicago central business district, or Loop as its center. 
 
Ramp Meter (-ing) - A ramp meter is a traffic signal on an entrance ramp that 
controls and smoothes the flow of traffic entering an expressway, based on the 
number of vehicles or level of congestion already on the roadway. 
 
Rapid rail system –  An electrified, multi-car rail transit service operated on exclusive 
tracks that may be elevated, at grade level, or under ground (e.g, CTA rail).  
 
Regional Transportation Authority – the budgetary and planning oversight entity 
of the primary public transit operating entities (CTA, Metra and Pace) in the Chicago 
metropolitan region. 
 
Reverse commuter - A person who travels from their home in the city of Chicago 
to their job in the suburbs. 
 
Right of way – 1. The strip of land on which facilities such as highways, railroads, 
or power lines are built, or is needed in order to be built. 2. The right to pass over 
property owned by another party. 3. The right of one vehicle to take precedence 
over another. 
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Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act--A 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) – the current federal six-year transportation bill. 
 
Shoulder Riding - The use of shoulder lanes by public transit to by-pass or avoid 
congested traffic. Shoulder riding for BRT vehicles may require shoulder 
improvement/reconstruction to accommodate daily or incidental use. Typically, 
shoulder riding is prohibited by users other than an emergency vehicle. 
 
Small Starts - a discretionary grant program for public transportation capital 
projects that run along a dedicated corridor or a fixed guideway, have a total project 
cost of less than $250 million, and are seeking less than $75 million in Small Starts 
program funding. This Small Starts program is a component of the existing New 
Starts program, offers project sponsors an expedited and streamlined application 
and review process. 
 
Smart corridor - Key arterial roadway where information technology, intersection 
improvements and traffic management strategies are applied to enhance traffic flow 
for the benefit of all users: autos, transit and commercial [truck]. 
 
Strategic (select) roadway improvements - Minor capital improvements (less 
than $100 million each) to the existing system that can significantly improve 
roadway connectivity and relieve traffic bottlenecks for all users of the roadway 
system. 
 
Traffic Signal Pre-emption – a special transmitter on emergency vehicles that 
communicate with traffic signal devises at intersections to clear and halt traffic 
movement in order to allow an emergency vehicle to pass safely through, upon its 
approach.  Pre-emption interrupts the normal traffic signal cycle and changes the 
light to red in all directions except for the direction of the on-coming emergency 
vehicle. 
  
Transit Signal Priority (TSP) - special devices on buses to facilitate the movement 
of transit vehicles through traffic-signal controlled intersections.  TSP devices give 
the bus priority by extending a green, shortening a red or providing queue jumps 
when buses are behind schedule. 
 
Transportation system - A network of facilities and services that provide for the 
movement of passengers or goods. 
 
Transportation System Management (TSM)- an alternative used for comparison 
when analyzing whether or not to build new roadways or mass transit links, such as 
busways, metros, and light rail lines. It is often compared with a No-Build approach. 
 








CTA Blue Line
(Existing)


Pros


Connects people to all six employment centers 
with fewest major investments


Strong interface with CTA east of the Corridor


Flexibility of BRT to increase service levels without 
facility expansion and deviate route if needed


BRT alternative in I-290 corridor could allow for a 
high level of interoperability, offering direct, 
express service between many different places 


Blue Line (fixed guideway) alternative in I-290 
corridor offers greater service reliability for reverse 
commuters


HOV, BRT, 1st Ave Blue Line extension alternative 
moves terminus of the Blue Line and the BRT to 
the Loyola/Maywood employment center. 


Cons


• I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park interchanges


• Effectiveness of HOV in our region is uncertain 
and experiences have varied nationwide


Requires extensive interagency coordination in 
facility design, access and financing


Potential to impact historic landmarks in the 
I-290 corridor (Oak Park and Chicago)


MidCity BRT cost and construction feasibility 
(currently under study by CDOT)


Construction cost estimate: 
$4.3 - $5.5  billion 


Operating cost estimate: 
$39 - $52 million (annually)


78 linear mile system 


System with fewest 
environmental concerns


Strong in achieving goals


Main Line System Recommendations
This system recommendation focuses mobility investment in a central main line corridor proximate to I-290. A bus rapid transit (BRT) line at each end of the Main 
Line corridor is additionally recommended for collection and distribution. Three different alternatives for an I-290 Main Line Corridor are recommended for further 
study, in light of evaluation results. 


The Technical Committee recommendation reflects Main Line options 1, 2 and 4


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th St


J Line BRT
I-290–Thorndale–IL 83–I-88–Diehl–IL 59


I-290 Main Line Corridor Alternatives:


BRT and HOV
HOV lanes from I-88 Interchange to Cicero Ave and
BRT from J Line (IL 83) to MidCity (Cicero Ave)


OR


Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook
Blue Line extension to J Line (IL 83) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave) 


OR


BRT, HOV and Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave
HOV lanes from I-88 Interchange to 1st Ave
BRT from J Line (IL 83) to Maywood (1st Ave)
Blue Line Extension to Maywood (1st Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)


CTA Blue Line 
(existing)


CTA Blue Line 
(existing)


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension
I-290 to O’Hare Airport


62,000 jobs


28,000 jobs


49,000 jobs


31,000 jobs


57,000 jobs


90,000 jobs


Major employment center identified in
Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis 
(RTA, Dec. 2005)


Prepared by RTA
December 18, 2007







Main Line System: Project Information


Assumed Alignment or Route Length Description


Order of 
Magnitude 
Cost 
Estimate* Environmental Concerns


Miles in millions


Thorndale Ave, I-290 to O’Hare Airport **4.4
Upgrade from arterial to limited access 
expressway; expansion from 4 to 6 lanes with 
additional ROW set aside for transit


$1,625 Wetland and flood plain (Salt Creek)


I-290, IL 58 to Thorndale Ave;
Thorndale Ave,  I-290 to O’Hare;
IL 83, Thorndale Ave to I-88;
I-88, IL 83 to Naperville Rd;
Diehl Rd, Naperville Rd to IL 59;
IL 59, I-88 to 95th St./STAR Line


Cicero Ave., I-90 to CTA Red Line/87th St 25.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) largely grade 
separated


$1,284 3 churches, 1 school


65.7 $3,976


I-290 BRT I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 12.2
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$56


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, Cicero Ave. to I-88/I-294 Interchange **9.4
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV) 


$306


Subtotals 12.2 $362


Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to IL 83 7.4
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit 
primarily in the center of I-290


$1,544


Subtotals 7.4 $1,544


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, 1st Ave to Hillside **4.3
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV) 


$140


I-290 BRT I-290, 1st Ave to IL 83 7.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$48


Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to 1st  Ave 0.6
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit on 
the north side of I-290


$159


Subtotals 7.9 $347


4,323 -- 5,520


* Order of magnitude cost estimate includes unit cost based capital estimate, soft /engineering cost estimate of 30%, contingency estimate of 25% and vehicle cost estimate (if transit).


** To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment is not included in system subtotals and totals.


40.4


Project


Total


Mid-City BRT


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension


DuPage J Line BRT


SYSTEM TOTALS


Wetland along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave and Diehl Rd; 
Flood plains along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave, IL 83, I-88, 
Diehl Rd and IL 59; Open space and parklands along the I-
290/IL 53, IL 83 and I-88; 1 school


2 churches and 2 schools


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park) and Columbus Park (Chicago); 2 churches 
and 2 schools


73.1 -- 77.9


A


B


C


$1,067
Bus Rapid Transt (BRT), primairly on shoulder 
lanes; exclusive median lanes on Thorndale 
Ave and IL 59


OR


OR


I-290 Main Line Corridor Alternatives


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park), Oak Park Conservatory and Columbus 
Park (Chicago); 2 churches and 2 schools


Prepared by RTA
December 18, 2007







IL 59 BRT
I-88 to 95th Street


Concentric System Recommendations
This system recommendation is to improve mobility via six “concentric” north-south transportation corridors, supplemented by a major east-west corridor investment 
and the extension of the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway. Three alternatives for the I-88/I-290 east-west corridor are recommended for further consideration. 


This system recommendation reflects Concentric option 1 with the following modifications:


1st Ave ART
I-90 to Midway


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th St


IL 59 BRT
I-88 to 95th St I-88/I-290 East-West Corridor Alternatives:


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown
Blue Line extension to Lombard (Highland Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)


OR


I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes and Express Bus
Express Bus from Mid-City BRT (Cicero Ave) to Yorktown and to Elmhurst/Addison
I-88 HOV Toll (HOT) lanes from I-355 to I-290; and I-290 HOT from IL 83 to Cicero Ave


OR


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown and
I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes and Express Bus


Blue Line extension to Lombard (Highland Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)
Express Bus from Mid-City BRT (Cicero Ave) to Yorktown and to Elmhurst/Addison
I-88 HOV Toll (HOT) lanes from I-355 to I-290; and I-290 HOT from IL 83 to Cicero Ave


I-88 Express Bus
IL 59 to I-355


I-88 HOT Lanes
IL 59 to I-355


CTA Blue Line    
(existing)


CTA Blue Line    
(existing)


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension
I-290 to O’Hare Airport


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


I-355 HOT Lanes 
Golf Rd to I-55


Inner
Circumferential Rail


O’Hare to Midway


• Three I-290/I-88 corridor alternatives replace a BRT project evaluated. 
• In the 1st Ave. Corridor, a less capital-intensive Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) replaces the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) evaluated, and
• The Inner Circumferential Rail project that was evaluated with Concentric option 2 has been added.   


Construction cost estimate: 
$8.7 - $11.1  billion


Operating cost estimate: 
$95 - 120 million (annually)


150 linear mile system 


System with second most 
environmental concerns


Best in achieving goals 


Pros


• Connects people to the most jobs and richest 
mix of activity centers, including major airports 


• BRT and express bus could share facilities and 
provide direct service between many points


Potential to strengthen and encourage economic 
development where north-south and east-west 
transportation corridors intersect


exclusive-use BRT facilities (IL 59, IL 83 and 
MidCity) have a high level of reliability and can 
benefit emergency vehicles


I-355 and I-88/I-290 multimodal facilities benefit 
both auto and transit users and offer HOV, express 
bus and/or BRT travel options


Cons


• BRT in expressway median is not easily accessed 
by the people and places it connects


• High cost of system


• Inner Circumferential requires use of a key part of 
the CREATE freight plan for passenger service


Requires extensive interagency coordination in 
facility planning, design, financing and operation


• Relies heavily on BRT, lane management and 
pricing strategies not yet tested in our region


MidCity BRT cost and uncertain construction 
feasibility (currently under study by CDOT)


IL 83 BRT
Thorndale Ave to I-55


Major employment center identified in
Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis 
(RTA, Dec. 2005)
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62,000 jobs


28,000 jobs


49,000 jobs


31,000 jobs


57,000 jobs


90,000 jobs







Concentric System: Project Information


General Alignment Length Description


Order of 
Magnitude 
Cost 
Estimate* Environmental Concerns


Miles in millions


Thorndale Ave, I-290 to O’Hare Airport 4.4
Upgrade from arterial to limited access expressway; expansion from 4 to 6 lanes 
with additional ROW set aside for transit


$1,625 Wetland and flood plain (Salt Creek)


IL 59, I-88 to 95th St. 7.7
One new outside lane in each direction for BRT and emergency vehicles only; 
includes reconstruction of BNSF overpass


$132 Flood plain; 1 school


I-290/IL 53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


25.9
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median stations operating on I-355 HOT 
lanes (see project below)


$134
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plain along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


I-290/IL53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


**25.9 One new High Occupancy Vehicle/Toll lane (HOT lane) in each direction $2,075
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plain along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


IL 83, Thorndale Ave. to I-55 16.7
One new outside lane in each direction for BRT and emergency vehicles only; 
includes a flyover at North Ave and reconstruction of UP and CCP overpasses.


$272
Flood plain (Salt Creek); Peabody Estate/Mayslake Forest 
Preserve


IHB Railroad, Metra NCS O'Hare transfer station to 
Cicero Ave/55th Street (Midway)


21.0
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) trains operating on one new track primarily on IHB 
Rail Line.


$1,081


1st Ave ART
1st Ave, I-90 to I-55; Archer Ave., I-55 to Cicero 
Ave./Midway Airport


19.3
Arterial Bus Rapid Transit (ART) operating mainly in general purpose traffic lanes 
with technological and select facility improvements for high operational 
performance/reliability.


$131
Project was downgraded from a BRT to ART post-evaluation 
to avoid potential environmental concerns posed by 1st Ave 
floodplain, wetland and open space.


Cicero Ave., I-90 to CTA Red Line/87th St 25.3 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) largely grade separated; includes bridge over I-55 $1,284 3 churches, 1 school


I-88 Express Bus I-88, IL 59 to Yorktown 11.0
Express Bus operating on I-88/I-290 HOT lanes with standard bus shelters at 
destination stops 


$89
Wetland and floodplain  (West Branch of the DuPage River.  
Open space (Morton Arboretum)


I-88 HOT Lanes I-88, IL 59 to I-355 **11.0
One new lane in each direction managed as a High Occupancy Vehicles Toll 
(HOT) Lane on I-88


$881
Wetland and floodplain (West Branch of the DuPage River.  
Open space (Morton Arboretum).


131.3 $7,704


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to Yorktown 11.0
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit in median of I-290; I-88 alignment not 
determined/evaluated.


$2,329


Subtotals 11.0 $2,329


I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes
I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 (Elmhurst/Addison); and 
I-88, I-290 to I-355


19.9
One new lane in each direction managed as a High Occupancy Vehicle Toll (HOT) 
Lane on I-88 and I-290, including I-290 Extension to IL 83


$918


I-88/I-290 Express Bus
I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 (Elmhurst/Addison); and 
I-88, I-290 to I-355


**19.9
Express Bus operating on I-88/I-290 HOT lanes with standard bus shelters at 
destination stops 


$148


Subtotals 19.9 $1,066


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to Yorktown **11.0
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit in median of I-290; I-88 alignment not 
determined/evaluated.


$2,329


I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes
I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 (Elmhurst/Addison); and 
I-88, I-290 to I-355


19.9
One new lane in each direction managed as a High Occupancy Vehicles Toll 
(HOT) Lane on I-88 and I-290, including I-290 Extension to IL 83


$918


I-88/I-290 Express Bus
I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 (Elmhurst/Addison); and 
I-88, I-290 to I-355


**19.9
Express Bus operating on I-88/I-290 HOT lanes with standard bus shelters at 
destination stops 


$148


Subtotals 19.9 $3,395


8,770 -- 11,099


* Order of magnitude cost estimate includes unit cost based capital estimate, soft /engineering cost estimate of 30%, contingency estimate of 25% and vehicle cost estimate (if transit).


**To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment is not included in subtotals and system totals.


I-88/I-290 East-West Corridor Alternatives


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park), Oak Park Conservatory and Columbus 
Park (Chicago); 2 churches and 2 schools; open space 
(Morton Arboretum)


B


SYSTEM TOTALS


2 churches and 2 schools in I-290 Corridor, I-88 Corridor not 
evaluated.


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park), Oak Park Conservatory and Columbus 
Park (Chicago); 2 churches and 2 schools; open space 
(Morton Arboretum)


142.3 -- 150.2


A


C


OR


OR


Project Name


Total


Mid-City BRT


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension


IL 59 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


IL 83 BRT [incl. portion of J Line]


I-355 BRT


I-355 HOT Lanes


Inner Circumferential Rail Line
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Radial Reliant System Recommendations
The Radial Reliant system emphasizes major capital investment to expand and enhance the existing  radial rail and expressway systems to better serve the needs of 
intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets. Two north-south capital investments are proposed in the center of the corridor, as well as short westward extension 
of the Blue Line to Maywood, to ensure connectivity to the corridor’s identified major employment centers. 


The Technical Committee recommendation reflects Radial Reliant option 1


Metra MD-W Expansion
Union Station to Elgin


Metra UP-W Expansion
Ogilvie T.C. to Geneva


I-88 HOV/Toll (HOT) Lanes
I-355 to I-290 interchange


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


I-355 HOV/Toll (HOT) Lanes
Golf Rd to I-55


Construction cost estimate: 
$4.6  billion


Operating cost estimate: 
$137 million (annually)


175 linear mile system 


System with the most 
environmental concerns


Strong in achieving goals 


Pros


Reliance on existing Metra commuter corridors
can leverage investment in these facilities


Potential for enhanced vitality and economic 
development of suburban downtowns


Investment in existing Metra corridors may also 
benefit traditional commuters


Reliance on existing system – particularly in 
Chicago - may increase ridership on existing 
commuter rail, bus and rapid transit lines


Cons


• Relies extensively on land and facilities owned
by private railroad companies, requiring their 
individual cooperation and approval  


Cost and feasibility of Metra line projects are very 
uncertain and require extensive operational and 
physical analysis


Practicality and feasibility of a single-lane 
reversible HOV facility on Eisenhower Extension 


The existing radial rail lines are not proximate to 
corridor employment centers


Lack of available parking at existing commuter
rail stations could limit access for intersuburban 
commuters


Likely requires service reduction of, or modification 
to, Metra traditional commuter service 


I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park interchanges


Metra BNSF Expansion
Union Station to Aurora


Blue Line Extension
Extension to Maywood (1st Ave) 


from Forest Park


IL 83 BRT
Thorndale Ave to I-55


Major employment center identified in
Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis 
(RTA, Dec. 2005)
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62,000 jobs


28,000 jobs


49,000 jobs
31,000 jobs


57,000 jobs


90,000 jobs


I-290+Extension HOV Lanes
2 HOV lanes Cicero Ave. to I-88 interchange and
1 reversible HOV lane I-88 interchange to IL 83


I-290/I-88 BRT 
1st Ave to Yorktown (Highland Ave)







Radial Reliant System: Project Information


General Alignment Length Description


Order of 
Magnitude 
Cost 
Estimate* Environmental Concerns


Miles in millions


Milwaukee District railroad, Union Station to Elgin 36.6
Commuter rail service for intersuburban and reverse commute; crossovers, track 
upgrades and two new stations


$108
Wetland and flood plain (West Branch of the DuPage River, 
Brewster Creek/Pratt's Wayne Woods); open space (Pratt's 
Wayne Woods)


Union Pacific railroad, Ogilvie Transportation Center 
to Geneva


35.5


Assuming prior construction of Metra's current UP-West Upgrade New Starts 
project with A-2 Interlocking relocation, this proposal represents an additional 
expansion for intersuburban and reverse commuters: new fourth main track 
River Forest to Elmhurst; related signal system upgrades, crossovers and track 
upgrades; and one new station. Metra's current New Starts project will construct 
a new third main track from River Forest to Elmhurst, signal system upgrades 
for the entire line, new crossovers, additional commuter parking, and A-2 
Interlocking reconstruction and relocation. 


$501


Wetland and flood plain (East and West Branches of the 
DuPage River, Lincoln Marsh Natural Area); open space 
(Lincoln Marsh Natural Area, West DuPage Woods FP, 
Winfield Mounds FP, West Chicago Prairie); national 
landmarks and historic districts - Austin Historic District 
(Chicago), Ridgeland-Oak Park Historic District, River Forest 
Historic District, former Maywood Fire Dept. building.)


Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroad, Union Station 
to Aurora


38.4
Commuter rail service for intersuburban and reverse commute; new fourth track 
from IL 59 to IL 53 and three new stations


$280
Open space (Douglas Park in Chicago); national landmarks 
and historic districts - Riverside Landscape Architecture 
District, LaGrange Village Historic District.


CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to 1st  Ave **0.6 Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit on the north side of I-290 $159


I-290, 1st Ave to I-355 **11.6
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median stations operating on I-290 HOV 
lanes and I-88 HOT lanes (see projects below)


$92


I-290, Cicero Ave. to IL 83 14.2
One new lane in each direction for High Occupancy Vehicles from Cicero Ave to I-
88/I-294, and one new lane (reversible, reverse commute orientation) on the I-
290 Extension from I-88/I-294 to IL 83.


$374
National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak park), Oak Park Conservatory and Columbus 
Park (Chicago)


I-88, I-290 to I-355 7.3
One new lane in each direction managed as a High Occupancy Vehicles Toll 
(HOT) Lane on I-88


$585


I-290/IL 53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


25.9
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median stations operating on I-355 HOT 
lanes (see project below)


$134
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plains along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


I-290/IL 53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


**25.9 One new High Occupancy Vehicle/Toll lane (HOT lane) in each direction $2,075
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plains along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


IL 83, Thorndale Ave. to I-55 16.7
One new outside lane in each direction for BRT and emergency vehicles only; 
includes a flyover at North Ave and reconstruction of UP and CCP overpasses.


$272
Flood plain (Salt Creek); Peabody Estate/Mayslake Forest 
Preserve


$4,580


* Order of magnitude cost estimate includes unit cost based capital estimate, soft /engineering cost estimate of 30%, contingency estimate of 25% and vehicle cost estimate (if transit).
** To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment is not included in subtotals and system totals.


I-290/I-88 BRT


I-290+Extension HOV Lanes


I-88 HOV/Toll (HOT) Lanes


SYSTEM TOTALS 174.6


Project Name


Metra Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Expansion


Metra Union Pacific West (UP-W) Expansion


IL 83 BRT [incl. portion of J Line]


I-355 BRT


I-355 HOT Lanes


Metra Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) 
Expansion


Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave
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Preliminary 


Supporting Recommendations 
 
The recommended transportation system is very complex and its success would 
depend upon the continued support, cooperation and coordination of many 
government agencies and local jurisdictions. A clear articulation of strategies and 
anticipated next steps will facilitate progress by the many partners involved. 
 
On February 13, 2008, the Policy Committee approved the attached “supporting 
recommendations”, in addition to their proposed system recommendations. Their 
approval of both the supporting recommendations and the system recommendations 
are preliminary and will not be finalized until May 2008, once public comments have 
been reviewed and considered.  
 
The attached “supporting recommendations” articulate strategies to advance mobility 
improvements in the Cook DuPage Corridor.  These recommendations are action-
oriented and  can be implemented by the Policy Committee and other Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study participants.  
 
Supporting recommendations have been developed for the following topics: 


• Policy Issues  
• Major Capital Investments 
• Smart Corridors 
• Connector Services 
• Circulation/Distribution Services at Employment Centers 
• Strategic Roadway Improvements 


 
An action plan for recommendations approved by the Policy Committee will identify 
specifically how, when and by whom (entity) the next steps should be undertaken. 
The action plan is anticipated to be included in the RTA’s final report for the Cook 
DuPage Options Feasibility Study. 
 
Enclosures (2): 


1. Preliminary Supporting Recommendations of the Policy Committee; 
2. Supplemental information: connectors, smart corridors, strategic roadway 


investments, employment center distribution/circulation area. 
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Policy Issues  
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 


 
1. Encourage managed lane strategies and pricing policies. 


AND 


2. Demonstrate/experiment with pricing policies. 
AND 


3. Explore Public Private partnerships. 
AND 


4. Permit bus shoulder riding. 
AND 


5. Support successful integration of transportation and land use planning both 
regionally and locally.  


AND 


6. Achieve a user-perceived seamlessness of the transportation system. 
 


 
 







 


Major Capital Investments 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 


 
1. Ensure that the planning and implementation of recommended Options move 


forward in the most efficient and fiscally responsible way possible.  
AND 


2. Further refine recommended Options in terms of proposed and alternative 
alignments, cross sections, physical/operating/service parameters, and cost 
assumptions. 


AND 


3. Model recommended Options to determine anticipated ridership or use, and to 
determine potential impacts on: the existing regional transportation system, 
local road network, regional air quality, environmental justice communities, 
and the social, cultural and natural environment.  


AND 


4. As a Transportation System Management (TSM) alternative, model a scenario 
of all recommended circulator/distribution services, connectors, smart 
corridors and existing rail line service improvements; Also model a second 
TSM alternative comprised of a strategic [select] subset of 
circulator/distribution services, connectors, smart corridors and existing rail 
line service improvements. 


AND 


5. Undertake community development and land use planning in conjunction with 
future analysis/development of major capital investments to establish 
potential impacts and opportunities.  


AND 


6. Ensure the continued application of approved Corridor Planning Standards in 
future planning, evaluation and design of major investments. 
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Smart corridors1


 
 


 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Prioritize Cook DuPage smart corridors, establish specific 
treatments/improvements needed and develop an implementation plan. 


AND 


2. Implement smart corridors in conjunction with upcoming roadway 
improvements, where financially feasible and opportunities exist to maximize 
cost-savings and minimize traffic disruptions. 


AND 


3. Encourage routine monitoring programs on a strategy or smart corridor basis 
(e.g., IDOT’s SCAT – Signal Coordination and Timing program). 


 
 
 
 


                                                 
1 Smart corridors are arterial roadways upon which to focus Intelligent Transportation 
System (ITS) technology implementation, intersection improvements and traffic 
management strategies to improve mobility for all users.  
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Connector Services2


 
 


 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Prioritize Cook DuPage connectors, establish connector service standards and 
develop implementation plan. 


AND 


2. Identify Connector service operators. 


AND 


3. Implement connectors in conjunction with smart corridor improvements, 
where financially feasible and opportunities exist to maximize technological 
integration between roadway and transit technologies. 


AND 


4. Initiate an automated monitoring program for connector services that 
interface with regional Transportation Management Centers (TMCs). 


 
 
 
 
 


                                                 
2 Connector services are new coordinated bus service with limited stops for an 
essential grid of public transportation throughout the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
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Distribution/circulation services 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Further develop and refine employment center distribution areas and service 
assumptions. 


AND 


2. Encourage Councils of Governments and affected communities that are 
currently operating or planning circulator/distribution services to incorporate 
identified employment centers into circulator service areas, where relevant. 


AND 


3. Require transit distribution systems at employment centers in conjunction 
with implementation of connector or major capital investments. 


AND 


4. Explore flexible reverse commute distribution systems (e.g., I-Go/Share car-
Go, traditional-reverse commute car sharing and Velo’V (membership based 
bicycle sharing system). 


AND 


5. Provide sidewalk network along all Connector routes and within major 
employment center distribution areas. 
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Strategic Roadway Improvements 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendation: 
 


Forward recommended strategic roadway improvement to respective 
implementing agencies, noting general consensus and support of Cook 
DuPage Corridor Policy Committee. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 
 
TO THE COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR SUPPORTING RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
 
 
 
INDICES AND DEPICTION OF: 


CONNECTORS 
SMART CORRIDORS  
DISTRIBUTION/CIRCULATION SERVICE AREAS  
STRATEGIC ROADWAY INVESTMENTS 
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Index of Proposed Smart Corridors 
 
Below is a list of proposed smart corridors (as assumed in all system options):   
 


East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 Lake Street (US 20) 
 Belmont Avenue/Franklin Avenue 
 Grand Avenue/Fullerton Avenue 
 Army Trail Road 
 Schick Road 
 Lies Road 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Geneva Road 
 Chicago Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 31st Street/Oakbrook Road 
 47th Street/Chicago Avenue/Naperville Rd./Maple Avenue 
 55th Street/Garfield Blvd. 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Austin Blvd. 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 25th Avenue 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45)/Archer Avenue 
 York Road / Garfield Avenue 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Cass Avenue 
 Addison Road 
 Arlington Heights Road/Biesterfield Road 
 Main St (Downers Grove)/Highland Ave./Main St. (Lombard) 
 Rohlwing Road (IL 53) 
 Roselle Road/Schaumburg Road/Meacham Road 
 Glen Ellyn Road/Park Blvd. 
 Naper Blvd./Naperville Road/Main St./Schmale Road 
 Gary Avenue 
 County Farm Road / Winfield Road 
 Washington Street/Knoch Knolls Rd./95th St. 
 IL 59 
 Eola Road 
 Bartlett Road/Stearns Road/Munger Road/Spitzer Road 
 Lambert Road/Lorraine St./Hill Avenue 
 Leask Lane (Lisle) 
 Batavia Road (Warrenville) 
 Joliet St. (West Chicago) 
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Index of Major Employment Centers  
Corresponding to Distribution/Circulation Services  
 
Below is a list of the six major employment centers impacting intersuburban and 
reverse commuters of the Cook DuPage Corridor, as identified by the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Travel Market Analysis (RTA, December 2005). While Circulation/ 
Distribution service areas vary for each employment center given their unique 
geographies, the proposed circulation/distribution supporting recommendations apply 
to all. The geographic area of each is shown on the attached map.  Employment 
estimates within the identified geographic area of each employment center is shown 
below for additional information and context. 
 


 Employment* 


Employment Center 2000 (Est.) 2030 (est.) 
 Schaumburg 62,400 91,100 
 Thorndale 90,300 98,700 
 Addison/Elmhurst 56,900 62,900 
 Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville 27,600 38,700 
 Oak Brook/Yorktown 48,900 57,700 
 Maywood/Loyola 31,100 31,800 


Total 317,200 381,000 
Data Source: Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 
GIS Analysis: Entran (formerly American Consulting Engineers) 
 


 
 
Index of Proposed Strategic Roadway Investments 
 
Below is a list of proposed Strategic Roadway Improvements for all options.   
NOTE: The number to the left of each Strategic Roadway Improvement corresponds 
with a like-numbered graphical representation of the project on the attached map. 


 
1 – Eola Road: extend through Fermilab property to IL 38 
2 - IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
3 – Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange west to County Farm Road 
4 – Fullerton Avenue/Grand Avenue Corridor: extend west to Main Street (Glen 


Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue 
5 – 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
6 – IL 83 (Kingery Highway): intersection improvement at Riverside Dr. (Elmhurst), 


widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction - US 34 to 55th Street and 63rd Street to 
Midway Drive. 


7 – Franklin Avenue: improve interchange with Mannheim Road 
8 – Wolf Road: extend over Union Pacific Railroad Proviso Yard 
9 – 25th Avenue: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction 
10 - I-290 major rehabilitation (Mannheim Road to Cicero Avenue) 
11 – Central Avenue: extend over Burlington Northern Santa Fe Cicero Yard 
 


 
 


COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR POLICY COMMITTEE 
SUPPORTING RECOMMENDATIONS (PRELIMINARY) 
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: INDICES 
FEBRUARY 13, 2008  







Smart Corridors
Smart corridors are the key arterial roadways 
where information technology, intersection 
improvements and traffic management strategies 
are recommended to enhance travel flow for all 
users: autos, transit, commercial and truck.


Connector services
Connector services are new north-south and 
east-west bus service with limited stops that 
provide a basic and essential grid of public 
transportation for work and non-work trips of the 
Cook DuPage Corridor. Reliability and safety of 
connector services is increased by operating in 
smart corridors (described above).


Distribution/circulation services
Safe and convenient non-auto access to 
suburban work places is needed for the viability 
of trip-making by transit. Multimodal distribution 
system service areas (e.g., transit, bicycle, 
pedestrian and/or other) are recommended at 
each of the six major employment centers.


Strategic roadway improvements
Strategic roadway improvements would 
significantly enhance connectivity of the existing 
network and relieve traffic bottlenecks. These 
improvements were selected based on travel 
patterns and system use, and warrant further 
examination. Please see map at left to locate the 
corresponding numbered strategic roadway 
improvements listed below:


Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution Services 
and Strategic Roadway Improvements
Nine distinct travel markets in the Cook DuPage Corridor reflect travel patterns of such magnitude that warrant potential major capital investment. Yet collectively, the 
nine travel markets reflect less than 20% of all work travel in the Cook DuPage Corridor. The vast majority of Corridor work trips are dispersed and vary in direction, trip 
length and end points. This majority of work trips overlap with travel market flows, and are joined by non-work trips and commercial vehicle traffic.  


Smart corridors, connectors, distribution services and strategic roadway improvements are recommended to enhance mobility for the full spectrum of Corridor travelers.  
These low-capital enhancements reflect a system-wide approach to easing Corridor travel and are irrespective of - but complementary to - any of the proposed major 
capital investments. The four types improvements are depicted below and are recommended for further prioritization, refinement and potential phased implementation.


Prepared by RTA
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1. Eola Rd: extend to IL 38 through Fermilab property


2. IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


3. Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange west 
to County Farm Road


4. Fullerton Ave/Grand AveCorridor: extend west to Main 
Street (Glen Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue


5. 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


6. IL 83: intersection improvement at Riverside Dr 
(Elmhurst), widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction -
US 34 to 55th St and 63rd St to Midway Dr


7. Franklin Ave: improve interchange with Mannheim Rd


8. Wolf Road: extend over UP Railroad Proviso Yard


9. 25th Ave: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction


10. I-290: major rehabilitation, Mannheim Rd to Cicero Ave 


11. Central Ave: extend over BNSF Railroad’s Cicero Yard
Major employment center
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Final 


System Recommendations 
 
In May 2008, the Policy Committee finalized their preliminary recommendation 
for a system to be further developed through very detailed, follow-on study. The 
Policy Committee unanimously agreed on the Main Line System, modified by adding 
two north-south transit elements from an alternative Concentric System. Three 
potential improvements in the I-290 Main Line Corridor are recommended for further
study, with varying extents and differing combinations: High Occupancy Vehicle lanes,
Bus Rapid Transit, and the westward extension of the Blue Line to as far as 
Yorktown in Lombard. 
 
The RTA anticipates beginning the next study phase in fall 2008, in close coordination
with the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) and in conjunction with
affected transportation agencies. The Cook DuPage Corridor committees will continue
to guide the follow-on study phase.  
 


 


 


  
 


 
 
Enclosures: 


1. Preliminary recommendations: map 
2. Preliminary recommendations: Project information 


 
 







CTA Blue Line
(Existing)


Pros


Connects people to all six employment centers


Connects people to a rich mix of activity centers, 
including major airports.


Strong interface with CTA east of the Corridor


Flexibility of BRT to increase service levels without 
facility expansion and deviate route if needed


BRT in I-290 Corridor could allow for a high level of 
interoperability among the other BRT corridors, 
offering direct, express service between many 
different places 


Fixed guideway in I-88/I-290 corridor could 
significantly enhance travel time reliability for 
reverse commuters


A Blue Line extension ending at 1st Ave., at Oak 
Brook or Yorktown would serve major employment 
centers and access labor force in the west Cook 
suburbs and  Chicago. 


Cons


• I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park interchanges


• Effectiveness of HOV in our region is uncertain 
and experiences have varied nationwide


Inner Circumferential requires use of key part of 
CREATE freight plan


Requires extensive interagency coordination in 
facility design, access and financing


Potential to impact historic landmarks in the 
I-290 corridor (Oak Park and Chicago)


MidCity BRT cost and construction feasibility 
(currently under study by CDOT)


Construction cost estimate: 
$5.5 - $7.8 billion 


Operating cost estimate: 
$77 - $101 million (annually)


Total size:
112 - 132 linear mile system 


 Final Recommended System
The Policy Committee system recommendation reflects a Main Line System with two additional north-south corridors from the Concentric System. The Policy 
Committee recommends examining various extents and various combinations of HOV, BRT and rail alternatives in the I-290/I-88 Corridor.


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th St


Prepared by RTA
May 15, 2008


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


Inner
Circumferential Rail


O’Hare to Midway


J Line BRT
I-290–Thorndale–IL 83–I-88–Diehl–IL 59


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension
I-290 to O’Hare Airport


I-290 / I-88 Main Line Corridor 
Variations


Highland Ave./Yorktown to Cicero Ave.


Various combinations and extents of the following:
HOV lanes
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Blue Line Extension from Forest Park (Des 
Plaines Ave)







Final Recommended System: Project Information


Assumed Alignment or Route Length Description


Order of 
Magnitude 
Cost 
Estimate* Environmental Concerns


Miles in millions


Thorndale Ave, I-290 to O’Hare Airport **4.4
Upgrade from arterial to limited access 
expressway; expansion from 4 to 6 lanes with 
additional ROW set aside for transit


$1,625 Wetland and flood plain (Salt Creek)


I-290, IL 58 to Thorndale Ave;
Thorndale Ave,  I-290 to O’Hare;
IL 83, Thorndale Ave to I-88;
I-88, IL 83 to Naperville Rd;
Diehl Rd, Naperville Rd to IL 59;
IL 59, I-88 to 95th St./STAR Line


Cicero Ave., I-90 to CTA Red Line/87th St 25.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) largely grade 
separated


$1,284 3 churches, 1 school


I-290/IL 53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


25.9
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) operating on I-355 in 
mixed traffic


$134
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plain along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


IHB Railroad, Metra NCS O'Hare transfer station to 
Cicero Ave/55th Street (Midway)


21.0
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) trains operating on 
one new track primarily on IHB Rail Line.


$1,081


112.6 $5,191


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, 1st Ave to Hillside **4.3
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV) 


$140


I-290 BRT I-290, 1st Ave to IL 83 7.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$48


Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to 1st  Ave 0.6
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit on 
the north side of I-290


$159


Subtotals 7.9 $347


I-290 BRT I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 **12.2
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$56


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, Cicero Ave. to I-88/I-294 Interchange **9.4
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV)


$306


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to Yorktown **11
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit in 
median of I-290; I-88 alignment not 
determined/evaluated


$2,329


Subtotals 19.9 $2,691


5,538 -- 7,882


* Order of magnitude cost estimate includes unit cost based capital estimate, soft /engineering cost estimate of 30%, contingency estimate of 25% and vehicle cost estimate (if transit).


** To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment is not included in system subtotals and totals.


1 school


SYSTEM TOTALS


Wetland along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave and Diehl Rd; 
Flood plains along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave, IL 83, I-88, 
Diehl Rd and IL 59; Open space and parklands along the I-
290/IL 53, IL 83 and I-88; 1 school


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park) and Columbus Park (Chicago); 2 churches 
and 2 schools


120.5 -- 132.5


Min 


Max


$1,067
Bus Rapid Transt (BRT), primairly on shoulder 
lanes; exclusive median lanes on Thorndale 
Ave and IL 59


I-290 / I-88 Main Line Corridor Variations (minimum and maximum cost and extent examples) 


40.4


Project


Total


Mid-City BRT


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension


DuPage J Line BRT


I-355 BRT


Inner Circumferential Rail Line


Prepared by RTA
May 15, 2008








 


 
 
 


 


 
Final 


Supporting Recommendations 
 
The recommended transportation system is very complex and its success would 
depend upon the continued support, cooperation and coordination of many 
government agencies and local jurisdictions. A clear articulation of strategies and 
anticipated next steps will facilitate progress by the many partners involved. 
 
On May 14, 2008, the Policy Committee approved the attached “supporting 
recommendations”, in addition to their proposed system recommendations.
The attached “supporting recommendations” articulate strategies to advance mobility
improvements in the Cook DuPage Corridor.  These recommendations are action-
oriented and can be implemented by the Policy Committee and other Cook DuPage
Corridor Study participants.
 
Supporting recommendations have been developed for the following topics:    
 
 
 


• Policy Issues  
• Major Capital Investments 
• Smart Corridors 
• Connector Services 
• Circulation/Distribution Services at Employment Centers 
• Strategic Roadway Improvements 


 
     An action plan for recommendations approved by the Policy Committee will identify 


          specifically how, when and by whom (entity) the next steps should be undertaken. 
               The action plan is anticipated to serve as the RTA’s final report for the Cook DuPage 


                    Options Feasibility Study. 


 
Enclosures (2): 


1. Final Supporting Recommendations of the Policy Committee; 
2. Supplemental information: connectors, smart corridors, strategic roadway 


investments, employment center distribution/circulation area. 
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Policy Issues  
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 


 
1. Encourage managed lane strategies and pricing policies. 


AND 


2. Demonstrate/experiment with pricing policies. 
AND 


3. Explore Public Private partnerships. 
AND 


4. Permit bus shoulder riding. 
AND 


5. Support successful integration of transportation and land use planning both 
regionally and locally.  


AND 


6. Achieve a user-perceived seamlessness of the transportation system. 


                                                         AND 


     7. Develop and apply access management policies.  
  


 







 


Major Capital Investments 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 


 
1. Ensure that the planning and implementation of recommended Options move 


forward in the most efficient and fiscally responsible way possible.  
AND 


2. Further refine recommended Options in terms of proposed and alternative 
alignments, cross sections, physical/operating/service parameters, and cost 
assumptions. 


AND 


3. Model recommended Options to determine anticipated ridership or use, and to 
determine potential impacts on: the existing regional transportation system, 
local road network, regional air quality, environmental justice communities, 
and the social, cultural and natural environment.  


AND 


4. As a Transportation System Management (TSM) alternative, model a scenario 
of all recommended circulator/distribution services, connectors, smart 
corridors and existing rail line service improvements; Also model a second 
TSM alternative comprised of a strategic [select] subset of 
circulator/distribution services, connectors, smart corridors and existing rail 
line service improvements. 


AND 


5. Undertake community development and land use planning in conjunction with 
future analysis/development of major capital investments to establish 
potential impacts and opportunities.  


AND 


6. Ensure the continued application of approved Corridor Planning Standards in 
future planning, evaluation and design of major investments. 
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Smart corridors1


 
 


 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Prioritize Cook DuPage smart corridors, establish specific 
treatments/improvements needed and develop an implementation plan. 


AND 


2. Implement smart corridors in conjunction with upcoming roadway 
improvements, where financially feasible and opportunities exist to maximize 
cost-savings and minimize traffic disruptions. 


AND 


3. Encourage routine monitoring programs on a strategy or smart corridor basis 
(e.g., IDOT’s SCAT – Signal Coordination and Timing program). 


 
 
 
 


                                                 
1 Smart corridors are arterial roadways upon which to focus Intelligent Transportation 
System (ITS) technology implementation, intersection improvements and traffic 
management strategies to improve mobility for all users.  
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Connector Services2


 
 


 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Prioritize Cook DuPage connectors, establish connector service standards and 
develop implementation plan. 


AND 


2. Identify Connector service operators. 


AND 


3. Implement connectors in conjunction with smart corridor improvements, 
where financially feasible and opportunities exist to maximize technological 
integration between roadway and transit technologies. 


AND 


4. Initiate an automated monitoring program for connector services that 
interface with regional Transportation Management Centers (TMCs). 


 
 
 
 
 


                                                 
2 Connector services are new coordinated bus service with limited stops for an 
essential grid of public transportation throughout the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
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Distribution/circulation services 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendations: 
 


1. Further develop and refine employment center distribution areas and service 
assumptions. 


AND 


2. Encourage Councils of Governments and affected communities that are 
currently operating or planning circulator/distribution services to incorporate 
identified employment centers into circulator service areas, where relevant. 


AND 


3. Require transit distribution systems at employment centers in conjunction 
with implementation of connector or major capital investments. 


AND 


4. Explore flexible reverse commute distribution systems (e.g., I-Go/Share car-
Go, traditional-reverse commute car sharing and Velo’V (membership based 
bicycle sharing system). 


AND 


5. Provide sidewalk network along all Connector routes and within major 
employment center distribution areas. 
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Strategic Roadway Improvements 
 
 


Proposed Supporting Recommendation: 
 


Forward recommended strategic roadway improvement to respective 
implementing agencies, noting general consensus and support of Cook 
DuPage Corridor Policy Committee. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 
 
TO THE COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR FINAL SUPPORTING RECOMMENDATIONS 


 
 
 
 
 
INDICES AND DEPICTION OF: 


CONNECTORS 
SMART CORRIDORS  
DISTRIBUTION/CIRCULATION SERVICE AREAS  
STRATEGIC ROADWAY INVESTMENTS 
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Index of Proposed Smart Corridors 
 
Below is a list of proposed smart corridors (as assumed in all system options):   
 


East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 Lake Street (US 20) 
 Belmont Avenue/Franklin Avenue 
 Grand Avenue/Fullerton Avenue 
 Army Trail Road 
 Schick Road 
 Lies Road 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Geneva Road 
 Chicago Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 31st Street/Oakbrook Road 
 47th Street/Chicago Avenue/Naperville Rd./Maple Avenue 
 55th Street/Garfield Blvd. 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Austin Blvd. 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 25th Avenue 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45)/Archer Avenue 
 York Road / Garfield Avenue 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Cass Avenue 
 Addison Road 
 Arlington Heights Road/Biesterfield Road 
 Main St (Downers Grove)/Highland Ave./Main St. (Lombard) 
 Rohlwing Road (IL 53) 
 Roselle Road/Schaumburg Road/Meacham Road 
 Glen Ellyn Road/Park Blvd. 
 Naper Blvd./Naperville Road/Main St./Schmale Road 
 Gary Avenue 
 County Farm Road / Winfield Road 
 Washington Street/Knoch Knolls Rd./95th St. 
 IL 59 
 Eola Road 
 Bartlett Road/Stearns Road/Munger Road/Spitzer Road 
 Lambert Road/Lorraine St./Hill Avenue 
 Leask Lane (Lisle) 
 Batavia Road (Warrenville) 
 Joliet St. (West Chicago) 
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Index of Major Employment Centers  
Corresponding to Distribution/Circulation Services  
 
Below is a list of the six major employment centers impacting intersuburban and 
reverse commuters of the Cook DuPage Corridor, as identified by the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Travel Market Analysis (RTA, December 2005). While Circulation/ 
Distribution service areas vary for each employment center given their unique 
geographies, the proposed circulation/distribution supporting recommendations apply 
to all. The geographic area of each is shown on the attached map.  Employment 
estimates within the identified geographic area of each employment center is shown 
below for additional information and context. 
 


 Employment* 


Employment Center 2000 (Est.) 2030 (est.) 
 Schaumburg 62,400 91,100 
 Thorndale 90,300 98,700 
 Addison/Elmhurst 56,900 62,900 
 Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville 27,600 38,700 
 Oak Brook/Yorktown 48,900 57,700 
 Maywood/Loyola 31,100 31,800 


Total 317,200 381,000 
Data Source: Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning 
GIS Analysis: Entran (formerly American Consulting Engineers) 
 


 
 
Index of Proposed Strategic Roadway Investments 
 
Below is a list of proposed Strategic Roadway Improvements for all options.   
NOTE: The number to the left of each Strategic Roadway Improvement corresponds 
with a like-numbered graphical representation of the project on the attached map. 


 
1 – Eola Road: extend through Fermilab property to IL 38 
2 - IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
3 – Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange west to County Farm Road 
4 – Fullerton Avenue/Grand Avenue Corridor: extend west to Main Street (Glen 


Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue 
5 – 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction 
6 – IL 83 (Kingery Highway): intersection improvement at Riverside Dr. (Elmhurst), 


widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction - US 34 to 55th Street and 63rd Street to 
Midway Drive. 


7 – Franklin Avenue: improve interchange with Mannheim Road 
8 – Wolf Road: extend over Union Pacific Railroad Proviso Yard 
9 – 25th Avenue: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction 
10 - I-290 major rehabilitation (Mannheim Road to Cicero Avenue) 
11 – Central Avenue: extend over Burlington Northern Santa Fe Cicero Yard 
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Smart Corridors
Smart corridors are the key arterial roadways 
where information technology, intersection 
improvements and traffic management strategies 
are recommended to enhance travel flow for all 
users: autos, transit, commercial and truck.


Connector services
Connector services are new north-south and 
east-west bus service with limited stops that 
provide a basic and essential grid of public 
transportation for work and non-work trips of the 
Cook DuPage Corridor. Reliability and safety of 
connector services is increased by operating in 
smart corridors (described above).


Distribution/circulation services
Safe and convenient non-auto access to 
suburban work places is needed for the viability 
of trip-making by transit. Multimodal distribution 
system service areas (e.g., transit, bicycle, 
pedestrian and/or other) are recommended at 
each of the six major employment centers.


Strategic roadway improvements
Strategic roadway improvements would 
significantly enhance connectivity of the existing 
network and relieve traffic bottlenecks. These 
improvements were selected based on travel 
patterns and system use, and warrant further 
examination. Please see map at left to locate the 
corresponding numbered strategic roadway 
improvements listed below:


Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution Services 
and Strategic Roadway Improvements
Nine distinct travel markets in the Cook DuPage Corridor reflect travel patterns of such magnitude that warrant potential major capital investment. Yet collectively, the 
nine travel markets reflect less than 20% of all work travel in the Cook DuPage Corridor. The vast majority of Corridor work trips are dispersed and vary in direction, trip 
length and end points. This majority of work trips overlap with travel market flows, and are joined by non-work trips and commercial vehicle traffic.  


Smart corridors, connectors, distribution services and strategic roadway improvements are recommended to enhance mobility for the full spectrum of Corridor travelers.  
These low-capital enhancements reflect a system-wide approach to easing Corridor travel and are irrespective of - but complementary to - any of the proposed major 
capital investments. The four types improvements are depicted below and are recommended for further prioritization, refinement and potential phased implementation.
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1. Eola Rd: extend to IL 38 through Fermilab property


2. IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


3. Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange west 
to County Farm Road


4. Fullerton Ave/Grand AveCorridor: extend west to Main 
Street (Glen Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue


5. 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


6. IL 83: intersection improvement at Riverside Dr 
(Elmhurst), widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction -
US 34 to 55th St and 63rd St to Midway Dr


7. Franklin Ave: improve interchange with Mannheim Rd


8. Wolf Road: extend over UP Railroad Proviso Yard


9. 25th Ave: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction


10. I-290: major rehabilitation, Mannheim Rd to Cicero Ave 


11. Central Ave: extend over BNSF Railroad’s Cicero Yard
Major employment center
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Section 1 
Introduction 
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor study is one of several subregional, long-range planning 
studies led by the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) of the Chicago 
metropolitan area. The primary objective of the RTA’s corridor studies program is to 
offer the region an objective and transparent planning process through which to 
collaboratively explore regionally significant mobility problems, to assess the likely 
effectiveness of potential solutions, and to develop consensus among local officials, 
citizens and regional planning organizations on future transportation investments.   
 
The corridor planning study area known as the “Cook DuPage Corridor” is comprised 
of approximately 300 square miles of urbanized land area in the central portion of 
the six-county Chicago metropolitan area. The Cook DuPage Corridor study area 
impacts fifty-one independent municipal jurisdictions within the two most populous 
counties in the state of Illinois: Cook County and DuPage County. Over one million 
people currently reside in the study area and approximately 750,000 jobs are located 
within the corridor boundaries, as well.  
 
Given the complexity of urban mobility issues and the many stakeholders in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor, meaningful and on-going public involvement is essential to achieve 
consensus on effective and suitable future transportation investments. The RTA 
developed an extensive public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor 
study with the following four specific goals: 
 


Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Goals 


Public Awareness and 
Education 


1) The RTA will seek to raise public awareness and 
understanding of the economic vitality, quality of life, 
residential/commercial land-use balance, and multi-
modal transportation challenges of the Cook DuPage 
Corridor study. 


Public Input and 
Community Dialogue 


2) The RTA will provide the public with early, ongoing, and 
meaningful opportunities for involvement in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Study process. 


Public and 
Stakeholder Outreach 


3) The RTA will maintain timely contact with the general 
public, government agencies, business owners, and 
other key stakeholders throughout the planning 
process. 


Environmental Justice 4) The RTA will identify and involve traditionally 
underserved communities (those with high 
concentrations of minority and low-income, elderly, or 
disabled groups) in the transportation planning 
process. 
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A variety of techniques to address the four public involvement goals were carefully 
considered by the RTA and the study’s Citizen Advisory Committee early in the study 
process. A public involvement plan was crafted to provide prospective guidance to 
the RTA and to inform the general public on the specific strategies that the RTA 
intended to pursue in order to achieve the four public involvement goals.  
 
Unlike the public involvement plan, this Public Involvement Program Summary 
Report is retrospective. This report describes how the strategies were employed by 
the RTA during the Options Feasibility phase of study; it evaluates the program’s 
success in meeting the four goals; and it concludes with a discussion of potential RTA 
actions to enhance the public involvement and communications program in the 
upcoming Cook DuPage Corridor System Analysis study phase. 
 
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Mobility Issues 
 
The purpose of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study is to identify the most effective and 
desired solutions to meet the most pressing mobility needs in the west suburbs.  The 
RTA, in cooperation with the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), has 
partnered with other state, regional and local agencies to conduct this study.     
 
The need for the study arises from a significant increase in population and jobs that 
has occurred in suburban areas of northeastern Illinois over the past several 
decades.  Major regional employment centers have emerged in and around the Cook 
DuPage Corridor, offering new work locations for both city and suburban residents.  
As a result, both DuPage county and Cook county are currently net importers of 
workers.  Corridor employment growth is anticipated to far outpace population 
change in the next 30 years. 
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Cook DuPage Corridor Employment Centers 
Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in 
travel patterns for which the existing transportation system is not well suited.  While 
the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago remains strong, there has been 
a large increase in intersuburban and reverse commute travel. The existing 
transportation system was established to serve the traditional commute to downtown 
Chicago.  The system does not provide a sufficient level of service or range of 
options to address the high growth travel patterns to major employment centers 
within the corridor.  This deficiency is most acute for reverse and intersuburban 
commuters whose transit options are limited or non-existent.  
 
 
Study Process 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Study is an on-going corridor planning initiative that 
involves three key phases of study to develop consensus on preferred future 
transportation improvements:  (1) Travel Market Analysis, (2) Options Feasibility, 
and (3) System Analysis.   


Select Priority User  Markets for
Potentia l Major  Improvements


Regional
Transportation Pla n


Develop a Shortl ist of Feasib le
Improvement Optio ns


Select Locally Preferred
Alternative(s)


IMPLEM ENTA TIO N


Phase 1


Travel Market Analysis


Phase 2


Options Feasib ility


Phase 3


System Analysis


Public
Inpu t


 
The Travel Market Analysis study phase was completed in December 2005. The 
Travel Market Analysis was an intensive research effort to assess the nature and 
magnitude of travel patterns in the corridor, the highways and transit that are 
available to support each travel pattern and regionally significant mobility issues.  
During this first phase of study, a coordinating group of professional planning staff 


Cook DuPage Corridor Study Program 
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from three councils of government in the corridor served as the primary conduit of 
information exchange between the RTA and the many corridor communities. 
 
The second phase of the Cook DuPage Corridor study process is called the Options 
Feasibility study and it is the focus of this public involvement report. The RTA 
designed this second study phase to develop a consensus set of goals for mobility 
improvements and to develop and examine potential combinations of highway and 
transit improvements. The Options Feasibility phase successfully concluded in May 
2008 with a consensus-based selection of one future transportation system of major 
capital investments for further study and prioritization, as well as a set of network 
enhancements. 
 
A public involvement program was developed at the onset of the Options Feasibility 
study phase to ensure continuous stakeholder participation and the opportunity for 
public input in developing potential solutions and determining study outcomes. A 
broad and extensive set of public involvement strategies was formalized in a Public 
Involvement Plan. The RTA put in place an external study committee structure to 
actively engage the participation of impacted governments, planning agencies and 
community stakeholders in the planning process. 
 
The System Analysis will be the final study phase and it is expected to begin in mid 
2009.  In this last phase of the program, the proposed major capital investments 
within the preferred system will be further detailed, analyzed, and prioritized. The 
Cook DuPage Corridor public involvement program will be continued through the 
conclusion of the System Analysis. 
 
 
Public Involvement Program Summary Report 
 
The purpose of this Public Involvement Program Summary Report is to describe and 
assess the specific public involvement strategies employed during the Options 
Feasibility Study phase. The RTA will use the conclusions of this report to strengthen 
the Cook DuPage Corridor public involvement program for the System Analysis 
study.  
 
Section 2 describes how each public involvement strategy contained in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan was implemented to achieve the four Cook 
DuPage Corridor public involvement goals presented on page 1 of this report. In 
section 3, the effectiveness of the strategies is assessed. Finally, section 4 presents 
conclusions for the potential improvement of the Public Involvement Program for the 
system analysis study. 
 
Public involvement program activities and public input received has been fully 
documented and is available for public inspection at the RTA, upon request.  
Information about the study process and all decisions made during the Options 
Feasibility study phase is presented in the Planning Process and Technical 
Documentation Summary, available from the RTA under separate cover. 
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Section 2 
Public Involvement 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility study was carried out in an open and 
collaborative process that extensively involved the public, as well as elected officials; 
local, state, and federal agencies; operators of the existing transportation systems; 
and civic, business and social organizations. The varied perspectives, expertise and 
insights of these many stakeholders ensured informed decisions regarding 
alternative transportation scenarios and the establishment of a broadly supported 
program of potential public investment for further consideration in the final, system 
analysis phase of study.  
 
The public input and communications program for the Cook DuPage Corridor Options 
Feasibility study produced and executed a Public Involvement and Communications 
Plan with an extensive and diverse set of public involvement strategies. The Public 
Involvement Plan was developed to ensure continuous public input and meaningful 
public education/outreach materials throughout the development and evaluation of 
major new transportation improvement alternatives for the Cook DuPage Corridor.  
The plan included: 
 


1) Clearly defined purpose and objectives for initiating public dialogue on 
mobility issues; 


2) Identification of affected public and other stakeholder groups;  
3) Development of techniques for engaging and educating the public in the 


transportation planning process; and 
4) Measurable actions that demonstrate public input was seriously 


considered. 
 
The Public Involvement Plan served as a 
framework for managing public outreach 
and communication activities during the 
Options Feasibility study. The Plan was 
frequently referenced during the course of 
the study to help monitor the effectiveness 
of the public input and communications 
program.   
 
The focus of the Public Involvement Plan 
during the Options Feasibility Phase was to 
engage communities and agency 
stakeholders within the Cook DuPage Corridor 
study area to keep them apprised of the 
planning activities, schedule and progress and 
to ensure their issues and concerns were fully 
addressed by the RTA and its planning 
partners. The heart of the Plan was a diverse set of techniques for effective 
communications, assertive outreach, and education to ensure that agency and public 
participation in the study was broad and inclusive. 


The Cook DuPage Corridor  
Public Involvement Plan  


was developed using a proven 
four-step process. 







____________________________________________________________________________________
Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study 
Public Involvement Program Summary Report 


Page 6 


Public Involvement Goals and Strategies 
The Public Involvement Plan presents nineteen traditional and innovative strategies 
to inform, invite and involve the public in early, ongoing and meaningful dialogue 
about transportation and quality of life issues facing the Cook DuPage Corridor. Each 
specific public involvement strategy was intended to achieve at least one of four 
overall goals of the public involvement program. The four goals and the 
corresponding public involvement strategies are presented below. 
 
Goal Strategies PIP 


Strategy 
Number  
(for cross-
reference) 


Public Awareness 
and Education 


RTA and its planning 
partners will seek to 
raise public awareness 
and understanding of 
the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study, its 
benefits and impacts. 


! Public Involvement and Communications Plan 


! Branding 


! Website 


! Cook DuPage Corridor Committees  


! Special Meetings and Workshops 


! Newsletters 


! Public Information and Input Materials 


! Media Relations Program 


! Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations 


! Regional Public Involvement Coordination 


! Public Outreach and Involvement Report 


1 


NA 


2 


4 


8 


3 


13 


15 


12 


17 


19 


Public Input and 
Community Dialog 


The RTA will provide 
the public with early, 
ongoing, and 
meaningful 
opportunities for 
involvement in the 
Cook DuPage Corridor 
Study process. 


! Options Phase Kickoff 


! Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 


! Special Meetings and Workshops 


! Public Information and Input Materials  


! Website 


! Public Involvement and Communications Plan 


! Effectiveness Monitoring 


! Public Outreach and Involvement Report 


6 


4 


8 


13 


2 


1 


18 


19 


Public and 
Stakeholder 
Outreach 


The RTA will maintain 
timely contact with 
the general public, 
government agencies, 
business owners, and 
other key 
stakeholders 
throughout the 
planning process. 


! Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 


! Mailing List 


! Public Announcements and Notices 


! Media Relations Program 


! Media Kits 


! Website 


! Special Meetings and Workshops 


! Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations  


4 


5 


14 


15 


16 


2 


8 


12 
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Goal Strategies PIP 
Strategy 
Number  
(for cross-
reference) 


Environmental 
Justice 


The RTA will identify 
and involve 
traditionally 
underserved 
communities (those 
with high 
concentrations of 
minority and low-
income, elderly, or 
disabled groups) in 
the transportation 
planning process. 


! Environmental Justice Outreach 


! Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 


! Special Meetings and Workshops 


! Public Information and Input Materials 


! Public Announcements and Notices 


! Media Relations Program 


! Effectiveness Monitoring 


11 


4 


8 


13 


14 


15 


18 


 
The remainder of this section recounts how the RTA implemented each of the above 
strategies to achieve the four public involvement goals during the Options Feasibility 
Study. The implementation of these strategies is presented in the context of the four 
corresponding public involvement goals to facilitate the assessment of effectiveness 
in section 3. It is important to note, however, that several of the strategies are 
addressed under more than one goal.  In these cases, a “see also” page reference is 
provided so that the reader may attain a more comprehensive picture of a specific 
strategy. Also, the following three strategies that were not used during the Options 
Feasibility Study, but were included in the Public Involvement Plan, are addressed at 
the end of section 2: Scoping Meetings, Public Hearings, and Interviews. 
 
 
Goal 1 – Public Awareness and Education: 
“RTA and its planning partners will seek to raise public awareness and 
understanding of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, its benefits and impacts.” 
 
Public Involvement and Communications Plan  
See also Goal 2, p.22 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan (PIP) was one of the first items 
developed in the Options Feasibility study process. The plan defined a wide range of 
public involvement strategies to be employed by the RTA during the Options 
Feasibility Study and the System Analysis study of the Cook DuPage Corridor. The 
intention of the Public Involvement Plan was to facilitate public awareness of the 
Cook DuPage Corridor study and the RTA’s public involvement goals for the study. 
The plan presents four primary public involvement goals; lists all identified 
stakeholders; presents a strategic framework for identifying appropriate techniques 
based on each stakeholder’s anticipated, desired level of involvement; describes 
nineteen selected public involvement techniques; and presents an implementation 
schedule. 
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Branding 
To facilitate public awareness of materials and public input opportunities, the RTA 
engaged a communications/public relations consultant team to develop a unique 
identity for the Cook DuPage Corridor study. This unique identity, or “branding”, of 
the Cook DuPage Corridor study was conveyed through a project logo, a web site 
and a set of template collateral materials that would help stakeholders readily 
identify study information associated with the Cook DuPage Corridor Options 
Feasibility study.  
 


The Cook DuPage Corridor logo is comprised of 
three concentric circles. The two blue, half circles 
suggest the initials “C” and “D” of Cook and 
DuPage counties and the camaraderie between 
the two portions of the corridor. The two gold 


circles reflect the geographic significance of the Cook DuPage Corridor: the largest, 
outside circle reflects the corridor’s location as completely surrounded by other areas 
of the Chicago metropolitan region. The smallest, inside circle reflects the fact that 
the geographic and population centroids of the Chicago metropolitan region are 
found within the Cook DuPage Corridor. The alternating rings of the logo also subtly 
suggest a target, or focal point, of this study being led by a regional entity. 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor logo was featured on all official correspondence from 
study committee chairs, as well as draft and preliminary study materials for 
committee and public review. Both the Cook DuPage Corridor logo and the RTA logo 
were included on final report publication; the addition of the RTA logo on Cook 
DuPage Corridor final reports helped ensure public awareness of the permanent or 
“official” entity responsible for the study. 
 
Custom templates were designed for study collateral material, including: study 
reports, information folders, press releases, newsletters and PowerPoint 
presentations. The images incorporated in these materials were selected to portray 
multimodal, access, mobility and connectivity.  When combined, all of the graphical 
elements form a cohesive visual identity. 
 
Web Site  
See also Goal 2, p.22 and Goal 3, p.26 
A dedicated project web site (cook-dupagecorridor.com) was created to provide 
convenient, round-the-clock access to project information for the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study. The website was linked to the main RTA web site (rtachicago.com) 
and enabled the general public, government agencies, businesses and other 
stakeholders to receive a wide range of background and technical information. The 
website was promoted to the public and the media in correspondences and public 
information materials. 
 
A site index and brief description of each content area is listed below. 
 


Home Page - The Home page was designed as a Flash animation page with 
subtle sound effects and prominently displayed the Cook DuPage Corridor logo.  
A left panel navigation bar with drop down menus and a bottom panel navigation 
bar provided multiple paths to quickly access desired content.   
 
Corridor Overview - The Corridor Overview page provided a high level 
description of the Cook DuPage Corridor. It presented the geographic study area 
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boundaries; population, employment and travel-related facts; major employment 
centers in and around the Cook DuPage Corridor; and communities impacted by 
the study. This page also described the RTA’s purpose for undertaking the study; 
funding agencies; partnering agencies; and a study schedule.  
 
Problem Statement - This page presented the formally approved Problem 
Statement, as adopted by Corridor Technical and Policy Committees in January 
2006 at the kick off meeting for the Options Feasibility study. 
 
Purpose and Need - This page summarized the three parts of, and provided a 
link to, the full study document, “Preliminary Statement of Purpose and Need for 
Corridor Mobility Improvements.” 
 
Getting Involved - This page originally included a description of the overall 
Public Involvement Program and activities, how to join the mailing list and ways 
to participate in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  Site visitors were also able to 
complete an online form to submit a question or comment.  The online forms 
generated an email that was sent directly to the RTA project manager. The 
content was updated extensively before and after public comment periods to 
include information about public meetings, provide downloadable documents for 
public review and comment, to offer background information and to provide 
information on the different ways to comment. The RTA also updated this page 
immediately following public comment periods with verbatim comments received 
from comment forms, emails and letters. 
 
Committees - This page described the roles and responsibilities of the three 
Cook DuPage Corridor study committees and the Corridor Planning Standards 
working group; presented membership rosters, meeting schedules, recent actions 
and activities; provided downloadable full meeting packets one week in advance 
of all committee meetings and an archive of all approved meeting summaries for 
each committee.  
 
Publications - This page provided the final, published version of Cook DuPage 
Corridor documents in PDF format including: Travel Market Analysis: Executive 
Summary, Public Involvement Plan, Connections newsletters, and other reports.   
 
Newsroom - The Newsroom page offered RTA press releases and contact 
information for media inquiries and/or interview requests. 
 
Resources - The Resources page provided links to related local, regional, state, 
and federal governments and public transportation agencies.  
 
Contact Us - This page provided contact names and e-mail addresses for key 
project and communications staff of the RTA, RTA postal address, main phone 
number and agency website. 
 
Travel Market Analysis, Options Feasibility study and System Analysis - 
Three buttons on the right hand panel of the Home Page provided direct access 
to a single, bookmarked web page that provided a brief overview of the purpose, 
technical analyses and anticipated decisions to be made during each of the three 
phases of study. 
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The website was designed and initially maintained by external consultants; however, 
the responsibility for website maintenance was assumed by the RTA in February 
2007 to address issues related to timing, flexibility and cost. The electronic comment 
form capability was lost in this transition and was replaced by a direct e-mail link to 
the RTA project manager for comments and questions.  
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
See also Goal 2, p.18 and Goal 3, p.23 and Goal 4, p.27 
The RTA established an external committee structure to guide the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study: Policy Committee, Technical Committee, Citizen Advisory Committee 
and Planning Standards Working Group. The active engagement of approximately 
fifty committee members ensured a high level of awareness of the Cook DuPage 
Corridor study among elected officials in the corridor, transportation and planning 
professionals at all levels of government, and a broad range of community and civic 
organizations.  
 
The composition of the Policy, Technical and Citizen Advisory Committee, and 
Planning Standards Working Group is described below. Committee roles are further 
described on page 18, in conjunction with Goal 2: Public Input and Community 
Dialogue. 
 


Policy Committee 
The Policy Committee served as the executive group for the study and it was 
comprised of elected officials from municipal and county governments in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor, including the city of Chicago. Due to the number of political 
jurisdictions and districts impacting the corridor, membership on the committee 
was representative; its composition was designed to ensure equitable 
representation between the Cook and DuPage portions of the corridor, as well as 
to encompass both county and municipal officials. Specifically, the committee was 
comprised of: 
 


! Two (2) Cook County Commissioners 
! Two (2) DuPage County Board Members 
! Three (3) Mayors/Presidents appointed by West Central Municipal 


Conference  
! Three (3) Mayors/Presidents appointed by DuPage Mayors and Managers 


Conference 
! One (1) representative from City of Chicago, Office of the Mayor 
 


Technical Committee 
The Technical Committee provided continuous and regular guidance for the Cook 
DuPage Corridor study, and provided high level technical recommendations to the 
Policy Committee on decision-making matters. The composition of the Technical 
Committee facilitated on-going dialogue and constructive collaboration among 
local, regional, state and federal entities; and encompassed operational, planning 
and governance perspectives. The twenty-four members of the Technical 
Committee were as follows: 
 


! Three (3) municipal representatives appointed by Central Council of 
Mayors (COM), including the Central COM Planning Liaison 


! Three (3) municipal representatives appointed by DuPage Council of 
Mayors, including the DuPage COM Planning Liaison 
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! Three (3) municipal representative appointed by North Central Council of 
Mayors, including the North Central COM Planning Liaison 


! One (1) city of Chicago Office of Emergency Management and 
Communication; One (1) city of Chicago Dept. of Transportation (CDOT) 


! One (1) Cook County  
! One (1) DuPage County 
! Two (2) Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) (Note: initially, 


1 Chicago Area Transportation Study and 1 Northeastern Illinois Planning 
Commission)  


! One (1) Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) 
! One (1) Metra 
! One (1) Pace 
! One (1) Illinois Dept. of Transportation (IDOT), Div. of Highways–District 1 
! One (1) IDOT, Division of Intermodal and Public Transportation 
! One (1) IDOT, Office of Planning and Programming 
! One (1) Illinois State Toll Highway Authority (ISTHA) 
! One (1) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
! One (1) Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 


 
Citizen Advisory Committee 
Established in March 2006, the Citizen Advisory Committee helped to promote 
public awareness and participation, provide input from a non-technical 
perspective, and assist in the dissemination of public materials when possible. 
Invitations to participate on the Citizen Advisory Committee were extended to 
leaders of more than 80 civic organizations, chambers of commerce, visitors’ 
bureaus, social/human service organizations and professional organizations that 
were identified early in the study process by the RTA as potential stakeholders. A 
total of 17 organizations agreed to serve on the committee:  
 


! American Institute of Architects  
! Center for Neighborhood Technology  
! Chicagoland Bicycle Federation  
! Citizens for Appropriate Transportation  
! The Civic Federation  
! Downers Grove Area Chamber of Commerce and Industry  
! DuPage Convention and Visitors Bureau  
! Easter Seals DuPage  
! Glendale Heights Chamber of Commerce  
! IL Society of Professional Engineers, Chicago Chapter 
! Lisle Convention and Visitors Bureau 
! Metropolitan Planning Council 
! Oak Park Area Convention and Visitors Bureau 
! Ray Graham Association 
! Urban Land Institute, Chicago District Council  
! Village of Downers Grove, Tourism & Events  
! Westside Health Authority  


 
Planning Standards Working Group 
One working group was established on a task-specific basis: the Planning 
Standards Working Group. Participation on the working group was open to all 
corridor communities. Ultimately, the working group was comprised of the nine 
local government representatives serving on the Technical Committee, a 
representative from Downers Grove, and a representative from DuPage County 
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(although not the same representative as that on the Technical Committee).  One 
representative of CMAP and one from the Illinois Dept. of Natural Resources 
(IDNR) frequently participated in the working group meetings, while not formal 
members of the Working Group.  
 


Special Meetings and Workshops 
See also Goal 2, p.20 and Goal 3, p 26 and Goal 4, p.27 
The RTA held four sets of special meetings during the Options Feasibility phase of 
study:  


1) Public Meetings (June 2006)  
2) Public Meetings (March 2008).  
3) Special Topic Sessions (August 2006)  
4) Get SET Workshop (September 2006) 
 


The Public Meetings listed as 1 and 2 above were an important strategy to help bring 
awareness to the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, its benefits and impacts. These 
meetings are further described in the paragraphs that immediately follow. In 
addition, all four sets of the special meetings listed above were implemented to 
advance Goal 2: Public Input and Community Dialogue, and are addressed with the 
corresponding discussion of Goal 2 strategy implementation, beginning on page 20. 
 
First Round of Public Meetings (June 2006) 
Three public meetings were held in June 2006 to coincide with the first 30-day public 
comment period of the Options Feasibility study. These meetings were conducted in 
the evening in Wheaton, Cicero and Downers Grove on June 27, 28 and 29 
respectively. Over sixty people attended the public meetings. 
 
This first round of public meetings had two primary objectives: 1) to educate the 
public about the Cook DuPage Corridor Study; 2) to obtain input on specific study 
matters and materials; and 3) to inform the public of the 30-day opportunity for 
review and comment. During the first round of public meetings, participants were 
shown a PowerPoint presentation describing the Cook DuPage Corridor study and 
identified mobility issues. The study steps, schedule and ways to participate were 
also presented. An overview of the specific materials for which public input was 
requested was also provided, followed by an opportunity for questions and 
discussion. Meeting participants were informed of the dates/locations of future public 
meetings and asked to help get the word out. Participants were also provided with 
the first issue of the project newsletter, Connection and invited to join the mailing 
list.  
 
Second Round of Public Meetings (March 2008) 
Five public meetings were held in March 2008, in conjunction with the second 30 day 
public comment period for the Options Feasibility study phase.  The purposes of the 
March 2008 public meetings were: 1) to educate the public about the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study; 2) to inform the public about the Policy Committee’s preliminary 
system recommendations and preliminary supporting recommendations; 3) to assist 
the public’s understanding of the materials, decisions and process through an open 
question and answer session; and 4) to inform the public of the 30-day opportunity 
to provide comment.   
 
The RTA hosted the public meetings at various locations in and around the corridor 
to obtain public input during the March 2008 public comment period.  The first 
meeting was conducted at the RTA’s main office in downtown Chicago at midday on 
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March 10.  Meetings also were conducted in Cicero, Oak Park, Lombard and Addison 
on the evenings of March 11, 12, 13 and 18, respectively. Altogether, approximately 
150 people attended the five public meetings.   
 
Newsletters 
The RTA developed a project newsletter to help raise public awareness and 
understanding of the Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility study. The main 
purpose of the newsletter, Connection, was to provide accurate, timely and relevant 
information on the Cook DuPage Corridor study. The RTA distributed the newsletter 
in hard copy to all parties on the corridor and media mailing lists, and e-mailed it to 
Corridor Committee members for their further distribution. The newsletters were also 
made available at public meetings and in electronic form from the project website. 
 
Two issues of the newsletter were published during the Options Feasibility phase of 
the study: Issue #1 (June 2006) and Issue #2 (April 2008).  The newsletters 
explained mobility issues impacting the corridor; described the Cook DuPage Corridor 
study process, study milestones and pending decisions; introduced key leaders 
accountable for the study; and communicated how to participate and how to obtain 
further information. 
 
Public Information and Input Materials 
See also Goal 2, p.21 and Goal 4, p. 28 
In addition to the newsletters described above, the RTA developed a number of 
public information materials to increase on-going public awareness and 
understanding of the Cook DuPage Corridor study planning process and results. 
 


Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) - were developed to provide information 
about the Cook DuPage Corridor study for first-time participants.  
 
Study timeline – a visual time line was developed by the RTA to: 1) 
communicate the order of the Options Feasibility study phase in the three phase 
study process, and 2) the schedule of activities and key milestones within the 
Options Feasibility study.  
 
Glossary of Acronyms and Terms - The RTA and Citizen Advisory Committee 
developed an extensive glossary to help explain transportation and study-related 
jargon to non-technical parties.  
 
A Purpose and Need Fact Sheet – this piece was developed by the 
communications consultant team to help explain the purpose of the document in 
the context of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  
 
Travel Market Analysis Key Findings, - this was developed at the end of the 
Travel Market Analysis study phase and widely distributed in the Options 
Feasibility study for context.  
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study Overview – this one page overview sheet was 
developed by the consultant team for inclusion in media packets and for 
distribution at public events.  
 
Problem Statement – the formally approved problem statement was 
reformatted for public information and posterboard display 
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Study Area Map – was created for use by technical team members and the RTA 
and included the following: 1) municipal boundaries; 2) county boundaries; 3) 
Cook-DuPage Corridor boundaries; 4) interstate and state highways; 5) Metra 
commuter rail and CTA rapid transit network; 6) major points of interest such as 
O’Hare and Midway airports; and 7) names of municipalities over 30,000 
population in the 2000 census. 
 
Travel Markets & Major Employment Centers – this piece was developed by 
the RTA as a conceptual depiction of the direction and proportional magnitude of 
the corridor’s nine major commute travel markets, and the location and relative 
size of the six major employment centers. 


 
The public information materials described above were posted on the study web site 
and distributed at all public meetings.  
 
Poster boards and visual representations were used extensively at the special public 
meetings to present key information and to make technical concepts more 
understandable to the general public. PowerPoint presentations were also offered to 
help educate and inform the public. Members of the Citizen Advisory Committee 
previewed and improved the RTA’s presentations and public materials in advance of 
the general public to help ensure suitability of content and presentation. 
 
Media Relations Program  
See also Goal 3, p.24 and Goal 4, p.28 
The RTA also relied on mass media and communications outlets to bring awareness 
of the Cook DuPage Corridor study to the general public.  The RTA’s media strategies 
included the following: 
 


! Maintenance of a targeted media list of print and broadcast media in the 
Chicagoland area.  


 
! Personal outreach to media representatives using telephone, email and 


fax communication to transmit the key messages, study progress and 
recommendations.  


 
! Availability of study spokespersons with detailed knowledge of the agency 


and activities for in-person, telephone, print, broadcast and public 
interviews.   


 
! Issuance of pre- and post-meeting press releases to raise awareness of 


study milestones, agency and committee decisions, and public events.   
 


! Distribution of comprehensive press kits to provide additional background 
and reference materials for potential editorial coverage.  The press kits 
contained various informational papers including fact sheets, press 
releases, newsletters, and study overview.  


 
! Provision of a special media briefing on June 12, 2006, with journalists 


from the three newspapers with the largest circulation in the region, the 
Chicago Tribune, Chicago Sun-Times and the Daily Herald.  
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Key Messages 
A core strategy of the communications program was the development of key 
messages about the Cook DuPage Corridor Study preceding the implementation of 
major study milestones such as public comment periods and public information 
meetings.  The key and supporting messages were central to all communications by 
spokespeople involved with the study.    
 
For the first round of public meetings (June 2006) the messages were: 
 


Primary Message 
 


! The Cook-DuPage Corridor Study is addressing the extreme transportation 
problems caused by increasing population and job opportunities in west 
suburban Chicago.   


 
Secondary Messages 


 
! Public participation is imperative to the success of the Cook-DuPage 


Corridor Study planning process in order to create transportation solutions 
that will be embraced and supported by the communities in the study 
area. 


 
! The Cook-DuPage Corridor study will equip decision makers with complete 


knowledge of available transportation options so well-informed and 
broadly supported transportation decisions can be made.   


 
! The Cook-DuPage Corridor Study end results will improve travel options 


for residents, commuters and visitors now and in the future.   
 
Prior to the final round of public meetings (March 2008), the RTA worked with the 
members of the Citizen Advisory Committee to update the key messages as follows: 
 


Primary Message 
 


! The Cook DuPage Corridor Study has developed broad consensus among 
elected and agency officials on a set of effective solutions that best meet 
the most pressing mobility needs in the west suburbs that have arisen 
from high growth in job opportunities and population. 


 
Secondary Messages 


 
! The Corridor is home to over 1.1 million residents, houses more than 


750,000 jobs and accounts for over 1.5 million daily work trips in the 
area. Employment is expected to increase by 20 percent over the next 25 
years, increasing congestion on the roadways within the Corridor for both 
intersuburban and reverse commuters.  


 
! Public participation is critical in finding the best solutions to address the 


Corridor’s mobility needs. The Cook DuPage Corridor study is following a 
Public Involvement Plan with a list of goals for public outreach to ensure 
that the public has a voice in the decisions that will affect their travel 
patterns and how public dollars are spent for those needs.  
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! The Cook DuPage Corridor study is undertaking a new and innovative 


approach to planning transportation improvements. The process involves 
an integrated approach that considers all travel modes and how they can 
better serve a particular market. In this case, both intersuburban and 
reverse commuters. Three key phases are incorporated within this 
planning approach: Travel Market Analysis, Options Feasibility and System 
Analysis.   


! Travel Market Analysis – The first phase assesses the nature, 
magnitude and need for the corridor mobility improvements.  


! Options Feasibility – This creative phase develops and evaluates 
various combinations of potential transit and highway options 
to determine which will best meet the Corridor’s mobility needs 
and goals. The best option(s) will proceed to the third and final 
stage.   


! System Analysis – This stage is the most intensive, as 
computer modeling and very detailed analysis will assist in 
understanding the regional and local impacts of the chosen 
option.  


 
! The Cook DuPage Corridor study is equipping decision makers with the 


knowledge to make well-informed and broadly supported transportation 
decisions through its three committees - Policy, Technical and Citizen 
Advisory – created to provide strong and balanced leadership, technical 
expertise and insight into the diverse perspectives represented within the 
Corridor.  


 
! The Cook DuPage Corridor study will be important input to the RTA’s 


Strategic Plan for the short- and long-term transportation needs of the 
region.  


 
Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations 
See also Goal 3, p.27 
Corridor Planning Studies staff offered presentations to parties with special or 
localized interest, at the convenience of the requester. The content of each special 
presentation provided was customized to address any area(s) of interest specified by 
the requesting group, and also included general information, such as study progress, 
results to-date and upcoming opportunities for input. Special presentations were 
provided at the request of the following parties: 
 


1) Oak Park I-290 Citizen Committee (Oak Park, January 24, 2007) 


2) Forest Park village manager and staff (Forest Park, July 24, 2007) 


3) DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference Transportation Policy Committee 
(Oak Brook, February 26, 2008) 


4) Greater Oak Brook Chamber of Commerce Economic Development Committee 
(Oak Brook, March 19, 2008) 


5) Oak Brook Board of Trustees Committee-of-the-Whole (Oak Brook, March 24, 
2008) 
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6) John Noel Public Transit Discovery Conference VIII (unincorp Addison, DuPage 
County, October 10, 2008) 


 
While a formal speaker’s bureau was not established, RTA corridor planning staff also 
organized, facilitated and prepared committee leaders and the RTA Communications 
Department to provide study information to citizens and the media at key study 
milestones. As the study progressed, the Cook DuPage Corridor Committee chairs 
and vice chairs became very active speakers. RTA staff encouraged and assisted 
committee leaders communicate about the study in print, radio and television 
interviews and panel discussions.  Four members of the Policy Committee, including 
the committee chair and vice-chair, discussed the Cook DuPage Corridor study and 
preliminary recommendations for Comcast Network’s Political Update program. The 
vice chair of the Technical Committee also discussed preliminary recommendations in 
an extended interview with 90.9 FM WDCB Public Radio. 
 
Regional Public Involvement Coordination 
On-going coordination of public involvement programs was accomplished through the 
members of the Technical Committee to avoid scheduling conflicts and confusing the 
public with too many meetings on different studies at one time. The RTA apprised 
Technical Committee members of all potential public meeting dates. Committee 
members assisted the coordination of public involvement events by identifying 
potential conflicts with other scheduled public participation activities. 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility study was one of at least five major 
transportation studies underway in and around the Cook DuPage Corridor during 
2006-2008. A number of ongoing studies conducted public meetings in spring and 
summer 2006 as indicated below, but with sufficient separation of time and 
geography to avoid conflict:  
 


May 2006; CTA’s Circle Line AA 
June 2006; RTA’s Cook DuPage Corridor, Metra’s UP-W upgrade AA 
July 2006; Metra’s STAR Line AA 
September 2006; CTA’s Circle Line AA 


 
Other studies monitored for potential conflicts in public involvement schedules 
included: Metra’s federal Alternatives Analyses for the Union Pacific West Line 
upgrade, and Suburban Transit Access Route (STAR Line); CTA’s federal Alternatives 
Analysis for the Circle Line; and IDOT’s Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Elgin-O’Hare West Bypass.   
 
Public Outreach and Involvement Report 
See also Goal 2, p.23 
This Public Involvement Program Summary Report describes how the planned public 
involvement strategies contained in the Public Involvement Plan were executed 
during the course of the Options Feasibility study. Hard copies of all public 
involvement and communications program materials are available for further 
inspection at the RTA. 
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Goal 2 – Public Input and Community Dialogue 
“The RTA will provide the public with early, ongoing, and meaningful 
opportunities for involvement in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study process.” 
 
Options Phase Kickoff 
The official public kickoff of the Options Feasibility Study was held as a joint meeting 
of the Cook DuPage Corridor Policy and Technical Committee at the RTA main office 
in downtown Chicago on January 26, 2006. At this meeting, the RTA Executive 
Director formally introduced the study purpose, schedule approach, goals, and 
committee structure for the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  The Policy Committee and 
the Technical Committee were formalized through the approval of respective 
membership rosters and the selection of committee officers (chair and vice chair).  
 
As part of the Options Phase Kick-off, the two committees approved a Cook DuPage 
Corridor Problem Statement to serve as the foundation of the Options Feasibility 
study. The kick-off meeting was also an opportunity for members of the Policy 
Committee and Technical Committee and the public to review a list of and suggest 
additional local organizations and stakeholder groups for potential participation on 
the Citizen Advisory Committee (subsequently established in March 2006).  
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
See also Goal 1, p.10 and Goal 3, p.23 and Goal 4, p.27 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Committees played a key role in providing meaningful and 
continuous opportunity for stakeholder and public involvement throughout the study 
process. All meetings were open to the public and were held and announced in 
accordance with the Illinois Open Meetings Act. Meeting agendas and attachments 
were also posted on the project website approximately one week prior to each 
meeting in an effort for convenient electronic availability. Meeting materials were 
also distributed to committee members and to any interested individual in both hard 
copy and electronically, unless a request to receive only one of these formats was 
made.  
 


Policy Committee 
The Policy Committee was convened at major decision points in the Options 
Feasibility study. The Policy Committee was the most formal of the three 
committees, having voted to adopt Roberts Rules of Order as standard operating 
procedure and a ¾ majority rule for formal actions. The Policy Committee 
agendas included a standing item of public comment to ensure that stakeholders 
and interested persons had an opportunity for input. Five Policy Committee 
meetings were held at locations that alternated between the Cook and DuPage 
portions of the Corridor: 


! January 26, 2006 
! May 25, 2006 
! December 5, 2006  
! February 13, 2008 
! May 14, 2008 


 
Technical Committee 
The meetings of the Technical Committee were regularly scheduled for the third 
Thursday of the month at 10:30 a.m. in the DuPage conference room at Chicago 
Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP), the metropolitan planning organization 
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for the Chicago region. Nineteen business meetings of the Technical Committee 
were held during the Options Feasibility Study: 


! January 26, 2006 
! February 23, 2006 
! March 8, 2006 
! March 23, 2006 
! April 27, 2006 
! May 4, 2006 
! May 18, 2006 
! July 27, 2006 
! August 3, 2006 
! August 24, 2006 
! October 26, 2006 
! November 16, 2006 
! January 25, 2007 
! March 29, 2007 
! May 3, 2007 
! May 24, 2007 
! May 31, 2007 
! April 24, 2008 
! August 28, 2008 


All business meetings of the Technical Committee were held as working 
meetings, with questions and comments from the audience integrated into the 
discussion of each agenda item.  
 
Citizen Advisory Committee 
Meetings of the Citizen Advisory Committee were scheduled to coincide with 
study milestones, with heightened activity generally occurring before and after 
public comment periods. The Citizen Advisory Committee met seven times during 
the course of the Options Feasibility Study: 


! April 27, 2006 
! May 11, 2006 
! June 9, 2006 
! September 25, 2006 
! January 12, 2007 
! June 5, 2007 
! April 24, 2008 


Individual committee members hosted several of the Citizen Advisory Committee 
meetings. Meeting locations and start times varied with each respective meeting. 
Most meetings of the Citizen Advisory Committee were run as roundtable 
discussions facilitated by the committee chair that resulted in consensus among 
those present. Formal action was generally not taken, due to a lack of quorum. 
Questions and comments from the public were entertained as part of each 
agenda item.  


 
To facilitate committee involvement by the public, study materials and meeting 
packets were provided to any interested party, and posted on the project website on 
an on-going basis, approximately one week prior to each meeting. The RTA also 
posted current committee rosters on the website to assist the public with whom they 
could contact on a local or personal interest basis.  
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Special Meetings and Workshop  
See also Goal 1, p. 12 and Goal 3, p. 26 and Goal 4, p. 27 
The RTA held a total of thirteen special meetings within the following four groupings 
during the Options Feasibility phase of study:  
 


1) Public Meetings (June 2006, three meetings)  
2) Public Meetings (March 2008, five meetings)  
3) Special Topic Sessions (August 2006, four meetings)  
4) Get SET Workshop (September 2006, one meeting) 
 


All four sets of these special meetings were implemented to advance Goal 2: Public 
Input and Community Dialogue and Goal 3: Public and Stakeholder Outreach, and 
are described in the paragraphs that immediately follow. The public meetings (listed 
as 1 and 2) were also implemented to achieve Goal 1: Public Awareness and 
Education and are further described on page 12. 
 
First Round of Public Meetings (June 2006) 
The RTA held a formal 30-day public comment period in June 2006 to allow the 
public the opportunity to review and comment on the following draft and preliminary 
study materials that would essentially serve as the foundation for the Options 
Feasibility Study: 


! Draft goals and objectives for corridor mobility improvements 
! Draft purpose and need for mobility improvements 
! Evaluation framework 
! Anticipated evaluation measures 
! Preliminary public involvement plan 
! General mobility concepts 


 
Three public meetings were held during the public comment period as an opportunity 
to inform the public about the study materials, as well as to obtain feedback. The 
format for the public meetings was open, hands-on and interactive. Recognizing that 
some of the materials were unlikely to be of interest or comprehension to the 
majority of the public given their rather technical substance, meeting attendees were 
asked to stop at interactive display stations designed to gather public input on the 
goals and objectives for corridor mobility improvements, and conceptual 
transportation system options.   


 
At Station 1 boards of the Cook DuPage Corridor study area, Problem 
Statement, and proposed Goals and Objectives for corridor mobility 
improvements were displayed.  Members of the project team were available to 
answer questions and facilitate the exercise.  Each participant was provided three 
blue dots and requested to place a dot next to the three goals that they believed 
were the most important.   
 
At Station 2 a board describing the general attributes of each of five Conceptual 
Options was prominently displayed. Participants were asked to place a green dot 
next to the concept that appealed to them most and to place a red dot next to 
the concept that appealed to them least.  Participants were also given a supply of 
post-it notes to write an explanation for their choices or provide additional 
comments.  
 


Input from the meeting display boards, comment forms and written letters were 
compiled and reviewed by the three study committees. Feedback on the mobility 
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concepts helped shape the development of detailed options and comments on the 
goals and objectives, as well as several of the technical documents, led directly to 
their revision. 
 
Second Round of Public Meetings (March 2008) 
A second formal public comment period was offered in March 2008 to provide the 
public with an opportunity to comment on the outcome of the technical evaluation 
process and the preliminary decisions of the Policy Committee. Five public meetings 
were held during this second public comment period of the Options Feasibility study. 
The primary purpose of these meetings was to help the public understand the 
preliminary results and the pending decisions.  
 
The meetings during the March 2008 comment period were formatted as a classroom 
style presentation, followed by an open-ended question and answer session. In 
addition to the public meetings, the project website was enhanced to include an 
interactive graphic representation of the preliminary Policy Committee 
recommendation, background context and technical materials, and links for 
comments. 
 
Special Topic Session (August 2006) 
In addition to the public meetings described above, a set of special technical working 
sessions was held on August 7 and 8, 2006 at the RTA to discuss each of four topics: 
I-290 Corridor; Transportation Management and Operations (TM&O); DuPage J Route 
Tail and West Termini (west/southwest segment); and Circulation/Distribution 
Systems. The purpose of these sessions was to convene agency and local experts 
with working and field knowledge to exchange professional insight, information and 
ideas. The goal of the sessions was to clarify particularly challenging or undefined 
aspects of the current working version of the detailed options. 
 
Get SET Workshop (September 2006) 
In September 2006, the RTA conducted the Get SET (Standards for Excellence in 
Transportation) Workshop to bring awareness of Corridor Planning Standards – local 
criteria to be used in developing and evaluating transportation system options for the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor – to community planners and economic development 
professionals. The half-day workshop was conducted in Oak Brook and involved a 
series of activities designed to inform attendees about the Cook DuPage Corridor 
study, collaboratively identify key issues and assets in corridor communities, outline 
guiding principles, and establish priorities. This workshop was professionally 
facilitated by Winter & Company, with assistance by Wilbur Smith Associates.   
 
Public Information and Input Materials 
See also Goal 1, p.13 and Goal 4, p.28 
Public materials developed for the Options Feasibility study were designed to be 
informative, engaging, objective, and comprehensible to non-technical audiences in 
order to encourage dialogue and facilitate meaningful participation. The RTA made a 
concerted effort to: provide introductory context for complex technical materials; 
summarize findings and decisions; reduce or explain technical jargon; and carefully 
review and respond to public input throughout the course of the study.  
 
The first public comment period included interactive display stations to engage 
participants on substantive topics. The display stations are described on page 20 of 
this summary. In addition, a public comment form developed for the first round of 
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formal public comment guided participants toward specific and timely topics, while 
also encouraging comment on any other topic.  
 
During the second public comment period toward the end of the study, the RTA 
developed an informational overview of the recommended system and all of the 
projects that it contained. The overview included a graphic representation of the 
proposed system and projects that was digitized and posted on the project website. 
The RTA designed an interactive web interface so that the public could review the 
entire proposed system with system-level information, or click on to a specific 
project with “pop-up” project-level information. To facilitate specific and meaningful 
input for the further consideration of study decision-makers, the comment form 
requested comment on the system as a whole, as well as each project. The comment 
from was available at the public meetings as well as on the website. 
 
The RTA also implemented a special survey for the early development of corridor 
planning standards. The purpose of this “About Your Town” survey was to obtain 
information from municipal elected officials about changes, major development 
actions, unique features/assets, top priorities and transportation in each of the Cook 
DuPage Corridor communities. The survey was mailed with a letter from the RTA to 
mayors and village presidents of the 52 corridor communities and over half of the 
communities completed and returned their survey. The results of the survey were 
incorporated into the work of the Planning Standards Working Group and discussed 
by the Get SET workshop participants. 
 
Website 
See also Goal 1, p.8 and Goal 3, p.26 
The project website was a communications strategy to provide the public an on-
going opportunity for public input. The Getting Involved page and the Contact Us 
page provided a direct link for submitting comments or questions to the RTA project 
manager. Comments received from the website were immediately acknowledged and 
all questions were provided a personal response. The website also encouraged 
visitors to participate in upcoming public events and committee meetings, and 
provided detailed information on dates and locations. 
 
Public Involvement and Communications Plan 
See also Goal 1, p.7 
The RTA developed a formal Public Involvement Plan to encourage meaningful 
participation and public dialogue during both the Options Feasibility and the System 
Analysis phases of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. The draft version of the plan 
was initially developed by the RTA, with significant contribution by the Citizen 
Advisory Committee and Policy Committee. Public comment on the draft version was 
requested in June 2006. The Policy Committee formally approved the Public 
Involvement Plan in December 2006, along with final study goals and objectives and 
other “foundation” study materials. 
 
Effectiveness Monitoring 
See also Goal 4, p.28 
The RTA and the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) shared the responsibility of 
monitoring the overall effectiveness of the Cook DuPage Corridor public involvement 
program. The Public Involvement Plan and the effectiveness of its implementation 
were regularly discussed at the CAC meetings.  
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Public Outreach and Involvement Report 
See also Goal 1, p.17 
The RTA prepared this Public Involvement Program Summary Report to review the 
public involvement and communication strategies as executed, and to identify 
potential improvements for strengthening and enhancing public involvement in the 
next (System Analysis) phase of study.   
 
Goal 3 – Public and Stakeholder Outreach 
“The RTA will maintain timely contact with the general public, government 
agencies, business owners, and other key stakeholders throughout the 
planning process.” 
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
See also Goal 1, p.10 and Goal 2, p.18 and Goal 4, p.27 
The standing committees and working group established by the RTA provided 
continuous input and guidance throughout the study: Policy Committee, Technical 
Committee, Citizen Advisory Committee and Planning Standards Working Group. The 
committee structure, schedule and meeting substance ensured timely input and 
collaborative participation on the part of transportation planning and funding 
agencies, elected officials, business community and civic organizations in all aspects 
of the Options Feasibility study.  
 
The committee structure/participants are described in conjunction with Goal 1: Public 
Awareness and Education on page 10 and their meeting schedules are described with 
Goal 2: Public Input and Community Dialogue on page 18. 
 
Mailing List 
This strategy involved the development of an extensive contact list/database of 
individuals, communities and counties, government agencies, businesses, faith, civic 
groups, special interest groups, professional organizations and other interested 
parties that may be impacted by the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.   
 
An initial contact list/database was developed by the RTA, consisting of over 130 
known stakeholders including: businesses; municipalities and counties; regional, 
state and federal agencies and transportation system operators, chambers of 
commerce; workforce boards; visitors bureaus; regional environmental, social 
service, and civic organizations; and transportation planning related professional 
organizations and associations.   
 
The database was expanded through dedicated research undertaken in the spring of 
2007 resulting in over 5,000 contacts, including: 


 
! Elected Officials 
! Public Schools 
! Chambers of Commerce 
! Major Employers 
! Non-Profit Organizations 
! Other Organizations 
! Individuals/Citizens 


 
The expanded public outreach database was found to be inconsistent across the 
corridor, particularly with respect to public schools, employers, and non-profits. To 
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avoid potential perceptions of bias on the part of the RTA, only 
categories/subcategories of contacts that seemed consistently “complete” across the 
corridor were drawn upon in sending personalized letters of invitation to the March 
2008 public meetings. These categories included: elected officials, governments and 
agencies, chambers, visitors’ bureaus, and civic and professional organizations. The 
RTA issued over 250 personalized invitations to the March 2008 public meetings.  
 
Additionally, a mailing list of “Interested Parties” was maintained for each of the 
Corridor committees. Meeting notices, agendas and discussion materials were 
provided to any interested individual at the same time as committee members.  The 
RTA distributed the meeting information via e-mail, unless otherwise requested. 
 
Public Announcements and Notices  
See also Goal 4, p.28 
The RTA used a variety of techniques to notify the public of upcoming meetings and 
opportunities for input.  These included: 1) on-site postings of all scheduled 
meetings with 48 hour advance notice; 2) legal notices and display advertisements 
of special public meetings published in local general circulation newspapers: Chicago 
Tribune, Chicago Sun Times, Chicago Defender and Hoy; 3) a meeting 
announcement in the project newsletter (Connection); 4) web site postings of 
meeting information, public meeting materials, and methods to submit input; and 5) 
public meeting notice flyers and study backgrounders mailed with an outreach letter 
to local elected officials, social service and civic organizations, and chambers and 
visitors bureaus. The RTA’s March 2008 InTransit newsletter featured an article 
about the proposed transportation system and the public comment opportunity. The 
RTA also relied on the Citizen Advisory Committee and council of government 
representatives to the Technical Committee to notify colleagues and associates of 
study progress and public input opportunities. 
 
Media Relations Program  
See also Goal 1, p.14 and Goal 4, p.28 
The RTA conducted media outreach with many local and regional newspapers to help 
educate the public about the study, its findings, and to increase public awareness of 
public input opportunities. RTA staff members also participated in many print and 
broadcast media events in the days preceding and following public meetings.  The 
media coverage is presented in the two tables that follow. 
 
Table 1. Media Coverage (June-July 2006) 


Media Outlet  Date Title  Interviewer / 
Author 


Daily Herald 6/13/06 "What to do about I-88 jams" Joseph Ryan 
Glen Ellyn News 6/15/06 "RTA to unveil transportation study" Joe Cressman 
Wheaton Leader 6/15/06 "RTA to unveil transportation study" Joe Cressman 
Naperville Sun 6/22/06 Sun Calendar Event Listing N/A 
WDCB-FM 6/22/06 Interview with John DeLaurentiis Gary Zidek 
Naperville Sun 6/23/06 "RTA seeks public input about traffic" Ann Hanson 
Cicero Life 6/25/06 "RTA to unveil transportation study" Joe Cressman 
Chicago Tribune 6/27/06 "RTA asking for ideas on DuPage-Cook 


travel" 
N/A 


WBIG-AM 6/27/06 Interview with Bill Lenski Rose Lewis 
Naperville Sun 6/30/06 "Time is of the essence" Ann Hanson 
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Media Outlet  Date Title  Interviewer / 
Author 


Forest Park Review 7/4/06 "RTA outlines five transportation solutions" Bill Dwyer 
Wednesday Journal 7/4/06 "RTA outlines five transportation solutions" Bill Dwyer 


Naperville Sun 7/6/06 "Residents offer input on transportation 
study" 


Joe Cressman 


Wheaton Leader 7/6/06 "Residents offer input on transportation 
study" 


Joe Cressman 


 
 
Table 2. Media Coverage (February - May 2008) 


Media Outlet  Date Title  
Interviewer / 


Author 


Medill News Service 2/21/08 
"RTA studies new transit routes to and 
in DuPage" 


Christina 
Zdanowicz 


Daily Herald 2/22/08 
"RTA plan would extend Blue Line to 
Yorktown" Marni Pyke 


Chicago Tribune 2/22/08 
"Cook-DuPage Corridor project would 
extend Blue Line" Richard Wronski 


Chicago Sun-Times 2/22/08 "RTA outlines suburban wish list" Mary Wisniewski 


WBBM Newsradio 
780 2/22/08 Various Bob Roberts 


WBEZ FM 2/22/08 
"Blue line to wind through more 
suburbs" Shawn Allee 


Wednesday Journal 2/26/08 "Blue line extension gathers steam" Bill Dwyer 


Wednesday Journal 2/27/08 "Blue skies and the Blue Line" 
Our Views/ 
Editorial 


Oak Leaves 3/5/08 
"RTA comes to town for reaction on 
Blue Line plan" Bill Dwyer 


Oak Leaves 3/5/08 
"Meeting planned on Eisenhower 
options" Chris Lafortune 


Wednesday Journal 3/5/08 "More trains, not more lanes" 
Our 
Views/Editorial 


Wednesday Journal 3/5/08 "Say 'No' to widening Ike" 


Letter to the 
Editor, 
Kuner/Brubaker 


Naperville Sun 3/9/08 
"RTA to host meetings on commuter 
options"   


WBEZ FM 3/10/08 "Blue line extension gets RTA hearing" Shawn Allee 


WBEX public radio 3/11/08 
"Western suburbs get glimpse of Blue 
Line plan" Shawn Allee 


Wednesday Journal 3/11/08 
"Extending the Blue Line is Oak Park's 
best option" 


Letter to the 
Editor, 
Kuner/Brubaker 


Chicago Sun-Times 3/13/08 
"Meeting planned on Eisenhower 
options" Chris Lafortune 


WDCB Public Radio 3/13/08 


Interview with Tam Kutzmark [Daylight 
Edition 5:00 AM / Evening Edition 6:00 
PM] Gary Zeidig 


Daily Herald 3/18/08 
"Final public meeting on Cook-DuPage 
Corridor tonight" Marni Pyke 
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Media Outlet  Date Title  
Interviewer / 


Author 
Oak Leaves 3/19/08 "Residents seek more mass transit" Chris Lafortune 
Wednesday Journal 3/19/08 Shrubtown weekly column/feature Marc Stopec 


Wednesday Journal 3/19/08 
"RTA hears plenty from Oak Park on 
Blue Line extension" Bill Dwyer 


Wednesday Journal 3/26/08 "RTA needs to hear from us" 
Our Views/ 
Editorial 


Comcast 
Network/CN 100 


3/30/2008
-4/5/2008 


Panel discussion with P. Fichtner, T. 
Marcucci, D. Pope, P. Silvestri [Political 
Update] Paul Lisnek 


The Business 
Ledger 5/12/2008 


“Fixing roads, adding buses among 
congestion solutions” Dan McLeister 


 
The preliminary recommendations and the public input events received extensive 
media coverage in print and radio.  Much of the media focus was on the Blue Line 
extension.  Media interest was strongest among the Daily Herald, Chicago Sun-
Times, Wednesday Journal (Oak Park / River Forest) and WBEZ-FM Chicago Public 
Radio.  
 
Media Kits 
Media kits were prepared for both rounds of public meetings, in June 2006 and 
March 2008. The media kits were distributed to the press in advance of the public 
comment periods and were available to reporters at the public meetings.  The 
content of the media kits included press releases, fact sheets, study overviews, 
corridor maps, frequently asked questions, newsletters, PowerPoint slides and other 
key study, documents presented at the public meetings. 
 
Website 
See also Goal 1, p.8 and Goal 2, p.22 
The project website also served as an outreach strategy to engage the interest of the 
general public. The website provided electronic means for joining the project mailing 
list, submitting comments and obtaining further information about the study. The 
website informed website visitors of upcoming study milestones, public participation 
opportunities, and meeting dates and locations. 
 
Special Meetings and Workshop  
See also Goal 1, p. 12 and Goal 2, p.20 and Goal 4, p. 27 
The RTA held a total of thirteen special meetings to engage the public and 
stakeholders at specific and timely points of the Options Feasibility phase of study:  
 


! Public Meetings (June 2006, three meetings)  
! Public Meetings (March 2008, five meetings)  
! Special Topic Sessions (August 2006, four meetings)  
! Get SET Workshop (September 2006, one meeting) 


 
All four sets of these special meetings were implemented to also advance Goal 2: 
Public Input and Community Dialogue and are fully described beginning on page 19. 
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Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations 
See also Goal 1, p.16 
Corridor Planning Studies staff offered customized presentations on a request basis 
to local government bodies and organizations with specific or special interests related 
to the Cook DuPage Corridor study. The availability of special presentations was 
indicated on the project website, project newsletters and at public meetings. 
 
Goal 4 – Environmental Justice 
“The RTA will identify and involve traditionally underserved communities 
(those with high concentrations of minority and low-income, elderly, or 
disabled groups) in the transportation planning process.” 
 
Environmental Justice Outreach 
Environmental justice populations are concentrated in several communities within 
the Cook DuPage Corridor.  The RTA employed a number of strategies to engage 
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities in the Options Feasibility study: 
 


• Special outreach to elected officials and community organizations 
representing disadvantaged communities.  


• Conducting public meetings in or near communities with significant 
populations of low income and/or minority populations. 


• Producing meeting notice flyers, select public meeting materials and public 
comment forms in Spanish. 


• Publishing meeting notices in Spanish language newspapers. 
• Enlisting members of the Technical Committee and Citizen Advisory 


Committee to assist the RTA with outreach to Environmental Justice 
communities through the organizations they represent.   


 
For the June 2006 public meetings, the RTA assisted the office of State Senator Don 
Harmon (D-39) mobilize his constituents to a public meeting in Cicero. In addition, 
the RTA sought out and extended a personal invitation to the leaders of Latino’s 
United (now the Latino Policy Forum). 
 
Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
See also Goal 1, p.10 and Goal 2, p. 18 and Goal 3, p.23  
The RTA paid close attention to identifying and including social, business and cultural 
organizations of environmental justice communities for potential participation on the 
Citizen Advisory Committee. Once the Citizen Advisory Committee was established, 
the committee further focused their attention on obtaining input from minority or 
economically disadvantaged communities through the announcement and location of 
the special public meetings. Technical Committee members representing 
communities with significant Latino, African-African and/or low-income populations 
attended several Citizen Advisory Committee meetings and provided assistance at 
special public meetings. 
 
Special Meetings and Workshops 
See also Goal 1, p.12 and Goal 2, p.20 and Goal 3, p.26 
All RTA special meetings and workshops were accessible by transit. Special public 
meetings in particular were held in areas proximate to identified environmental 
justice populations impacted by the Cook DuPage Corridor:  


! Addison (round 2 meetings: Village Hall) 
! Chicago Loop (round 2 meetings: RTA headquarters);  
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! Cicero (round 1 meetings: Town Hall and round 2 meetings: community 
center);  


! Oak Park (round 2 meetings: Village Hall);and  
! Wheaton (round 1 meeting: County Government Center).  


 
Public Information and Input Materials 
See also Goal 1, p.13 and Goal 2, p.21 
All public information and involvement materials were developed to be 
comprehensible to those unfamiliar with transportation issues and urban planning 
processes. Comment forms and input instructions were translated into Spanish for 
the first round of public meetings. The materials were not translated into Spanish for 
the second round of public meetings due to the apparent lack of cost-effectiveness. 
However, for the second round of public comment, additional public meetings were 
held in Latino communities and at locations perceived as potentially more conducive 
to participation.  
 
Public Announcements and Notices 
See also Goal 3, p.24 
The RTA developed Spanish versions of the meeting flyers for public meetings and 
submitted public notices to La Raza, Chicago Defender and the Chicago Sun- Times. 
 
Media Relations Program 
See also Goal 1, p.14 and Goal 3, p.24 
The media relations program included outreach to Latino newspapers Hoy and La 
Raza, as well as three general circulation newspapers and two locally focused 
newspapers covering the Cook DuPage Corridor Study area. 
 
Effectiveness Monitoring 
See also Goal 2, p.22 
The RTA monitored and continuously attempted to improve its environmental justice 
outreach throughout the study process. Members of the Citizen Advisory Committee, 
Technical Committee and Policy Committee were also highly aware of and wished to 
achieve greater participation of disadvantaged and minority communities.  
 
Anticipated Public Input Strategies Not Employed 
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan is intended to serve both the 
Options Feasibility study and the System Analysis study phases. Three public 
involvement strategies anticipated in the Plan were not employed during the Options 
Feasibility study phase and are described in the following paragraphs. The RTA 
anticipates that these strategies will be implemented during the System Analysis. 
 
Scoping Meetings 
Scoping meetings were not held for this early-concept, planning phase of study. 
However, the Options Feasibility kick off meeting (January 2006) and the June 2006 
public comment period (and three related special public meetings) provided study 
information to study stakeholders and the general public, and also obtained early 
public input on evaluation criteria, mobility issues and conceptual solutions. 
 
Public Hearings 
The focus of public involvement activities during the Options Feasibility study phase 
was on developing public awareness of the Cook DuPage Corridor planning process 
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and generating meaningful, informed dialogue. The RTA held a total of eight public 
meetings during two formal 30-day public comment periods. The public meetings 
were designed to provide information about the Cook DuPage Corridor Options 
Feasibility study and to generate interest, interaction and input. Public meeting 
participants were informed of various avenues for submitting written comments 
during the 30 day public comment period and provided means for making written 
comment (comment forms, etc.). While the RTA encouraged and accepted written 
comments at the meetings, no oral testimony was taken. 
 
Interviews 
The strategy of undertaking interviews to fill in gaps or to obtain additional 
information was included in the Public Involvement Plan. The RTA did not conduct 
interviews during the Options Feasibility study. 
 







____________________________________________________________________________________
Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study 
Public Involvement Program Summary Report 


Page 30 


This page is blank 







____________________________________________________________________________________
Cook DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study 
Public Involvement Program Summary Report 


Page 31 


Section 3 
Program Effectiveness 
 
The focus of the public input and communications program during the Options 
Feasibility phase was to engage communities and agency stakeholders within the 
Cook DuPage Corridor study area; to keep them apprised of the planning activities, 
schedule and progress; and to ensure their issues and concerns were fully addressed 
by the RTA and its planning partners. The public input and communications program 
resulted in a high degree of collaboration and broad consensus in the study’s 
outcome.  
 
The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) and the Cook DuPage Corridor Citizen 
Advisory committee monitored the effectiveness of the public input and 
communications program on an on-going basis during the Options Feasibility Study 
through the framework of the Cook DuPage Corridor Public Involvement Plan. The 
public involvement goals in the plan served as guiding principles for seeking input 
from planning partners and the general public during the Options Feasibility Phase, 
as well as responding to input received.  
 
The contribution of the goals and specific strategies to the overall effectiveness of 
the program varied.  Strategies employed for the public input and community dialog 
goal and the public and stakeholder outreach goal proved to be highly effective, 
generating active participation by over fifty governmental leaders and stakeholder 
organizations through Cook DuPage Corridor Committees.  Strategies directed 
toward the environmental justice goal had a low level of effectiveness as evidenced 
by the low participation of members of environmental justice communities in the 
Options Feasibility planning process. 
 
Upon conclusion of the Options Feasibility study, the RTA qualitatively evaluated the 
overall effectiveness of the public outreach and communication strategies in 
achieving the four public involvement goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor study. The 
results of this evaluation provide insight to the RTA and Cook DuPage Corridor study 
participants on how to sustain and improve program effectiveness in subsequent 
phases of study.  
 
The table on the following pages presents the results of the RTA’s assessment of the 
contribution of the major public involvement techniques to the achievement of the 
Public Involvement Plan goals and objectives.  Within each goal, the effectiveness of 
the strategies is collectively assigned a rating of High, Medium or Low.  
 
Key outcomes are additionally presented to offer insight on the RTA’s assessment 
regarding level of effectiveness.  Future considerations are listed to highlight 
opportunities for improvement in the follow-on study phase. 
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Goal Strategies Effectiveness 


Public Awareness and 
Education 


RTA will seek to raise public 
awareness and understanding of 
the economic vitality, quality of 
life, residential/commercial land-
use balance, and multi-modal 
transportation challenges of the 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 


! Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan 


! Branding 


! Website 


! Corridor Committees  


! Special Meetings and 
Workshops 


! Newsletters 


! Public Information and 
Input Materials 


! Media Relations Program 


! Speaker’s Bureau 


! Regional Public 
Involvement Coordination 


! Public Outreach and 
Involvement Report 


Medium 


Outcomes: 
! Extensive and proactive involvement of study committees resulted in a very high 


level of awareness and constructive participation among government/public body 
stakeholders. It also enabled local elected officials to serve as effective 
spokespersons on behalf the Cook DuPage corridor study. 


! The public information materials and media relations strategy enhanced public 
awareness and education of multi-modal transportation challenges and solutions. 


! Branding and templates brought familiarity and consistency to project materials. 
As a result, study information was readily identifiable to stakeholders and media.  


! The project website provided study information, committee materials, public 
input materials and public comments in a timely manner after website hosting 
and maintenance was brought in-house. 


! The media relations strategy resulted in significant coverage of key proposed 
projects, particularly in communities where controversy may exist.  


Future Considerations: 
! Awareness strategies for the general public and communities that are not directly 


participating on the study committees should be expanded in follow-on studies. 


! The Citizen Advisory Committee was typically unable to achieve quorum due to 
schedule conflicts; alternative strategies to educate and engage these 
stakeholders may be more effective than participation in a formal committee.  


! Explicit focus in future study on economic vitality, quality of life and 
residential/commercial land use balance will likely increase awareness of Cook 
DuPage Corridor challenges by the public and impacted communities. 


! Archiving of information on the website would enable a continuous stream of new 
participants to educate themselves on the study and the planning process.  
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Goal Strategies Effectiveness 


Public Input and Community 
Dialogue 


RTA will provide the public with 
early, ongoing, and meaningful 
opportunities for involvement in 
the Cook DuPage Corridor Study 
process. 


! Options Phase Kickoff 


! Corridor Committees 


! Special Meetings and 
Workshops 


! Public Information and 
Input Materials  


! Website 


! Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan 


! Effectiveness Monitoring 


! Public Outreach and 
Involvement Report 


High 


Outcomes  
! Effective and meaningful stakeholder participation was achieved through the 


representative committee structure. Committees proved to be a very good way 
to communicate varied perspectives and develop consensus.   


! Small group discussions and interactive exercises during technical committee 
meetings enabled committee members to brainstorm, debate and explore 
alternative ideas; identify issues; solve problems; and generate consensus. 


! The committees provided a strong opportunity to make sure public input was 
used in the technical planning work. 


! Committee discussion and public input contributed greatly to the progressive 
development of goals and objectives, and systems and options. 


! There was significant public dialog and public input generated in one community 
- Oak Park - where there was a high level of awareness of two projects.  Minimal 
dialog and feedback was generated in other communities in the corridor. 


! Structured public comments forms allowed the public to respond to questions 
about the proposed transportation system and recommended projects; and 
provided the ability to quickly and succinctly summarize, synthesize and utilize 
public comments.  


Future Considerations: 


! Interactive input opportunities should continued to be used during public 
meetings to obtain public input. 


! Traditional public meetings should be augmented with smaller focus groups 
targeted to members of specific travel markets, specific sets of users or other 
desired audience to consult with and gather insights on issues and concerns 
ranging from transportation needs and priorities to level of support for study 
recommendations to concerns about community and environmental impacts.   


! Promote the project website more to the public as a source of information and 
forum of interactive communication.  


! The envisioned Main Line system of major projects should enable meaningful and 
detailed dialogue/input with a wider audience and more communities.  
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Goal Strategies Effectiveness 


Public and Stakeholder 
Outreach 


RTA will maintain timely contact 
with the general public, 
government agencies, business 
owners, and other key 
stakeholders throughout the 
planning process.   


! Corridor Committees 


! Mailing List 


! Public Announcements and 
Notices 


! Media Relations Program 


! Media Kits 


! Website 


! Special Meetings and 
Workshops 


! Speaker’s Bureau 


High 


Outcomes: 
! The broad extent of stakeholder outreach and consultative planning process 


provided a strong foundation for achieving consensus. 


! Stakeholder outreach bolstered by the committee structure was much more 
effective than outreach to the general public. 


! Outreach was timelier, especially posting of agenda packets in advance of 
committee meetings, once the RTA took over hosting of the project website.  


! Public meetings with interactive input opportunities and a formal presentation 
allowed people to participate on their own schedule and provide input/comments 
on their own time. 


! The Citizen Advisory Committee and committee leaders provided a good resource 
to review committee and public involvement materials to make sure they were 
meaningful for peers/colleagues.  


! Media coverage was good considering the study was in a very conceptual phase.  


! Interest from radio outlets was surprisingly strong and was very positive.  


! The expanded public outreach mailing list was not consistent or equitable across 
the corridor and was not used. 


Future Considerations:  
! Issue press releases in advance of public meetings to attract attendance.  


! A formal speaker’s bureau could allow more proactive outreach including active 
solicitation of speaking opportunities. 


! Editorial coverage in newspapers and radio should be relied upon more 
extensively for advance notice of meetings and to attract attendance. 


! A more strategic mailing list could target specific purposes such as environmental 
justice outreach and individuals who have expressed direct interest by attending 
a meeting or submitting comments. 


! The online comment form and join the mailing list form should be reposted to the 
Getting Involved page of the project website. 
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Goal Strategies Effectiveness 


Environmental Justice 


The RTA will identify and involve 
traditionally underserved 
communities (those with high 
concentrations of minority, low-
income, elderly or disabled groups) 
in the transportation planning 
process.  


! Environmental Justice 
Outreach 


! Corridor Committees 


! Special Meetings and 
Workshops 


! Public Information and 
Input Materials 


! Public Announcements and 
Notices 


! Media Relations Program 


! Effectiveness Monitoring 


Low 


Outcomes: 
! Participation from environmental justice communities remained significantly 


underrepresented.  


! Traditional broad brush techniques of public meetings did not engage 
environmental justice populations. 


! The African American population indicated a strong interest through Eyes on 
Austin which mobilized over a dozen residents to attend the June 2006 public 
meeting held in Cicero, and provided transportation to the meeting. 


! Environmental justice outreach focused too narrowly on the Latino community, 
which proved to be ineffective as it was learned that transportation is not a high 
priority of area Latinos.  


! State level representatives can be an effective conduit to EJ communities.  


Future Considerations: 
! Initial efforts to identify and involve environmental justice communities need to 


be expanded and broadened toward a much wider audience including African 
Americans, low income, disabled, etc.  


! The Citizen Advisory Committee should be relied upon more to improve 
communication with their respective group membership/constituencies.  


! A more strategic mailing list could target environmental justice communities and 
religious organizations. 


! The metropolitan planning organization CMAP is a potential resource that could 
help plan and execute environmental justice outreach.  


! Small focus group discussions should be used to engage environmental justice 
populations.  Future efforts should consider how to develop a representative or 
balanced focus group, and what kinds of incentives, locations, etc are needed to 
obtain participation. 


! The Cook DuPage Corridor Existing and Future Conditions report should be used 
to identify areas with high concentrations of environmental justice populations in 
order to target outreach and select future meeting locations. 
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Section 4 
Conclusion 
 
Based on three years experience during the Options Feasibility Study, the Public 
Involvement Plan provides a strong foundation for an open and collaborate planning 
process that actively involved the public, as well as elected officials; local, state and 
federal agencies; and operators of the transportation system. The number of people 
involved ensured that stakeholder issues were considered in every step of the 
planning process.  As a result, study participants were able to achieve consensus on 
a future transportation system to serve the corridor; a strong measure of success of 
the Public Involvement Plan.  Feedback from participants indicates a high level of 
satisfaction with their contributions to and the responsiveness of the Options 
Feasibility study process.  
 
Specific public involvement strategies and techniques detailed in the plan appear to 
be the right strategies to achieve the four key goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
public involvement program.  The contribution of the goals and specific strategies to 
the overall effectiveness of the program varied.  Strategies employed for the public 
input and community dialog goal and the public and stakeholder outreach goal 
proved to be highly effective, bolstered by the active participation of over fifty 
leaders in Cook DuPage Corridor Committees.  This representative committee 
structure was critical to the high level of effectiveness of the public involvement 
program.  Committees contributed to a very high level of awareness and constructive 
participation among stakeholders; and were a good means of communicating varied 
perspectives and achieving consensus.  Committees also provided the strongest 
opportunity to ensure that public input was actually used in the technical planning 
work.  Strategies directed toward the environmental justice goal had a low level of 
effectiveness as evidenced by scant participation of environmental justice 
communities in the planning process. 
 
From what we have learned in the Options Feasibility study phase, some 
adjustments in execution of the strategies will improve the effectiveness of the public 
input and communications program.  Outreach to, and engagement of, 
environmental justice populations should be broadened and expanded to include a 
wider audience including African Americans, low income households, and people with 
disabilities.  For the next phase of study, it is suggested to further expand the list of 
organizations and publications for potential future outreach, focusing on religious and 
non-governmental organizations.  Some of these organizations that are based in the 
city of Chicago are: Latino’s United, Little Village Environmental Justice Organization, 
Westside Health Authority and Eyes on Austin.  High priority should also be placed on 
identifying suitable organizations and publications to reach environmental justice 
populations in suburban communities.  Small focus group discussions should also be 
used to engage environmental justice populations.  Finally, the metropolitan planning 
organization (Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning) is a potential resource that 
could be used to help plan and execute environmental justice outreach. 
 
Alternative participation strategies to formal committee meetings could potentially 
increase the participation of social, community and business organizations.  Small 
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group guided discussions should be used to present key information, share 
perspectives and concerns, and to obtain input.  If a more structured formal 
approach is desired, a facilitated focus group could be used to observe and record 
discussion in detail.  A speaker’s bureau could also allow more proactive outreach to 
these groups.   
 
Strengthening the media relations program could significantly increase awareness of 
the general population about the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  A more consistent 
approach to special media briefings at major study milestones could better 
communicate key messages and help shape editorial coverage.  A special media 
briefing was held in conjunction with the June 2006 public meetings, but no such 
briefing was held in March 2008 to coincide with the preliminary recommendations of 
the Policy Committee.  The preliminary recommendations and the March 2008 public 
input events received extensive media coverage.  However, much of the media 
coverage focused on one single proposed project, rather than the full range of 
proposed major capital projects, network enhancements, and the idea of projects 
working together as a system. 
 
For the next study phase, it is recommended that the RTA work more closely with 
each corridor community to increase local awareness and encourage participation in 
all fifty-two communities.  As the village of Oak Park demonstrated, a concerted local 
effort to encourage community participation in public meetings can have a very 
positive and beneficial effect.  In addition, the envisioned Main Line system of major 
capital investment should enable more meaningful and detailed dialogue and input 
with a wider audience and more communities.   
 
The Cook DuPage Corridor study provides an informed, transparent process for 
determining the most desired and effective future transportation investments to 
improve mobility for this heavily travelled portion of our region.  The study reached 
an important milestone in May 2008 when the study’s Policy Committee unanimously 
recommended a future transportation system of major capital investment and a set 
of enhancements to the existing transportation system for further study.  These 
recommendations are the result of broad collaboration among over fifty leaders 
across the corridor, and the public’s input obtained through the RTA’s extensive 
public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  The System 
Analysis will be the final phase of the Cook DuPage Corridor study and it is expected 
to begin in mid 2009.  In this last phase of the program, the proposed major capital 
investments within the preferred system will be further detailed, analyzed, and 
prioritized.  The Cook DuPage Corridor public involvement program is intentionally 
dynamic and will be continued expanded and improved upon through the conclusion 
of the System Analysis. 
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Draft Goals and Objectives 
for Corridor Mobility Improvements 


 
Goals Objectives 


1. Maximize transit access to identified 
Corridor employment centers for current 
and future Reverse commuters. 


2. Maximize access to additional potential 
places of employment. 


3. Maximize connectivity between employment 
centers and residential locations of 
significant existing and future origin density. 


4. Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or 
overlapping Corridor travel markets. 


5. Maximize opportunity to serve non-work 
trips. 


6. Maximize benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Goal 1 Develop Feasible Transit 
Options for Reverse 
Commuters to Major  
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


7. Minimize the number of transfers. 
1. Maximize transit access to identified 


Corridor employment centers for current 
and future the commuters of Intersuburban 
travel markets. 


2. Maximize access to additional potential 
places of employment. 


3. Maximize connectivity between employment 
centers and residential locations of 
significant existing and future origin density. 


4. Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or 
overlapping Corridor travel markets. 


5. Maximize opportunity to serve non-work 
trips. 


6. Maximize benefit to users of existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Goal 2 Develop Feasible Transit 
Options for Intersuburban 
Commuters to Major  
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


7. Minimize the number of transfers. 
1. Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound 


and westbound) for auto and transit users. 
2. Reduce travel times on other key 


transportation system elements (facilities 
and services) relied upon by Intersuburban 
and Reverse commuters.  


3. Minimize adverse impacts on users of the 
existing multimodal transportation system. 


4. Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-
vehicle trips. 


5. Maximize traffic/transportation management 
techniques and technology strategies. 


Goal 3 Improve Roadway and Transit 
Service Quality in 
I-290 Travel Corridor 


6. Improve travel experience and safety of 
transportation system users. 
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1. Minimize adverse impacts on and promote 


positive benefits to existing communities, 
neighborhoods and people. 


2. Enhance economic 
development/redevelopment opportunities. 


3. Consider extent of and minimize adverse 
impacts of land acquisition. 


Goal 4 Maximize Community and 
Corridor Benefits 


4. Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning 
Standards (supplemental criteria that reflect 
shared local values and preferences). 


1. Maximize use of and integration with 
regional transportation system. 


2. Ensure consistency with regional goals 
presented in the 2030 RTP and 2040 
Regional Framework Plan. 


3. Minimize negative impacts on environmental 
justice communities/populations. 


Goal 5 Maximize Regional Benefits 


4. Maximize access to disadvantaged 
communities/populations. 


1. Ensure all applicable air quality standards 
are met. 


2. Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to 
wetlands, floodplains, and critical habitats. 


3. Minimize operating noise and vibration 
levels. 


Goal 6 Minimize Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 


4. Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to 
sensitive land uses, historic properties and 
open space. 


1. Maximize system value by balancing costs 
and benefits. 


2. Minimize construction costs. 
3. Minimize long term operating costs. 
4. Maximize potential benefits. 


Goal 7 Maximize Cost Effectiveness 


5. Maximize compatibility with and capacity of 
existing, local, state, and federal funding 
sources for both capital and operating costs. 
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1.0 Introduction 
 
A well conceived statement of the transportation problems for which potential options are 
being analyzed is a key early step in the corridor planning process.  Although it is 
specifically required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of Draft and 
Final Environmental Impact Statements, a concise direct purpose and need statement can 
help guide the conduct of any corridor level analysis.  Purpose and need establishes the 
problems that must be addressed, serves as the basis for development of goals and 
objectives and provides the framework for determining which alternatives should be 
considered as reasonable options. 
 
The Cook-DuPage Phase II Options Feasibility study will refine selected projects from the 
2030 Regional Transportation Plan and develop new conceptual transit and highway options 
specifically to address the Purpose and Need for mobility improvements in the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor.  The new conceptual options will represent various mode and alignment 
combinations and varying service strategies that are likely to include: 1) making the most 
efficient use of the existing system; 2) hub and spoke; 3) grid network; and 4) key transit 
corridors with direct point-to-point express and local service.  Potential options will 
constitute very different ways of accomplishing the same desired results.  Complete, options 
will likely be composed of major capital projects, management and operations 
improvements and service delivery strategies; will need to meet goals sufficiently well and 
be defined in enough detail for the public to understand. 
 
This draft preliminary Purpose and Need Statement will provide the basis for consideration 
of transportation alternatives to improve mobility in the Cook-DuPage Corridor, and for 
decision making and recommended actions identified in the Options Feasibility Phase that 
are carried forward for further study.  The need identifies and describes underlying corridor 
mobility problems or deficiencies to be solved and provides supporting facts and analysis.  
The purpose is made up of a set of one or more goals and quantified, measurable objectives 
that must be met to a degree that sufficiently fulfills the underlying need.  
 
This purpose and need statement is a statement of a transportation problem based on 
collective analysis of major travel markets; it is not a statement of Purpose and Need for 
any proposed action since a specific action has not yet been identified.  Nevertheless, this 
purpose and need statement is specific enough to generate conceptual options that may 
potentially evolve into specific projects or actions.   
 
It is anticipated that federal actions, federal projects and federal funding will likely be a part 
of the implementation plan for mobility improvements in the Cook-DuPage Corridor.  
Accordingly, this Purpose and Need can also serve as the foundation for development of a 
Statement of Purpose and Need for a specific action for which NEPA review is required.  
Based on the outcome of the Options Feasibility Study, the Purpose and Need will be revised 
to reflect resulting proposed actions or Locally Preferred Alternatives. 
 
1.1 Summary of Purpose and Need 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor study will identify the need for major mobility improvements in 
the corridor, and develop and evaluate potential major transportation investments to 
address stated needs.  The overall goal is to find the most effective and desired 
transportation system improvements for this portion of the Chicago metropolitan area. 
 
The Travel Market Analysis (December 2005) indicates four critical mobility needs of the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor: 







  May 25, 2006 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY DRAFT PRELIMINARY PURPOSE AND NEED 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR PAGE 2 OF 32 


(a) Transit access to major employment centers; 


(b) Service quality of I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway); 


(c) Service quality of bus transit; and 


(d) Service quality of arterials. 
 
The first two needs potentially warrant major capital investment: 1) Improving transit 
access to major employment centers, and 2) Improving service quality of I-290.  The Travel 
Market Analysis also found that a system-wide approach to addressing traffic flow problems 
and transit coordination issues is critical to affect a meaningful level of improvement, and 
that any new Corridor transportation investment proposal should strive to improve (and at a 
minimum, maintain) the current levels of bus and arterial service quality. 
 
1.1.1 Problem Statement 
 
The problem statement adopted by Corridor Technical and Policy committees on January 26, 
2006 is as follows: 
 


A significant increase in population and jobs has occurred in suburban areas of 
Northeastern Illinois over the past several decades. Major regional employment centers 
have emerged in and around the Cook-DuPage Corridor, offering new work locations for 
both city and suburban residents. As a result, both DuPage county and Cook county are 
currently net importers of workers. Corridor employment growth is anticipated to far 
outpace population change in the next 30 years. 
 
Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in travel 
patterns. While the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago remains strong, 
there has been a large increase in intersuburban and reverse commute travel. The 
existing Corridor transportation system was established to serve the traditional commute 
to downtown Chicago. The system does not provide a sufficient level of service and/or 
range of options to address the high growth travel patterns to Corridor employment 
centers. This deficiency is most acute for reverse and intersuburban travel markets 
where transit options are limited or non-existent. 


 
1.1.2 Goals 
 
Goals and objectives articulate the desired end-state and are the basis for evaluation 
measures that assess how well potential transportation system improvement options 
address corridor mobility needs.  The following seven goals will serve as direction setting 
principles for the development and evaluation of transportation options, and will be taken 
collectively in the development and consideration of options. 
 


1. Develop Feasible Transit Options for Reverse Commuters to Major Suburban 
Employment Centers; 


2. Develop Feasible Transit Options for Intersuburban Commuters to Major Suburban 
Employment Centers; 


3. Improve Highway and Transit Service Quality in I-290 Travel Corridor; 


4. Maximize Community and Corridor Benefits; 


5. Maximize Regional Benefits; 
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6. Minimize Adverse Environmental Impacts; and 


7. Maximize Cost Effectiveness. 
 
1.2 Background 
 
The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) is undertaking the Cook-DuPage Corridor 
Study in partnership with the Illinois Department of Transportation to examine potential 
major transportation system improvements to address the mobility needs in Chicago’s west 
side and the western suburbs of the Chicago metropolitan area.  The Cook-DuPage Corridor 
is recommended for multi-modal analysis in the region’s 2030 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) adopted by the Chicago Area Transportation Study Policy Committee in October 2003.  
The plan includes a number of proposed projects in Chicago’s west side and the western 
suburbs,, including rapid transit and commuter rail upgrades and extensions, new 
commuter rail and bus rapid transit lines, and additional lanes on interstate highways.  
Some of these projects are authorized for preliminary engineering in the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).  The goal of 
the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study is to identify the most effective and desired transportation 
investments to improve mobility in this heavily traveled portion of the Chicago metropolitan 
region.   
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis (TMA), the first phase in the RTA’s 
corridor planning process describes existing conditions and expected future trends in the 
corridor for demographics, employment, and transportation services and usage.  It also 
identifies the most significant and regular travel patterns for which the transportation 
system is not currently providing a sufficient level of service and/or range of mobility 
options; and for which a significant investment in the transportation system may be 
warranted to improve mobility of the affected travelers.  Nine distinct travel markets were 
identified and evaluated among Traditional, Reverse and Inter-suburban commute 
categories.  The Travel Market Analysis study phase, completed in December 2005 identifies 
the major mobility issues impacting the corridor:  


(a)  Transit access to major employment centers; 


(b)  Service quality of I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway); 


(c)  Service quality of bus service; and 


(d)  Service quality of arterials. 
 
The first two warrant potentially major capital investment.  The other two may warrant 
capital investment, although not likely major capital investments, as they fall more into the 
category of service operations and system management issues. 
The four mobility problems are all very important and are interrelated.  While the Cook-
DuPage Corridor study will keep the first two as its focus, solutions for the first two should 
strive to help and definitely not hinder the other two. 
 
Based on the results of the Travel Market Analysis and reaction from local stakeholders, the 
RTA is proceeding to Phase II of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study – Options Feasibility.  
Phase II will define and screen on a high level a comprehensive list of multi-modal options 
that will serve the intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets; and respond to the 
major mobility needs identified in the Travel Market Analysis.  New potential projects 
generated as part of this Options Feasibility study to meet identified corridor mobility needs, 
as well as several RTP project proposals, will be considered.  This phase will produce a small 
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set of options that are capable of achieving technical and policy objectives for further 
analysis. 
 
By undertaking the Cook-DuPage Corridor Phase II Options Feasibility Study the RTA is 
establishing outline parameters for subsequent alternatives analysis, NEPA documentation, 
preliminary engineering, project funding and implementation. 
 
1.3 Relationship to Regional and Local Transportation Plans 
 
Responsibility for maintaining, improving, and expanding highway and transit infrastructure 
is shared by many entities.  The Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS), led by a Policy 
Committee composed of county and local government representatives as well as regional 
planning agencies, transportation agencies and federal funding/oversight agency 
representatives, is the Metropolitan Planning Organization responsible for regional 
transportation planning in northeastern Illinois, consisting of Cook, DuPage, Kane, Kendall, 
Lake, McHenry and Will counties, and a portion of Grundy county. Long-range planning for 
the regional transportation system helps provide the coordination needed to address 
mobility, cost efficiency, and environmental protection.  
 
The Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) has jurisdiction over the expressway 
system and many of the region’s major arterials.  Meanwhile, the Illinois State Toll Highway 
Authority (ISTHA) has jurisdiction over tollway routes.  County and local units of 
government control other roads.  
 
Transit services and infrastructure fall under the purview of the Regional Transportation 
Authority (RTA) and its three service boards:  the Chicago Transit Authority (CTA), Metra 
commuter rail, and Pace suburban bus, along with other private transportation providers.  
In addition, Metra’s commuter rail operations depend largely on tracks owned by freight 
railroads such as the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific who have jurisdiction 
over their own lines.  Within the Cook DuPage Corridor Metra operates three commuter rail 
lines.  The Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) operates three rapid transit lines and fixed route 
bus service.  Pace operates fixed route bus service, American Disabilities Act paratransit 
service, and vanpool services.  CATS’ Share-the-drive provides regional rideshare services.  
 
1.3.1 Relationship to Regional Transportation Plan 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor is itself one of several multi-modal study corridors named in the 
region’s 2030 Regional Transportation Plan.  Multi-modal study corridors integrate analysis 
and evaluation of RTP strategic, system, project and corridor recommendations.  A number 
of major capital projects that could potentially improve mobility for the major travel markets 
of the Cook-DuPage Corridor are included in the region’s 2030 Regional Transportation Plan. 
Of the Plan's over 50 major capital projects, 11 aim to address mobility improvements in the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor (see Table 2.4 on page 18).  However, the RTP projects were identified 
prior to the Cook-DuPage Travel Market Analysis and were not developed specifically to 
address the mobility needs of the Cook-DuPage travel markets upon which they may have 
an impact.   
 
1.3.2 Local Plans 
 
Most of the counties and municipalities in Northeastern Illinois have adopted 
comprehensive, land use and/or transportation plans.  The DuPage Area Transit Plan serves 
as the official transit plan for DuPage County.  Corridor Planning Standards is an important 
companion effort in which the RTA is assisting local officials from corridor communities to 
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develop supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and preferences with which to 
consider corridor improvement options. 
 
2.0 Corridor Definition 
 
2.1 Description of Cook-DuPage Corridor 
 
The study area, known as the Cook-DuPage Corridor and shown in blue in Figure 2.1 
extends approximately 27 miles east to west from Cicero Avenue (IL 50) in the city of 
Chicago to the Kane/DuPage county line. Metra’s Milwaukee District-West and Burlington 
Northern Santa-Fe commuter lines form the north and south boundaries, respectively. The 
corridor spans two counties, 51 suburban municipalities and the far west side of Chicago; 
furthermore, the Corridor represents over 1 million residents, 750,000 jobs and nearly 
800,000 daily work trips that either begin or end in the corridor. The Cook-DuPage Corridor 
comprises 13% of the region’s population, 15% of the region’s employment and 22% of the 
region’s daily work trips. 
 
Jobs exceed the resident workforce in the corridor; the corridor must import workers. 
Employment is projected to continue to outpace population growth, meaning reliance on 
people living outside the corridor to fill jobs inside the corridor will increase.  The six key 
employment centers in and around the corridor are as follows: 
 


(a) Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle; 


(b) Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook area; 


(c) Elmhurst/Addison; 


(d) Thorndale Avenue Corridor; 


(e) Schaumburg (along IL 53/I-355/I-290); and 


(f) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital (Maywood). 
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Figure 2.1: Cook DuPage Corridor  Source:  Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
Transportation is a major feature of the land in the corridor. Four interstate highways 
traverse the corridor along with three radial commuter rail lines. In addition, three Chicago 
Transit Authority rapid transit lines extend into the far eastern portion of the corridor. An 
extensive grid of arterials serves local and sub-regional travel. Three of the region’s 
Interstate highways, the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290), the Ronald Reagan Memorial 
Tollway (I-88), and the Tri-State Tollway (I-294) converge near the center of the corridor in 
Hillside. Farther west in DuPage County, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway and the 
North-South Tollway (I-355) converge between Downers Grove and Lisle. 
 
2.2 Travel Market Area 
 
To identify major travel patterns in an area as large and complex as the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor, an expanded definition of the travel market area was made to account for both 
corridor-specific travel as well as for travel to/from the corridor and neighboring areas.  The 
travel market area shown in green in Figure 2.2 covers the central portion of the six county 
Chicago metropolitan area.  It includes all of DuPage and Kane counties, central and 
northwest Cook county and northwest Will county. 
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2.3 Existing Roadway System  
 
The current roadway system includes 
expressways, tollways, and other major 
arterials in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
Interstate highways either radiate from 
or bypass the city of Chicago. The 
arterial highways are more closely 
spaced to a grid network, with diagonals 
radiating northwest and southwest from 
Chicago. 
 
The principal arterial system is 
comprised of expressways, tollways, and 
other principal arterial roads and is the 
main focus of the highway transportation 
system for this corridor (Figure 2.3).  
The expressway and tollway system 
serves as the highway backbone, with 
the arterial system supporting it. 
 
The interstate system in the Chicago 
area provides access to, through, and 
around the city of Chicago and its 
suburbs. The Chicago interstate system 
is comprised of routes that either radiate 
out from or bypass the city center. The 
interstates that provide access to 
downtown Chicago are I-94 (Dan Ryan 
Expressway), I-55 (Stevenson Express-
way), I-290 (Eisenhower Expressway), 
and I-90 (Kennedy Expressway). Bypass  
routes include I-294 (Tri-State Tollway) 
and I-355 (North-South Tollway).  


 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor lies within the western wedge formed by I-90 and I-55. The 
interstate highway system within the Corridor consists of I-290, I-294, I-355, and I-88.  
I-290 and I-88 are generally east-west highways, while I-294 and I-355 are north-south 
highways. Three of the four interstates within the corridor come together near Hillside, 
where I-294, I-88, and I-290 converge. 
 
2.3.1 Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) 
 
Within the corridor, I-290 is known as the Eisenhower Expressway and the I-290 Extension. 
The Eisenhower Expressway refers to the section of I-290 that runs from downtown Chicago 
to the interchange with the Tri-State (I-294) and Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollways (I-88). 
The I-290 Extension refers to the section of I-290 west of the Tri-State to I-90. The 
Eisenhower Expressway is the major east-west highway within the Cook portion of the 
corridor, comprised of eight travel lanes (four lanes in each direction) from the eastern 
corridor limits at Cicero Avenue (IL 50) to Austin Boulevard.  From Austin Boulevard to 25th 
Avenue, the Eisenhower has six lanes.  West of 25th Avenue and until the Hillside 
interchange with I-88 and I-294 the Eisenhower has a total of eight lanes.  
 


Figure 2.2 Cook DuPage Study Area  Source:  RTA
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Figure 2.3: Existing Roadway System, 2005  Source:  Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) 
 
The I-290 Extension, through the junction of the Eisenhower and the Tri-State Tollway, 
becomes a four lane highway (two lanes in each direction) until reaching the bridge 
structure over the Union Pacific Railroad.  Between the Union Pacific overpass and North 
Avenue (IL 64) the I-290 Extension widens to six lanes.  After North Avenue, the I-290 
Extension becomes a 10-lane highway until the Lake Street interchange.  For a brief 
distance of approximately one mile, US 20 (Lake Street) is routed on I-290.  From the Lake 
Street interchange to the North-South Tollway (I-355), the I-290 Extension maintains six 
travel lanes.  North of the I-290/Tollway junction, the I-290 Extension is 10 lanes until it 
exits the corridor at the Metra Milwaukee District West Line overpass.  Outside of the 
corridor, the I-290 Extension drops back down to eight lanes. 
 
Although it is a limited access highway, the Eisenhower Expressway/I-290 Extension has full 
interchanges at roughly one mile intervals as it courses through the corridor.  From east to 
west, full interchanges are located at Central Avenue, Austin Boulevard, Harlem Avenue, 1st 
Avenue, 17th Avenue, 25th Avenue, Mannheim Road, Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway, Tri-
State Tollway, St. Charles Road, North Avenue, Lake Street, York Road, Illinois 83 and the 
North-South Tollway.  
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2.3.2 Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) 
 
The Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) extends west of the Eisenhower Expressway 
and starts close to the interchange with the Tri-State Tollway (I-294).  Together with the 
Eisenhower, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway is the major east-west highway in the 
corridor.  For a length of approximately 13 miles until it reaches Washington Street 
(Naperville), the tollway has a width of six lanes (three lanes in each direction). Between 
Washington Street and Illinois 59, the Tollway is eight lanes wide (four lanes in each 
direction).  Past Illinois 59, the Tollway is four lanes wide (two lanes in each direction) until 
it exits the corridor at the Kane-DuPage county line.  
 
Interchange spacing on the Tollway system is typically greater than on the Expressway 
system and therefore access/egress opportunities are generally more limited.  This is a 
legacy of the lower development densities in suburban areas that prevailed when the 
Tollway system was designed and built in the late 1950s and the desire to achieve an 
optimum balance between costs and revenue.  As development and traffic have increased 
over time, new interchanges have been added.   
 
A mix of full and partial interchanges provides access and egress to/from the Ronald Reagan 
Memorial Tollway in the corridor.  Full interchanges are provided at intersecting elements of 
the Tollway system – the North-South (I-355) and Tri-State Tollways (I-294).  At its east 
end, I-88 is marked by a series of closely spaced, partial interchanges at York Road, Spring 
Road, Illinois 83, and Midwest Road.  Because of their relative close proximity, a pair of 
partial interchanges at Ogden Avenue (via I-355) and Illinois 53 functions as a full 
interchange.  At the far west end of the corridor, full interchanges are located at Naperville 
Road, Winfield Road and Illinois 59 in the space of five miles.  Further west, just over the 
Kane/DuPage county line in Aurora, full interchanges are located at Farnsworth Avenue, 
Illinois 31 and Orchard Road.  
 
2.3.3 Tri-State Tollway (I-294) 
 
The Tri-State Tollway (I-294) from Hinsdale in the south to Schiller Park in the north travels 
in a predominantly north-south direction within the corridor. The Tri-State Tollway has eight 
travel lanes (four lanes in each direction) for its 11 miles within the corridor and has 
connections with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway and the Eisenhower Expressway near 
Hillside. Within the corridor, the Tri-State Tollway (I-294) features full interchange access at 
Ogden Avenue, Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) and the Eisenhower Expressway. 
Access to and egress from I-294 is limited at the Cermak Road, Roosevelt Road and Lake 
Street/North Avenue interchanges. 
 
2.3.4 North-South Tollway (I-355) 
 
The North-South Tollway is the major north-south highway through the DuPage portion of 
the corridor.  It has six travel lanes (three lanes in each direction) from the southern 
boundary of the corridor to the interchange with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway. 
Through the interchange with the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway, the North-South 
Tollway adds and drops lanes until it exits the junction and returns to six lanes. The North-
South Tollway maintains six lanes north of the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway junction for 
only about one-third of a mile until the interchange with Roosevelt Road (IL 38). North of 
Roosevelt Road, the Tollway has four lanes for 4.1 miles until the interchange with North 
Avenue (IL 64). From North Avenue to the junction with I-290 the Tollway is again six lanes 
wide. After the merge with I-290, the highway increases to 10 travel lanes until it exits the 
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corridor.  Toll plazas exist from Lisle in the south to the interchange with Army Trail Road in 
Addison just before the merge with I-290. The North-South Tollway (I-355) has full 
interchanges at two to three mile intervals within the corridor. From north to south, these 
are located at Army Trail Road, North Avenue, Roosevelt Road, Butterfield Road, Ronald 
Reagan Memorial Tollway, and Ogden Avenue. 
 
2.3.5 The Hillside Interchange 
 
Three of the region’s interstate highways, the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290), Ronald 
Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88), and Tri-State Tollway (I-294) converge near the center of 
the corridor in Hillside. The present day Hillside Interchange is the result of events that 
occurred in the initial planning of the Chicago area expressway and tollway systems in the 
1940s and 1950s.  
 
In 2003, at the Hillside Interchange, the Eisenhower Expressway had an AADT of about 
187,000 vehicles, the Tri-State had an AADT of 143,000, and the Ronald Reagan Memorial 
Tollway had an AADT of about 100,000. This constitutes a total of about 430,000 vehicles 
using the Hillside Interchange on any given day, a testimony to the fact that it is among the 
busiest in the nation. 
 
2.3.6 Arterial Highways 
 
The arterial roads comprise the primary arterial system and form a grid system more so 
than the expressways and tollways.  
 
The east-west arterial roadways within the corridor include: 
 


(a) IL 19 (Irving Park Road); 


(b) U.S. 20 (Lake Street); 


(c) Stearns Road; 


(d) Army Trail Road (DuPage portion); 


(e) Grand Avenue; 


(f) IL 64 (North Avenue); 


(g) IL 38 (Roosevelt Road); 


(h) IL 56 (Butterfield Road); 


(i) 22nd Street/Cermak Road; and 


(j) U.S. 34 (Ogden Avenue). 
 
The north-south arterial roadways within the corridor include the following: 
 


(a) IL 59 (Sutton Road); 


(b) County Farm Road; 


(c) Naperville Road; 


(d) Schmale Road; 


(e) Roselle/Bloomingdale Road; 


(f) IL 53 (Bryant/Rohlwing/Lincoln Road); 
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(g) IL 83 (Kingery Highway); 


(h) U.S. 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road); 


(i) IL 171 (1st Avenue); 


(j) IL 43 (Harlem Avenue); and 


(k) IL 50 (Cicero Avenue). 


 
2.4 Existing Transit Service 
 
Transit services currently operating in the Cook DuPage Corridor include Metra commuter rail, CTA 
rapid transit service and fixed route bus service, and Pace bus service (Figure 2.4) 
  


 
Figure 2.4: Existing Transit Service, 2005  Source:  Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
 
2.4.1 Commuter Rail Service 
 
Metra lines that serve the Cook-DuPage Corridor include the Burlington Northern Santa-Fe (BNSF), 
the Union Pacific West (UP-W) and the Milwaukee District West (MD-W) lines.  Like all other Metra 
commuter rail lines, the BNSF, UP-W, and MD-W are oriented toward downtown Chicago and function 
primarily to bring suburban workers to and from job locations in downtown Chicago Monday through 
Friday.  Train schedules are designed to optimize travel times between the suburbs and downtown 
Chicago in the morning, and in the reverse direction in the evening.  Other types of corridor travel, 
such as trips between suburban communities (intermediate trips) and reverse commute trips from 
Chicago to the suburbs during the morning peak are also served, but within the context of Metra’s 
peak direction schedule. 
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Weekday train service and schedules for full service lines feature a combination of express 
and local trains during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, with local trains running during off-
peak hours (midday and evening).  Metra defines a.m. peak operations as trains that arrive 
to or depart from downtown between the start of service to 9:15 a.m.  Peak operations in 
the p.m. refer to trains that arrive to or depart from downtown from 3:30 p.m. to 6:45 p.m.  
Table 2.1 summarizes the frequency and distribution of service on each line. 
 


 Weekday Service 


Suburb to Chicago  


CBD Commute Reverse Commute Weekend Service 


Metra 
Line 


Eastbound 
Trains 


Westbound 
Trains 


Eastbound 
Morning 


Peak 
Trains 


(Start to 
9:15 a.m.) 


Westbound 
Afternoon 


Peak 
Trains 


(3:30 to 
6:45 p.m.) 


Westbound 
Morning 


Peak 
Trains 


(Start to 
9:15 a.m.) 


Eastbound 
Afternoon 


Peak 
Trains 


(3:30 to 
6:45 p.m.) 


Saturday 
Trains in 


Both 
Directions 


Sunday 
Trains in 


Both 
Directions 


MD-W 29 29 14 13 5 4 24 18 


UP-W 29 30 14 14 6 3 20 18 


BNSF 47 47 31 23 9 7 28 18 
Table 2.1:  Corridor Commuter Trains per Day by Metra Line,  Source:  Metra On-Line, www.metrarail.com 
 2005 


A mode of access survey conducted by Metra in 2002 found that the most common modes 
of access to the train stations include autos, drop-offs, walk, bus and carpools.  Except for 
the Naperville station which has the most extensive feeder bus system of all stations, auto 
access to most of the rail stations in the corridor ranges from about 70 to about 80 percent. 
 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe:  This line extends west from downtown Chicago (Union 
Station) to Aurora, a one-way distance of approximately 38 miles.  This is the most heavily 
used rail line through the corridor, serving communities in Cook, DuPage, and Kane 
counties.  This triple-track railroad line has been designed to support intense operations and 
is used by 106 daily commuter trains including deadheads (trains that return to the terminal 
providing no passenger service), over 100 freight trains and six daily Amtrak trains with 
stops at LaGrange and Naperville. 
 
On a typical weekday 48 trains operate inbound to Chicago from the western suburbs.  Of 
these, 31 are scheduled during the a.m. peak period and seven during the p.m. peak.  
Outbound service consists of 47 trains per weekday.  Of the outbound trains, nine operate 
in the a.m. peak and 23 in the p.m. peak.  Not all of these Metra commuter trains operate 
over the complete length of the line.  Stations with the highest number of weekday 
boardings include Route 59, Naperville, Downers Grove, and Lisle. 
 
With its frequent service and fast peak-period express trains, the BNSF carries more 
commuters than any other Metra line. In 2002, the line averaged 52,479 weekday trips 
(26,370 inbound and 26,109 outbound), or 19 percent of Metra’s total weekday passengers 
for all lines. Ninety percent of these passenger trips occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak 
periods spanning a total of eight hours. Nearly all (23) of the line’s 26 stations are located in 
the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Route 59 and Naperville stations rank first and second in 
terms of total weekday boardings out of 236 outlying Metra stations with 5,001 and 3,734 
boardings, respectively. The Downers Grove Main Street station and Lisle station rank fourth 
and sixth with 2,371 and 2,204 boardings, respectively. 
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Park-and-ride facilities along the BNSF are among Metra’s largest in capacity.  Each of the 
BNSF’s three westernmost stations (Aurora, Route 59, and Naperville) had more than 1,000 
parking spaces available in 2001. The Route 59 station is Metra’s largest park and ride 
facility and has a capacity of nearly 4,000 parking spaces.  Additionally, the BNSF has five 
remote park-and-ride lots in Naperville, Bolingbrook, and Burr Ridge with connections 
provided by Pace bus routes.  
 
Union Pacific-West (UP-West) Line:  This line extends west from downtown Chicago 
(Ogilvie Transportation Center) through Geneva to Elburn, a one-way distance of 
approximately 44 miles.  The line runs through the center of DuPage County and into 
central Kane County.  This line is also a major freight route, being the UP’s mainline 
between Chicago and the west coast.  Double and triple track territory alternate on the  
UP-W Line between downtown Chicago and Elburn but it operates more like a double track 
railroad as far as Metra is concerned.  The rail line averages 140 trains each weekday, which 
is composed of 67 Metra trains, including dead heads, and between 70 and 75 freight trains.  
Metra commuter service was extended west from Geneva to Elburn (about 8 miles) in 
January 2006. 
 
There are 29 inbound trains each weekday under current schedules for the UP-W Line.  Of 
these, 14 operate during the a.m. peak and three during the p.m. peak.  Outbound service 
consists of 30 daily trains, with six in the a.m. peak and 14 in the p.m. peak.  Not all of the 
Metra commuter trains operate over the complete length of the line.  Stations with the 
highest number of weekday boardings include Elmhurst, Geneva, Glen Ellyn and Wheaton.   
 
In 2002, the UP-West Line averaged 24,369 weekday trips (12,187 inbound and 12,182 
outbound), or nine percent of Metra’s total weekday passengers for all lines. Eighty-three 
percent of these trips occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours. 
Nearly all (14) of the line’s 18 outlying stations are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
The only exceptions are the Geneva, LaFox and Elburn stations in Kane County and the 
Kedzie station, a little used station in the city of Chicago. The Elmhurst and Geneva stations 
rank eighth and tenth in terms of total weekday boardings out of 236 outlying Metra 
stations with 1,785 and 1,698 boardings, respectively. The Glen Ellyn and Wheaton stations 
both rank 11th with 1,665 boardings each. 
The UP-W’s largest park-and-ride facility is located in the middle of the line, at the Elmhurst 
station. Geneva has the second greatest parking capacity along the UP-W, providing almost 
1,000 parking spaces in 2001. During weekdays, most UP-W park-and-ride facilities exceed 
85 percent utilization. 
 
Milwaukee District West Line:  This line extends west from downtown Chicago (Union 
Station) to the city of Elgin, a one-way distance of nearly 40 miles.  The line travels through 
the near west suburbs of Cook county, northeastern DuPage County, the far northwest 
portion of Cook County, and into eastern Kane County.  It is a double track line for most of 
its length with triple track territory east of Franklin Park, and has a moderate amount of 
daily freight traffic in addition to the commuter service.  On weekdays, there are 58 
scheduled commuter trains, although not all of these operate over the complete length of 
the line, and 11 freight trains. 
 
Inbound trains currently total 29 each weekday.  Of these, 14 operate during the a.m. peak 
period and four during the p.m. peak.  Outbound service totals 29 trains per weekday, with 
five in the a.m. peak and 13 in the p.m. peak.   
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In 2002, the MD-W Line averaged 21,017 weekday trips (10,423 inbound and 10,594 
outbound), or eight percent of Metra’s total weekday trips for all lines. Seventy-two percent 
of these trips occurred during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours.  
Sixteen of the line’s 22 stations are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Schaumburg 
station has the highest number of total weekday boardings of any station on the line and 
ranks 16th out of 236 outlying stations with 1,609 boardings. 
 
The MD-W’s most significant park-and-ride facilities are found at Hanover Park, 
Schaumburg, and Roselle. Each of these facilities accommodates more than 1,000 
automobiles. As in the case of the BNSF and the UP-W, most MD-W park-and-ride facilities 
are well utilized during the weekdays, with stations averaging 80 percent utilization.  
 
2.4.2 Rapid Transit Service 
 
Three CTA rapid transit routes extend into the Cook-DuPage Corridor. These are the Green 
Line and the Forest Park and Cermak branches of the Blue Line (also known as the Congress 
and Douglas branches, respectively). In total there are 14 CTA rapid transit stations located 
within the corridor – seven Green Line stations, five Forest Park Branch stations, and five 
Cermak Branch stations.  These lines are part of an extensive system of rapid transit and 
bus services in the city of Chicago that can provide access to and from virtually any 
destination within the city.  Like the commuter rail system, the CTA’s rapid transit lines also 
converge in the downtown Chicago area.  Rapid transit service levels vary by time of day, 
but are the same in both directions.  This reflects the different travel markets served by 
Metra and the CTA, the different development patterns in which each service functions 
(suburban versus urban development), and the different operational constraints of each 
service.  With the exception of the Purple Line Express which operates during peak periods, 
rapid transit trains make all stops in both the inbound and outbound direction.  Table 2.2 
presents the number of CTA trains that are in operation for different time periods through 
the week by direction 


 


 Weekday Service Traditional Commute Reverse Commute Weekend Service 


CTA 


Branch 


Inbound 


Trains 


Outbound 


Trains 


Inbound 


a.m. Peak 
Trains 
(7:00-
9:00 
a.m.) 


Outbound 


p.m. Peak 
Trains 
(4:00-
6:00 
p.m.) 


Outbound 


a.m. Peak 
Trains 


(7:00-9:00 
a.m.) 


Inbound 


p.m. Peak 
Trains 


(4:00-6:00 
p.m.) 


Saturday 


Trains 
Both 


Directions 


Sunday 


Trains 
Both 


Directions 


Forest Park 
(Blue) 


103 102 8 8 13 12 307 245 


Cermak 
(Blue) 


94 95 8 8 12 12 150 119 


Lake 
(Green) 


123 125 16 15 16 15 224 189 


Table 2.2:  Cook-DuPage Corridor Rapid Transit Source: Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) On-Line, 
 Level of Service, 2005   www.transitchicago.com 


 
The Green Line, which follows Lake Street between Chicago’s Loop and Central Avenue, 
where it joins the alignment of Metra’s UP-W Line, terminates at the Harlem/Lake station in 
the village of Oak Park. The Blue Line Forest Park Branch follows the Eisenhower 
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Expressway and terminates at Des Plaines Avenue in the village of Forest Park. The Cermak 
Branch parallels Cermak Road and terminates at 54th Avenue in the town of Cicero. 
 
Each of these stations has park-and-ride lots to accommodate the larger catchment areas 
typically served by terminal stations. Forest Park offers the second largest park-and-ride 
facility in the CTA system with a capacity of 1,051 spaces. In 2000, the parking was 90 
percent full on an average weekday. The 54th/Cermak terminal offers 175 spaces with a 
reported 21 percent utilization in 2000, reflecting in part the low ridership at that station. At 
the Harlem/Lake terminal, 229 general-purpose parking spaces are available on a first come 
first served basis in four village lots. 
 
The Harlem/Lake, Forest Park and 54th/Cermak terminals also are major transfer points 
between suburban buses and the CTA rapid transit system. The Forest Park terminal in 
particular offers extensive transfer opportunities with connections to twelve Pace suburban 
bus routes; including express routes to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates, the 
Schaumburg/Woodfield area and the Oak Brook area. The Harlem/Lake station in Oak Park 
is a major intermodal transfer point where it is possible to change between all possible 
services on the region’s transit network, including CTA rapid transit, CTA bus, Metra 
commuter rail and Pace suburban bus. 
 
The Green Line Lake Street Branch is in operation seven days a week. Travel time from the 
Harlem/Lake station to the Loop is approximately 23 minutes. On weekdays, the Green Line 
operates 21 hours per day (from 4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.), and maintains peak headways 
averaging approximately once every 10 minutes. Saturday service starts at 6:00 a.m. and 
ends at 1:00 a.m. Sunday. Generally, Saturday trains operate once every 10 minutes. 
Sunday service is available from 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. Monday with trains arriving once 
every 10 to 15 minutes.  
 
The Forest Park Branch, and the companion Cermak Branch of the Blue Line which both 
serve the west side of Chicago operate on an alternate-train basis. Cermak Branch trains 
operate all days of the week from 4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. During weekdays, trains maintain 
12- to 15-minute headways, with 15-minute headways on Saturday and 20-minute 
headways on Sunday. Travel time to the downtown area from 54th/Cermak is currently 
scheduled at 30 minutes. Forest Park Branch trains operate all days of the week, 24 hours 
per day. During weekdays, trains maintain headways of approximately 15 minutes. 
Saturday trains generally operate once every 15 minutes. For most of Sunday, trains 
operate at 20-minute headways. Travel time to the downtown area from Forest Park is 
currently scheduled at 26 minutes. 
 
As part of its west side/west suburban service improvements, in summer 2006, the CTA will 
undertake a 180 trial re-route of most Blue Line Cermak branch trains from the existing 
Congress/Dearborn Street subway routing to the Paulina Connector and the Lake Street “L” 
to the Loop elevated.  Some trains will continue to use the Congress/Dearborn Street 
subway routing during an extended morning and evening peak period from 5:30 a.m. – 
9:30 a.m. and 2:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m.  The rerouting will increase service on the Forest Park 
and Cermak branches of the Blue Line because trains would no longer be split between the 
two branches.  On the Forest Park branch, trains will follow the current train frequencies on 
the O’Hare branch – every 7 minutes.  On the Cermak branch, trains will operate every 10 
minutes versus the current 15 minute interval. 
 
Of the three rapid transit branches within the corridor, the Forest Park Blue line branch has 
the greatest number of entries, averaging more than 24,000 per weekday. The Lake Green 
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line branch averages nearly 20,000 entries per weekday, while the Cermak Blue line branch 
averages a little more than 9,000 entries per weekday.   
 
2.4.3 Corridor Bus Service 
 
Bus service in the corridor is mainly provided by CTA and Pace. CTA provides bus service in 
the eastern, more urbanized portion of the corridor, while Pace provides service throughout 
the entire corridor. Coordination between the two operations allows for enhanced 
connectivity between the services.  
 
CTA Bus Service: Seventeen CTA bus routes serve the study area (see Table 3.6 on page 
3-26 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Within the Cook-DuPage corridor, CTA 
bus service is primarily available in the easternmost area of the corridor. CTA bus service 
primarily accommodates destinations in Chicago, intermediate destinations, and connections 
to CTA’s Blue Line and Green Line rapid transit routes.  On average, the majority of routes 
run at less than 15-minute headways. For the most part, all weekday routes provide peak, 
midday and evening service. Most routes operate at least 12 hours per day and provide 
weekend service.  
 
As part of its west side/west suburban service improvements, in summer 2006 the CTA will 
undertake changes to almost half of its bus routes serving the corridor.  These changes are 
designed to reduce travel times, improve connections between rail and bus, and improve 
access to major destinations in and around the west side of Chicago.  The most notable 
changes that affect the corridor are new express bus routes on Madison Street and Cicero 
Avenue, and extension or elimination of segmentation of routes on Cermak Road and 
Harlem Avenue. 
 
Pace Bus Service: A total of 90 Pace bus routes operate in or through the study area (see 
Table 3.7 on page 3-29 of the Existing and Future Conditions report).  Pace bus service 
exhibits several different characteristics, depending on location within the corridor.  In the 
eastern end of the corridor, routes tend to be suburban line-haul services operating on 
major arterials accessing housing and employment centers as well as commuter rail and 
rapid transit stations.  Further west in DuPage, the nature of the bus routes shifts to 
suburban circulators and commuter rail feeder routes.  Many of the routes in the outer 
suburban areas operate weekdays only, or provide service only during peak periods/in the 
peak direction of travel.   
 
Route 322 Cermak Road/22nd Street, Route 307 Harlem and Route 330 Mannheim-
LaGrange Road are among the routes with the most service provided during the weekday, 
each averaging more than 60 revenue-hours per weekday. Route 307 Harlem and Route 
322 Cermak Road/22nd Street have the highest ridership levels, each averaging more than 
3,000 boardings per weekday. Pace’s coverage in the corridor remains quite extensive 
during the weekday evening hours as all routes remain in operation after 7:00 p.m. with 
one exception (Route 317 Westchester). However, the midday suburban bus service is 
considerably scaled back. As Pace’s feeder services to Metra wind down after the morning 
rush period, midday Pace service becomes mainly concentrated in the eastern portion of the 
corridor (east of I-294) and largely consists of CTA connector routes.  
 
Although approximately one-quarter of Pace routes (25 of 90) are classified as CTA 
connector routes, the connector service represents greater than 70 percent of Pace’s 
revenue hours operated within the corridor each weekday.  
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The Hillside park-and-ride lot, located along I-290 at Wolf Road has a capacity of 
approximately 80 spaces and is served by Route 767 Congress/Douglas Prairie Stone 
Connection. Route 767 provides connections to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates from the 
Blue Line Forest Park Station and the 54th Avenue Blue Line Station. 
 
2.5 Planned Transportation Network 
 
The 2030 Regional Transportation Plan adopted by the Chicago Area Transportation Study 
Policy Committee in October 2003, and approved by the Northeastern Illinois Planning 
Commission (NIPC) and the RTA, presents broad categories of recommendations including 
regional strategies, strategic regional systems, and major capital projects.  Table 2.2 and 
Table 2.3 below show the list of committed and recommended highway and transit projects 
that are most likely to influence the Cook-DuPage corridor.   
 
Pace’s Vision 2020 plan proposes to fundamentally redesign suburban transit services in the 
region including a network of high-speed inter-suburban transit service as well as 
community based services.  A separate plan, the DuPage Area Transit Plan developed by the 
DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference and DuPage County, envisions three tiers of 
transit service in the DuPage County area by 2020. These services include a high-speed Bus 
Rapid Transit service connecting the major regional activity centers of Naperville, Oak 
Brook, O’Hare, and Schaumburg supplemented by a network of connector bus/rail and 
localized circulator routes 
 


Project 
Within  


Corridor? 
Likely to Affect 
Corridor Travel? 


Expected 
Completion 


Date 


Transit    


Blue Line Douglas Branch Rehabilitation Yes Yes complete 


Union Pacific West Elburn Extension No Yes complete 


Brown Line Rehabilitation No No 2008 


North Central Service Upgrade (Phase I) Yes Yes complete 


SouthWest Service Manhattan Extension No No complete 


Highway    


O’Hare Collector/Distributor No Yes 2012 


I-90/94 Reconstruction No No 2007 


I-80/94 from I-294 to U.S. 41 No No 2007 


I-55 Naperville/Weber Road No No 2012 
 
Table 2.3: 2030 RTP Committed Major Capital Projects  Source: Chicago Area Transportation Study, RTA 


 
 
 
 


Project Within Corridor? 
Likely to Affect 
Corridor Travel? 


Transit   
Union Pacific West Improvements Yes Yes 
O’Hare and Midway Airport Express Rapid Transit No No 
Blue Line West Extension Yes Yes 
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Ogden Avenue Transitway Yes Yes 
West Loop Transportation Center No Yes 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Extension No Yes 
Central Area Bus Rapid Transit System No Yes 
Circle Line No Yes 
Green Line Enhancements  No No 
Orange Line Extension No No 
Yellow Line Enhancements and Extension No No 
Red Line Extension No No 
Heritage Corridor Improvements No No 
Rock Island Improvements and Extensions No No 
Southwest Service Improvements and Extensions No No 
Metra Electric Improvements and Extensions No No 
Milwaukee District West Improvements and Extension No Yes 
Cermak Road Bus Rapid Transit Yes Yes 
DuPage “J” Line Bus Rapid Transit Yes Yes 
Inner Circumferential Rail Service Yes Yes 
Suburban Transit Access Route (STAR) Line Yes Yes 
North Central Service Improvements (Full Service) Yes Yes 
Mid-City Transitway Yes Yes 
Milwaukee District North Improvement and Extension No No 
Union Pacific Northwest Improvements and Extensions No No 
South East Commuter Rail Service No No 
Highway   
I-88 (Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway) Lane Addition Yes Yes 
I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV)  Lanes Yes Yes 
I-90 (Northwest Tollway) Improvements Lane Addition No Yes 
I-294/I-94 (Tri-State Tollway) No Yes 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway completion and West O’Hare Bypass No Yes 
Elgin O’Hare Expressway Lane Addition No Yes 
I-355 Extension No Yes 
I-57 Lane addition No No 
IL-394 Lane Addition and Upgrade No No 
Richmond-Waukegan Corridor Expansion No No 
Central Lake County Corridor No No 
South Suburban Corridor No No 
I-57/IL-394 Corridor No No 
Illiana Corridor No No 
Prairie Parkway No No 
I-80 Lane Addition No No 
I-55 (Weber Road-U.S. 6) Lane Addition No No 
 
Table 2.4: 2030 RTP Major Capital Recommendations  Source: Chicago Area Transportation Study, RTA 
 
2.6 Land Use  


The communities in the Cook-DuPage Corridor are diverse in their size, demographics, stage of 
development and industry composition.  The west Cook County suburbs grew rapidly in the 
post-World War II period and are highly urbanized today.  A number of communities, such as 
Cicero, Broadview, Bellwood and Maywood, have maintained a strong industrial base.  Other 
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communities such as Oak Park, Forest Park, Riverside, Brookfield, LaGrange Park and Western 
Springs, are largely residential in character with commercial development primarily along 
arterials and within downtown business districts.  Economic development opportunity within 
these communities is focused on redevelopment, rather than expansion. 


Most communities in DuPage developed as bedroom communities along rail lines in the early to 
mid 1900’s.  Major concentrations of office, research and commercial development have 
emerged along the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) and major arterial roadways.  Two 
regional shopping centers, Yorktown Center and Oakbrook Center have been developed close 
to one another in the eastern part of county near I-88.  The Oak Brook/Oakbrook Terrace area 
in particular has developed into a major regional office/hotel/commercial district.  The Oak 
Brook area (I-88 corridor) is one of three major activity centers in the region.  DuPage also 
supports a significant industrial base, with a number of manufacturing firms and industrial 
parks located in communities such as Addison, Bensenville, Carol Stream, Elmhurst, Hanover 
Park, Wood Dale, and West Chicago 
 
The extent and variety of development underpins the corridor’s role as a major population 
and employment base in the Chicago metropolitan region.  The predominant land use 
throughout the corridor is residential, as shown in Figure 2.5.  However, the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor includes a broad mix of land uses, including commercial, manufacturing, and 
industrial development.  These land uses tend to generate some of the highest employment 
densities. 


Figure 2.5: Land Use, 2001 Source: Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission  
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DuPage county has seen significant growth in population and employment over the past 
three decades.  This growth is reflected in the increasing amount of land developed, while 
rapidly decreasing the county’s available land, from over 40,000 undeveloped acres in 1990 
to about 12,500 in 2003, according to DuPage County’s 2003 Land Use Analysis and Trends. 
In 2003, over 36% of the county’s total land was devoted to residential uses.  
Office/industrial/business park land uses increased from 3.1% in 1990 to 8.3% in 2003, 
indicative of the large number of jobs created in the county over the past decade.  
Commercial uses accounted for 3.9% and open space accounted for nearly 20% of total 
land in 2003. 
 
In general, more land is developed in the Cook portion of the corridor and in the eastern 
and central portions of the corridor in DuPage County.  The DuPage portion of the corridor 
has nearly one fifth of its land classified as vacant/agricultural/wetland with most of this 
concentrated in the far western portion of the corridor, suggesting the potential for future 
residential and employment growth in this area.  In contrast, the Cook portion of the 
corridor has only one percent of land in the same category.  Open space and water are also 
prevalent in the western portion of the corridor consistent with the many large forest 
preserves located there.  While open space is scattered throughout the corridor, larger 
contiguous areas of open space are more common in DuPage. 
 
The predominant land use in the corridor is residential, with the greatest proportion of 
residential use found in the eastern portion of the corridor spanning the west side of 
Chicago and adjacent suburbs of Oak Park, Cicero and Berwyn.  The next most prevalent 
land uses in the Cook portion of the corridor are manufacturing/industrial, and open space 
and water.  Interestingly, the Cook portion of the Corridor has more than double the 
proportion of land in manufacturing/industrial use compared to the DuPage portion.  
Northlake, portions of Franklin Park and unincorporated Leyden township have the greatest 
proportion of manufacturing and industrial land use, composing 35 percent of its total area 
equaling its residential area 
 
2.7 Population and Employment 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor is a demographically diverse corridor that is home to 1.1 million 
residents or 13 percent of the six-county region’s population. It has also experienced 
considerable growth in employment since 1970, with about 750,000 jobs concentrated in 
the corridor comprising 15 percent of the six-county region’s employment. Over 500,000 of 
the Cook-DuPage corridor residents are employed and almost one-third of the corridor’s 
residents are either under the age of 16 years or over the age of 65 years. 
 
Figure 2.6 presents the corridor projected population growth between 2000 and 2030.  
These forecasts, developed by NIPC in conjunction with the 2030 Regional Transportation 
Plan (CATS, 2003) and the 2040 Regional Framework Plan (NIPC, 2005), suggest a modest 
growth in population (four percent) between 2000 and 2030.  However, the far-western 
portions of the corridor are expected to grow at a much higher rate, with an expected 
addition of more than 27,000 residents. 
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Figure 2.6: Population Growth, 2000-2030  Source: Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 
 
Figure 2.7 portrays projected employment growth between 2000 and 2030.  NIPC projects 
that the corridor will experience a 20 percent employment growth between 2000 and 2030, 
with most growth (96,000 new jobs) also occurring in the far-western portion of the 
corridor. 
 
Sixty one percent of the corridor residents are non-Hispanic White, 17 percent are African 
American, and fewer than 10 percent are Hispanic. However, the racial profile varies across 
the corridor particularly among the Cook County communities. While Non-Hispanic Whites 
make up almost 80 percent of population in the majority of the corridor, the northeastern-
most area of the corridor is over 70 percent African-American and the southeastern-most 
area is racially balanced among African-Americans and Hispanic and non-Hispanic Whites. 
 
In the year 2000, twenty-four percent of the corridor population was age 16 or younger and 
11% were age 65 or older. With children and seniors representing over one-third of the 
corridor population, the unique transportation needs of these segments will need to be 
carefully considered. 
 
Finally, the automobile ownership in the corridor is high overall with the exception of 
districts closer to Chicago where up to 20 percent of households do not own an automobile 
and have a greater reliance on public transportation. 
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Figure 2.7: Employment Growth, 2000-2030   Source: NIPC  
 
 
3.0 Transportation Needs in the Cook-DuPage Corridor 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor generates a significant share of the region's travel and its 
transportation system provides key linkages between DuPage county, the western 
communities of Cook county and the city of Chicago. Additionally, the 51 corridor 
municipalities include a number of major activity centers that attract workers from 
throughout northeastern Illinois.  Not counting pass-through trips, the corridor's existing 
highway and transit network substantially unchanged over four decades - bears nearly 4 
million trips per day. However, since 1970, corridor population has increased by 20% to 1.1 
million in 2000 and employment has doubled to nearly 750,000 over the same period. With 
sustained population and economic expansions underway in western DuPage, Kane and 
Will counties, the corridor's important transportation role at the region's center will 
likely continue.   
 
3.1 Transportation Needs by Travel Market 
 
The Cook-DuPage Travel Market Analysis identified nine distinct travel markets that 
represent the corridor’s most significant travel patterns from the 2000 Census Journey-
to-Work database: 


• The Traditional Commute market, from suburban origins to Chicago destinations; 


• The Reverse Commute market, from Chicago origins to suburban destinations; and 


• Seven distinct Intersuburban Commute travel markets, reflecting the varied and 
complex suburb-to-suburb work travel patterns of the corridor.  
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Each of these travel patterns constitutes a unique, corridor-level travel market as 
shown in Figure 3.1. These travel markets vary in size, geography and mobility. 
Together, they comprise over one million daily work trips that largely occur during the 
morning and evening peak periods.  The Traditional and Reverse Commute travel markets 
are the largest travel markets in the Cook-DuPage corridor with over 200,000 and 
120,000 daily round trip work trips respectively.  Intersuburban travel is the 
predominate type of commute in the corridor, but individual markets are generally 
smaller than 25,000 daily round trip work trips.  Two notable exceptions are the East 
Central DuPage travel market with over 56,000 round-trips in a north-south direction 
in eastern DuPage and the Central DuPage travel market with almost 35,000 round 
trips originating in southwest DuPage, northwest Will and southeast Kane county and 
destined to east-central DuPage. 
 
Detailed analysis of the nine travel patterns and the transportation services available 
to each indicate that the most pronounced mobility needs of the Cook DuPage Corridor are: 


(a) Access by transit to major employment centers in DuPage and West Cook; 


(b) Service quality of I-290; 


(c) Service quality of bus transit in terms of efficiency and convenience, especially 
for trips in Cook County requiring connecting CTA and Pace services; and 


(d) Service quality of arterials. 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A number of major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents 
of the corridor and the city of Chicago.  While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook 
county is generally high for many travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by 
operating boundaries, different service frequencies and inconvenient schedules.  
Performance of the highway network has been similarly impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes 
pass-through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets. Congestion on I-290 further 
degrades vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alternative to 


 Travel Market key: 
1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 
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Figure 3.1: Cook-DuPage Corridor Travel Markets, 2000 Source:  RTA
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I-290 during peak periods. Also, closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs on key arterials 
prevail in the denser Chicago and central Cook county sections of the corridor. This intensely 
urban landscape which includes on-street parking, congested cross-streets and numerous 
curb-cuts combine to cause high travel times for bus, automobile and commercial traffic 
during peak travel periods. Similarly, at-grade rail/highway crossings and conflicting signal 
timings contribute to poor traffic flow on arterials in the Cook county portions of the 
corridor. Travel in the DuPage county sections of the corridor is restricted by high traffic 
volumes and discontinuous north-south arterials. 
 
3.1.1 Traditional Commute 
 
Traditional commute travelers in the Cook-DuPage Corridor benefit from a range of highway 
and transit options that vary significantly depending on their exact origin and 
destination within the corridor. Traditional commuters benefit from the historic development 
of Chicago’s regional transportation infrastructure - - a system designed to facilitate travel 
into the heart of the region.  Commuters east of Harlem Avenue have the most expansive set 
of travel options including a network of arterial roadways, the Eisenhower Expressway, 
commuter rail and rapid transit service, and bus routes serving their final destinations. 
Commuters from the west Cook county suburbs (between Harlem Avenue and the Cook/ 
DuPage county border) lack CTA rapid transit and have a lower level of Metra commuter rail 
service than commuters originating in the DuPage districts. Further, a lower level of bus 
service is available in this area, but is more extensive here than in DuPage county. 
Commuters whose trips originate further west in DuPage county experience a higher level 
of commuter rail service while having no direct bus options.  The transit options serving 
the traditional commute are quite reasonable, especially for trips destined to the 
central area in Chicago.  Travel by transit from the suburbs to areas of Chicago outside the 
central area can be more difficult since many trips potentially require at least one transfer. 
 
The greatest mobility problem of the traditional commute travel market is the severe and 
recurring congestion on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) for prolonged periods in the 
traditional commute direction. This poses a particular problem for workers whose jobs or 
personal/family responsibilities require use of an automobile for their commute. Further, 
the arterial roadways do not adequately serve as an alternative to the Eisenhower for 
longer distance trips. The closely spaced signals, lower posted speed limits and sporadic 
congestion limit their usefulness primarily to shorter distance commute trips.  The traditional 
commute travel market is expected to grow by 18 percent through 2030. As a result, existing 
levels of both transit and highway use are expected to continue into the future, along with an 
associated negative impact on the mobility for those who rely on the Eisenhower for a 
significant portion of their work trip. 
 
At least one transit option is currently available to nearly all origins and destinations of 
the traditional commute travel market and is currently relied upon by the majority of 
this travel market. The level of rail and bus service available for the traditional market is 
the highest among all other markets in the corridor. However, a number of transit 
options could also be considered to improve the mobility of traditional market 
commuters, particularly to non-CBD destinations in Chicago. 
 
3.1.2. Reverse Commute 
 
The reverse commute market is comprised almost entirely of city of Chicago residents, who 
have the lowest rate of automobile ownership in the region. This characteristic 
influences the pattern of work destinations of this travel market and further illuminates 
the importance of non-automobile options to ensure access to reverse commute 
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destinations.  Lack of transit options and recurrent congestion on the Eisenhower 
Expressway (I-290) are the most significant mobility problems of the reverse commute 
travel market. This is especially true for longer distance reverse commute trips to 
west suburban Cook, DuPage and Kane counties, which collectively constitute 50 percent of 
the reverse commute travel market.  Many reverse commute trips with both origins and 
destinations within the city of Chicago do have more than one transit option, including the 
many trips destined for O'Hare International Airport and the Midway Airport area. Also, a 
limited number of reverse commute destinations are reachable directly by Metra commuter rail 
from Union Station or Ogilvie Transportation Center in downtown Chicago, or with a transfer 
downtown from other areas of the city.  For many of the more distant work trips, there are few 
westbound commuter rail access opportunities in Chicago and connecting bus service in west 
Cook county or DuPage county is very limited. Also, there is no direct transit option for 
reaching the high concentration of work destinations that are located along Cermak Road and 
the I-88 corridor, from approximately 1st Avenue in Maywood (including the Loyola 
University Medical Center) to Winfield Road in Warrenville (including Cantera).  For these more 
distant trips, expressway travel is the only viable option since arterials are heavily signalized 
with low speed limits resulting in long travel times and limiting their utility mostly to short 
distance trips. However, congestion on the Eisenhower is severe in the reverse commute 
direction during both the morning and afternoon peak periods, particularly between Central 
Avenue and Mannheim Road. 
 
The reverse commute travel market is projected to grow by 18 percent through 2030. The 
existing level of congestion on I-290 is expected to continue, as will the negative impact on 
the mobility on the reverse commute travel market. Developing suitable transit options would 
likely have the dual effect of increasing the future growth of the reverse commute market by 
increasing the accessibility of jobs in DuPage county, and reducing the congestion on the 
Eisenhower by providing an alternative mobility option to a quite sizeable travel market. 
 
3.1.3. Central DuPage 
 
The mobility of the Central DuPage travel market suffers from a very limited set of 
increasingly congested roadways, and little or no viable transit. This travel market is 
expected to grow by 22 percent by the year 2030, while the Far West DuPage travel 
market, which relies on many of the same transportation facilities, is expected to grow 
by 61 percent. Both travel markets are facing significant future decline in mobility.  
Roadway enhancements such as capacity improvements and more intensive traffic 
management strategies could improve mobility for this travel market and may be the only 
improvement suitable to the relatively dispersed, but growing number of origins from Kane 
and Will counties. Other travelers relying on the same key elements of the roadway system 
for both work and non-work travel would benefit from roadway enhancements, as well. 
For the Central DuPage travel market, the key arterials that are most critical to focus upon 
include Roosevelt Road, Butterfield Road/ 22nd Street, Ogden Avenue/Oswego Road (U.S. 34), 
and IL 53.  
 
3.1.4. South Central Cook 
 
The mobility of the South Central Cook travel market is most impaired by having only a 
small number of bus routes and long transit travel times relative to distance traveled 
when a transfer is required. While arterials provide direct connectivity between nearly 
all origins and destinations of the South Central Cook travel market, only three bus 
routes serve this travel market. Further, there are no transit options south of Cermak 
Road. Given that residents have relatively high rates of zero-automobile households, the 
low availability and time-disadvantages of transit are considerable problems. 
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Congestion on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) during peak periods decreases the 
attractiveness of this option for most automobile trips made by this travel market and 
likewise decreases the attractiveness of the DuPage Connector - a non-stop express bus 
route that operates on I-290 between Forest Park and Oak Brook.  The mobility of the 
South Central Cook travel market could be most improved by increasing transit 
options and reducing travel times for existing transit services.  
 
3.1.5 East Central DuPage 
 
Congestion on north-south roadways and lack of transit options are the most significant 
mobility problems of the East-Central DuPage travel market. Travel forecasts indicate 
that northbound work travel will increase 27 percent by 2030. This growth in travel will 
increase congestion on IL 53, I-355, and IL 83 within the East-Central DuPage market area. 
Although the I-355 extension (between I-55 and I-80) is not within this market area, the 
resulting pass-through traffic is likely to add to congestion within this travel market 
and to further impede the mobility of the East-Central DuPage travel market.  There 
are no transit options for the vast majority of work trips to provide an alternative 
mobility option for this travel market.   
 
3.1.6. Far West DuPage 
 
The Far West DuPage travel market is a geographically large travel market that is served by 
relatively few north-south and east-west roadways. Options are very limited due to the 
lack of north-south expressways and rail service, and the current objective of existing bus 
service to serve primarily the traditional commute. There are no attractive transit 
options available to the Far West DuPage travel market.  Yet with a projected growth of 61 
percent, this is the fastest growing intersuburban travel market affecting the Cook-
DuPage Corridor. The destinations of the Far West DuPage travel market are largely 
concentrated so as to result in reliance upon many of the same transportation facilities 
as the Central DuPage travel market (Travel Market 3), which is anticipated to grow by 
21 percent by the year 2030. Both travel markets are currently facing a significant 
future decline in mobility. The impact of anticipated growth in work trips and non-work 
trips on the transportation system will be dire if options aren't developed in the near future.  
While providing adequate mobility today, capacity enhancement on the following roads 
will likely be necessary to sustain the mobility of this travel market: Eola Road, Schmale 
Road/Naperville Road/Naper Boulevard and Ogden Avenue (U.S. 34). Congestion 
mitigation efforts are currently needed for IL 59 and Washington Street.  A critical 
mobility need of this travel market is to provide transit options in south DuPage and 
Will county to destinations in downtown Naperville, along Ogden Avenue and to the 
many destinations along Ferry/Warrenville and Diehl Road. 
 
3.1.7 North DuPage 
 
Congestion on east-west arterials is of growing concern and transit options are very limited 
and do not connect the major work trip origins and destinations of this travel market. The 
mobility of the North DuPage travel market relies almost exclusively on numerous east-
west and north-south arterials that form an interconnected, but widely spaced grid network, 
along with the Elgin-O'Hare Expressway. Many of the key arterial roadways also serve 
substantial freight traffic due to concentrations of light manufacturing and distribution facilities 
in this market.  Work travel in this market is expected to grow significantly, with a projected 
42% increase by 2030. The concentration of trip destination densities is projected to become 
much stronger particularly for destinations along Thorndale Avenue west of O'Hare Airport.  
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Given the short distance nature of most North DuPage work trips, roadway enhancements 
would most improve the current mobility of this travel market. Developing transit service 
that is appropriate to the overlapping short distance travel patterns of this market could 
further enhance mobility by providing an alternative to the automobile. 
 
3.1.8 North Central Cook 
 
A full range of transportation options including arterial, expressway and bus and rail transit 
options is available to commuters in the North-Central Cook travel market. There 
are several alternatives within the arterial and bus transit options as well as several bus-rail 
combinations.  Congestion is so severe on the Eisenhower Expressway in this market area, 
that this is the only travel market where the expressway option is not desirable. With the 
exception of North Avenue (IL 64) arterials are limited in capacity and do not utilize 
effective traffic control techniques. Although grid arterial networks are often assumed to offer 
a high level of mobility to automobiles and buses, the mobility offered by some key 
arterials in this travel market is significantly compromised by intersecting freight and 
commuter rail traffic.  Given the projected 26 percent growth in the North-Central Cook 
market by 2030, it is expected that existing mobility problems will remain and gradually get 
worse.  
 
3.1.9 West Central Cook 
 
The West-Central Cook travel market has a strong network of arterial roadways that 
provides excellent connectivity between origins and destinations. This travel market also has a 
bus transit option that provides nearly complete coverage of the arterial network, 
appropriate to the relatively intense, dispersed and short-distance travel patterns of 
this market.  Only a small portion of the travel market relies on bus service for work trips 
relative to the amount of service provided and to the relatively high percent of 
zero-automobile households in this travel market. This likely reflects shortcomings in the 
service in this travel market that prevent the bus transit option from being more relied 
upon.  Bus transit may not provide a feasible option for major West-Central Cook employment 
centers with round the clock and/or weekend shifts, including O'Hare, LUMC/Hines VA 
hospitals, Gottlieb Memorial Hospital, MacNeal Hospital, Morton College, and Triton College.  
Nearly all of these major employers are within the Pace service area, which provides less 
frequent and more limited hours of service than CTA bus transit. In addition, bus transit to 
jobs at Midway Airport requires West-Central Cook southbound commuters at least one, 
and in some cases, two inconvenient transfers in the same direction of travel due to CTA's 
segmentation of this bus route.   
 
3.2 Transportation Needs by Mode 
 
3.2.1 Highways and Arterials 
 
Of the various transportation system elements, arterial roadways are most heavily relied 
upon to provide mobility by the corridor’s travel markets.  The following major east-west 
arterials serve multiple travel markets including the Traditional and Reverse travel markets, 
as well as three or more Intersuburban travel markets: 


 North Avenue (IL 64) 


 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 


 IL 56/22nd Street/Cermak Road 
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 Ogden Avenue (U.S. 34) 


 Lake Street (U.S. 20) 
 
Similarly, expressways emerge as a key transportation system element in nearly all travel 
markets; the two notable exceptions are the Far West DuPage (Travel Market 6) and the 
West Central Cook travel market (Travel Market 9) that have north-south directionality and 
are not traversed by a north-south expressway. 
 
Performance of the highway network has been adversely impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes 
pass-through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets.  Congestion on I-290 further 
degrades vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alterative to 
I-290 during peak periods.  Also, closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs on key 
arterials prevail in the denser Chicago and central Cook county sections of the corridor.  
This intensely urban landscape which includes on-street parking, congested cross-streets 
and numerous curb-cuts combine to cause high travel times for bus, automobile and 
commercial traffic during peak travel periods.  Similarly, at-grade rail/highway crossings 
and conflicting signal timings contribute to poor traffic flow on arterials in the Cook county 
portions of the corridor.  Travel in the DuPage county sections of the corridor is restricted 
by high traffic volumes and discontinuous north-south arterials. 
 
3.2.2 Transit (Bus and Rail) 
 
The commuter rail and rapid transit systems are primarily relied upon to provide mobility for 
the Traditional commute travel market; and are potentially available but much less effective 
at serving Reverse and Intersuburban travel.  Key system elements for the corridor are 
Metra’s Milwaukee District West Line, Union Pacific West Line and Burlington Northern 
Santa-Fe; and the CTA’s Green Line and Blue Line.   
 
City and suburban bus service are key elements for both the Traditional and Reverse travel 
markets.  There is a fairly extensive network of bus service available for Intersuburban 
travel in the markets that span the far west and northwest sides of Chicago and the western 
suburbs of Cook county, particularly for trips made east of Harlem Avenue; however, bus is 
relied upon by a fairly small percent of these markets for their daily commute.  Bus transit 
is not widely available in the DuPage portion of the corridor as an option for travel. 
 
Transit is well optimized for the majority of traditional commute trips since these trips 
correspond to the historical suburbs-to-Chicago journey to work. However, for the more 
recent intersuburban and reverse commute trip patterns, a different picture emerges. A 
number of major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents of 
the corridor and Chicago: 1) Ferry Road, Warrenville Road, Diehl Road and Butterfield Road, 
from IL 59 to IL 53, in Warrenville, Naperville and Lisle; 2) 22nd Street/ Butterfield Road between 
Yorktown in Lombard and Oak Brook, 3) between North Avenue and Lake Street, in Addison 
and Elmhurst, 4) the Thorndale Avenue Corridor in Wood Dale and Itasca, 5) along IL 53/I-
355/I-290 Extension in Schaumburg and 6) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA 
Hospital in Maywood.  While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook county is 
generally high for many travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by operating 
boundaries, different service frequencies and inconvenient schedules. In addition, several 
key north-south CTA routes are segmented, requiring one or two transfers in the same 
direction despite a single provider. 
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4.0 Corridor Mobility Needs 
 
Transportation facilities and services are extensive in the eastern portion of the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor, where population density is also greatest. This is due in large part to the radial 
orientation of expressways and rail lines, coupled with the urbanization and settlement 
patterns that also "radiate-out" from the Chicago central area.  However over the past 
twenty years, population and employment have greatly increased in the corridor, 
particularly within DuPage county. Growth forecasts indicate that this trend will continue, 
with employment growth projected to outpace the growth in population. Neighboring Will 
and Kane counties are expected to develop rapidly in the future, although primarily in 
terms of population. The currently predominant northbound flow of travel through the 
corridor, and the predominant eastbound flow within the DuPage portion of the corridor, 
will likely increase significantly as the corridor increasingly becomes a key employment center 
for residents of the surrounding counties.  The development of the region's transportation 
system has not kept pace with the changing travel patterns and trends, with the 
notable exception of the tollway system and to a lesser extent, the regional arterial 
network. It is critical to identify where and what kind of transportation improvements will best 
sustain the mobility of the Cook-DuPage Corridor and surrounding areas into the future. 
 
The mobility issues of the corridor’s nine travel markets were assessed both independently 
and collectively, in a regional context.  Origin-destination based travel patterns, the 
availability of highway facilities and transit services, and the level and quality of service 
offered by different modes indicate that the most significant mobility issues affecting the 
Cook-DuPage Corridor are: 


Access by transit to major employment centers.  Transit currently is not an option for 
nearly all Intersuburban and Reverse Commute trips to and within DuPage.  Major 
employment destinations that are largely inaccessible by transit include: 


• Ferry Road, Diehl Road, Warrenville Road and Butterfield Road from IL 59 to IL 53, in 
Warrenville, Naperville and Lisle; 


• Butterfield Road/22nd Street between Lombard (Yorktown) and Oak Brook; 


• The area between North Avenue and Lake Street in Addison and Elmhurst; 


• The Thorndale Avenue Corridor in Wood Dale and Itasca; 


• Areas along the IL 53/I-290 Extension in Schaumburg; and  


• The Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital in Maywood. 


Service quality of I-290.  Persistent congestion in both directions on I-290 is a regional 
and corridor concern both caused by, and negatively impacting, pass-through travel and the 
Traditional, Reverse, South Central Cook, North Central Cook, and West Central Cook travel 
markets.  Congestion on I-290 further exacerbates the poor traffic flow on arterials that are 
used either routinely or incidentally as an alterative to I-290 during peak periods.  The 
efficiency of travel for automobiles, buses and commercial vehicles are all negatively 
impacted by the high level of congestion on I-290. 


Service quality of bus transit. Many corridor commute trips within or through Cook 
county require use of both CTA and Pace services to undertake the trip by bus.  From a user 
perspective, CTA/Pace service boundaries within Cook county result in inconsistent 
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frequencies and hours of service, same direction transfers, and poorly timed (uncoordinated) 
transfers.  In addition, a few key north-south routes have been inconveniently segmented, 
requiring one or two transfers in the same direction despite a single provider. 


Service quality of arterials.  Poor arterial traffic flow affects bus, automobile and 
commercial traffic.  Stop-and-go travel due to closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs 
on key arterials, particularly in Chicago and central Cook county, lead to high travel times 
for commuters during peak hours. The inefficient stop-and-go traffic flow is further 
exacerbated by on-street parking and vehicle turning movements into/out of driveways.  At-
grade rail/highway crossings and conflicting (uncoordinated) traffic signal timing contribute 
to poor traffic flow particularly on arterials in Cook county.  Meanwhile, travel on arterials in 
the DuPage county sections of the corridor is mainly restricted by high traffic volumes and 
relatively few continuous arterials due to the dissolution of the urban arterial grid.  The 
arterial grid is least present/least dense in the western half of DuPage county, where the 
corridor’s highest population and employment growth rates are predicted for the year 2030.   


The above four major corridor mobility problems warrant a coordinated, multimodal 
approach by regional planning bodies, local officials and transportation service providers in 
developing potential solutions.  There is a critical need to focus upon intersuburban and 
reverse commute access to major employment centers of the Cook-DuPage travel markets 
in developing potential major transportation investments in the Cook-DuPage Corridor, 
particularly to major employment centers.  Reducing congestion on I-290 is a second 
important corridor and regional issue that would necessitate a major investment in order to 
solve particularly in conjunction with developing potential new transit and multimodal 
options to serve work trips to major corridor employment centers. 
 
At the same time, a system-wide approach to addressing traffic flow problems and transit 
coordination issues is critical to affect a meaningful level of improvement.  Any new Corridor 
transportation investment proposal considered should strive to improve (and at a minimum, 
maintain) the current levels of bus and arterial service quality. 
 
5.0 Goals and Objectives 
 
Goals and objectives articulate the desired end-state and are the basis for evaluation 
measures that assess how well potential transportation system improvement options 
address corridor mobility needs.  The following goals and objectives will serve as direction 
setting principles for the development and evaluation of transportation options, and will be 
taken collectively in the development and consideration of options. 
 


GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR CORRIDOR MOBILITY OPTIONS 
Goals Objectives 


Objective 1. Maximize transit access to identified Corridor employment 
centers for current and future Reverse commuters. 


Objective 2. Maximize access to additional potential places of 
employment. 


Objective 3. Maximize connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future 
origin density. 


Objective 4. Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping 
Corridor travel markets. 


Objective 5. Maximize opportunity to serve non-work trips. 
Objective 6. Maximize benefit to users of existing multimodal 


transportation system. 


Goal 1 Develop Feasible Transit 
Options for Reverse 
Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


Objective 7. Minimize the number of transfers. 
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR CORRIDOR MOBILITY OPTIONS (Cont’d) 


Goals Objectives 
Objective 1. Maximize transit access to identified Corridor employment 


centers for current and future the commuters of 
Intersuburban travel markets. 


Objective 2. Maximize access to additional potential places of 
employment. 


Objective 3. Maximize connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future 
origin density. 


Objective 4. Maximize opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping 
Corridor travel markets. 


Objective 5. Maximize opportunity to serve non-work trips. 
Objective 6. Maximize benefit to users of existing multimodal 


transportation system. 


Goal 2 Develop Feasible  
Transit Options for 
Intersuburban 
Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment 
Centers 


Objective 7. Minimize the number of transfers. 
Objective 1. Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) 


for auto and transit users. 
Objective 2. Reduce travel times on other key transportation system 


elements (facilities and services) relied upon by 
Intersuburban and Reverse commuters.  


Objective 3. Minimize adverse impacts on users of the existing 
multimodal transportation system. 


Objective 4. Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-vehicle trips. 
Objective 5. Maximize traffic/transportation management techniques 


and technology strategies. 


Goal 3 Improve Roadway and 
Transit Service Quality 
in I-290 Travel Corridor 


Objective 6. Improve travel experience and safety of transportation 
system users. 


Objective 1. Minimize adverse impacts on and promote positive 
benefits to existing communities, neighborhoods and 
people. 


Objective 2. Enhance economic development/redevelopment 
opportunities. 


Objective 3. Consider extent of and minimize adverse impacts of land 
acquisition. 


Goal 4 Maximize Community 
and Corridor Benefits 


Objective 4. Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards 
(supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and 
preferences). 


Objective 1. Maximize use of and integration with regional 
transportation system. 


Objective 2. Ensure consistency with regional goals presented in the 
2030 RTP and 2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


Objective 3. Minimize negative impacts on environmental justice 
communities/populations. 


Goal 5 Maximize Regional 
Benefits 


Objective 4. Maximize access to disadvantaged 
communities/populations. 


Objective 1. Ensure all applicable air quality standards are met. 
Objective 2. Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to wetlands, 


floodplains, and critical habitats. 
Objective 3. Minimize operating noise and vibration levels. 


Goal 6 Minimize Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 


Objective 4. Avoid / minimize adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, 
historic properties and open space. 


Objective 1. Maximize system value by balancing costs and benefits. 
Objective 2. Minimize construction costs. 
Objective 3. Minimize long term operating costs. 
Objective 4. Maximize potential benefits. 


Goal 7 
 


Maximize Cost 
Effectiveness 


Objective 5. Maximize compatibility with and capacity of existing, 
local, state, and federal funding sources for both capital 
and operating costs. 


Table 5.1: Goals and Objectives for Mobility Options 
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6.0 Conclusion 
 
This preliminary statement of purpose and need has been developed early in the corridor 
planning process.  It establishes the problems to be addressed, the goals and objectives for 
which transportation improvement options will be developed and the framework through 
which potential solutions will be evaluated and compared.  This document describes the 
major travel markets of the Cook DuPage Corridor, the transportation system that exists 
today to serve the current travel patterns, and future growth projections developed by the 
Chicago Area Transportation Study and the Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission.   
 
With this document, the RTA presents a shared understanding of the need for potential 
major investment(s) in the Cook DuPage Corridor and the intended purpose for which 
alternative improvement options - including both capital and non-capital improvements – 
are to be developed as part of this study.  This document can further serve as a foundation 
for, but it is not intended to serve as, a formal State of Purpose and Need required by the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of a draft environmental impact statement 
for a specific, proposed action. 
 
This preliminary statement of purpose and need enables the Regional Transportation 
Authority (RTA) and the many participants in this planning process to incorporate 
community, corridor and regional considerations into the development of potential 
transportation improvement options.  It provides the basis for 1) developing and evaluating 
alternative options to address the unmet mobility needs of intersuburban and reverse 
commuters in the Cook DuPage Corridor, and 2) decision making in the Options Feasibility 
study phase regarding recommended actions to be carried forward for further study.  
 
This statement of purpose and need for Cook DuPage Corridor mobility improvements is 
preliminary.  The RTA encourages an open dialogue and anticipates revising this document 
with the insights of citizens, local officials and transportation professionals, as well as our 
continued learning from the corridor planning process.  
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1.0 Overview  
 
The options evaluation methodology will be used to assess how well potential transportation 
system improvement options address corridor mobility problems; and to highlight for 
decision-makers the strengths and weaknesses of each option.  A two stage evaluation 
process will be used in which increasingly detailed and comprehensive performance 
measures are applied to a decreasing number of options identified as the best potential 
transportation system improvements. 
 
First, the Level I screening will be used to evaluate a relatively large group of conceptual 
options and eliminate from further consideration those that are not reasonable for 
addressing the purpose and need for corridor mobility improvements.  The basis for the 
evaluation is the Statement of Purpose and Need, or corridor transportation improvements 
translated to a set of goals and objectives.  The evaluation criteria take the form of goals for 
potential transportation improvement options; each goal is further defined by a set of 
specific objectives.  A metric (quantitative performance score) or a qualitative performance 
score is then defined for a set of performance measures related to each objective.  Scoring 
of transportation improvement options, against each objective, establishes the extent to 
which a given option supports or does not support an objective and its related goal.  Based 
upon the Corridor’s approved purpose and need and upon a comprehensive slate of goals 
and objectives for potential improvement options, appropriate performance measures are 
then developed and each conceptual option is then evaluated according to the procedures 
described below.  In the example presented subsequently in this document, the relationship 
of performance measures to the objectives is illustrated as is the relationship of 
performance objectives to the transportation improvement option goals, which they define.   
 
Next, the Level II screening process will be applied to the reduced set of detailed options 
advanced from the analysis of the larger number of conceptual options analyzed in the Level 
I screening process. 


 
2.0 Development of Performance Measures 
 
A preliminary list of performance measures will be identified based on the goals and 
objectives for potential improvements.  The intent is that each of the performance measures 
will provide a relative indication of how well an option performs with respect to a particular 
goal and relative to the other options under consideration. Performance measures will be 
defined, ideally, so that a quantitative metric may be established; however, some measures 
must be qualitative (e.g., good, moderate, poor) requiring the use of professional judgment 
by stakeholders and by project planners and engineers.  The set of performance measures 
will constitute one axis of the evaluation matrix, with the transportation options that are 
being considered constituting the other axis.  This matrix is a tool used to evaluate the 
performance of each of the options relative to the goals and objectives.  Typically, one or 
more performance measures will be used to score an option relative to each objective.   
 
A one-for-one relationship exists between each performance measure, and the specific 
transportation system development objective associated with that performance measure.  
In the evaluation methodology, this precise relationship of performance measures and the 
objective associated with each grouping of performance measures is clear.  The 
performance measures (that collectively provide the quantitative scores for evaluating the 
performance of a given option) permit the assessment of the extent to which that option 
solves defined corridor mobility problems.  Such metrics span the range of concerns (such 
as environmental justice, improvement of air quality, access to employment centers, travel 
times, and cost effectiveness).  
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A listing of each of the proposed goals and objectives is found below in Table 1: 
 
Table 1: Goals and Objectives 


 
Goals Objectives 


1 
Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment 
centers for current and future Reverse commuters. 


2 Increase access to additional potential places of employment. 


3 
Increase connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future origin 
density. 


4 
Increase opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor 
travel markets. 


5 
Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and non-work 
trips. 


6 
Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation 
system. 


1 
Increase Availability and Efficiency of 
Transit for Reverse Commuters to 
Major Suburban Employment Centers 


7 Reduce the number of transfers. 


1 
Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment 
centers for current and future commuters of Intersuburban 
travel markets. 


2 Increase access to additional potential places of employment. 


3 
Maximize connectivity between employment centers and 
residential locations of significant existing and future origin 
density. 


4 
Increase e opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor 
travel markets. 


5 
Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and non-work 
trips. 


6 
Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation 
system. 


2 


Increase Availability and Efficiency of 
Transit for Intersuburban Commuters 
to Major Suburban Employment 
Centers 


7 Reduce the number of transfers. 


1 
Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) for 
auto and transit users. 


2 
Reduce travel times on other key transportation system 
elements (facilities and services) relied upon by Intersuburban 
and Reverse commuters. 


3 
Reduce adverse impacts on users of the existing multimodal 
transportation system. 


4 Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-vehicle trips. 


5 
Increase use of traffic / transportation management techniques 
and technology strategies. 


3 
Improve Roadway and Transit 
Service Quality in I-290 Travel 
Corridor 


6 
Improve travel experience and safety of transportation system 
users. 


1 
Reduce adverse impacts on and promote positive benefits on 
existing communities, neighborhoods and people. 


2 Enhance economic development / redevelopment opportunities. 


3 
Consider extent of and minimize adverse impacts of land 
acquisition. 


4 
Increase Community and Corridor 
Benefits 


4 
Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards 
(supplemental criteria that reflect shared local values and 
preferences). 


1 
Increase use of and integration with regional transportation 
system. 


2 
Ensure consistency with regional goals presented in the 2030 
RTP and 2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


3 
Reduce negative impacts on environmental justice communities 
/ populations. 


5 Increase Regional Benefits 


4 Increase access to disadvantaged communities / populations. 
1 Ensure all applicable air quality standards are met. 


2 
Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to wetlands, floodplains, and 
critical habitats. 


6 Reduce Adverse Environmental 
Impacts 


3 Reduce operating noise and vibration levels. 
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4 
Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, historic 
properties and open spaces. 


1 Increase system value by balancing costs and benefits. 
2 Reduce construction costs. 
3 Reduce long-term operating costs. 
4 Increase potential benefits. 7 Increase Cost Effectiveness 


5 
Increase compatibility with and capacity of existing, local, state, 
and federal funding sources for both capital and operating 
costs. 


 
3.0 Application of Scoring Methodology 
 
Quantitative procedures for conducting the evaluation of options are described in sub-
sections 3.1 and 3.2 
 
3.1 Level I Screening 
 
The screening of conceptual options will be conducted through an objective evaluation 
process. A number of data sources will be utilized to provide the necessary information to 
complete the evaluation.  These sources include but are not limited to: existing Geographic 
Information System (GIS) data, US Census Bureau data, and the professional expertise of 
project engineers and planners. Field reconnaissance will supplement these existing data 
sources where additional information is necessary. 
 
Where quantitative evaluation is possible (i.e. a metric exists such as the number of 
residential displacements required by an option or the number of grade crossings required), 
evaluations will be based on the relative difference between the score for each conceptual 
option within each performance measure. The relative differences between the conceptual 
options will be converted to a 1.0 -10.0 scale by interpolating the evaluation measure based 
on the best and worst performers, and then correlating that interpolated value to a rating 
between 1.0 and 10.0. The poorest performer (or performers) for each performance 
measure will be given a rating of 1.0 and the best performer(s) will be given a rating of 
10.0. The remaining alternatives will be assigned an interpolated rating based upon how 
well each performs relative to the best and worst performers.  
 
Where quantitative evaluation is not possible, a qualitative evaluation approach will be 
utilized. This methodology includes performance measures generating a relative response of 
“Good,” “Moderate” or “Poor.” “Good” responses will be given a rating of 10.0, “moderate” 
responses a 5.0, and “poor” responses a 1.0.  For example, a high level of constructability, 
indicating that an alternative can be built with relative ease, would be given a “good” or 
10.0, whereas a significant level of (negative) impacts on street capacity would result in a 
designation of “poor” or a score of 1.0. 
 
As the evaluations are completed and tabulated, the average overall scores for each of the 
objectives will be calculated.  Then the average scores for all objectives will be calculated, 
which will yield an average score for the goal.  These scores will be summed and the 
conceptual options with the highest overall scores will be recommended for more intense 
analysis in the Level II screening of detailed options. 
 
3.2 Level II Screening 
 
The Level II screening process employs precisely the same methodology described above 
for Level I screening.  The detailed options being evaluated in Level II screening will be 
defined and analyzed in much greater detail than that possible for the more numerous set of 
conceptual options in the Level I screening.  Accordingly, metrics quantifying the 
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performance of these detailed options will be more refined than the metrics employed in the 
Level I screening process.  The procedure for translating qualitative evaluation into a score 
for use in the evaluation matrix is the same for Level II screening as described above in 
Level I screening. 
 
This process of evaluating each detailed option with respect to each performance measure 
will be replicated for each of the goals and the resulting weighted scores will be summarized 
for each detailed option. The highest overall weighted scores will reflect the best performing 
detailed options.  The best of the detailed options will either be a) further refined or b) 
recommended to the Policy Committee for advancing into the Alternatives Analysis (AA) 
phase of the study. 
 
4.0 Example Evaluation of Options 
 
An example of the evaluation of six options: A, B, C, X, Y, and Z, is presented below.  Each 
option is evaluated with respect to the four objectives that comprise Goal No. 4, “Maximize 
Community and Corridor Benefits.”  The example dataset and results are shown in Table 2.  
The best options in each performance measure are highlighted for clarity. 
 
Table 2: Example Scoring Matrix 
 


 
 
The score for each of the eight performance measures are summed and averaged for each 
option.  The results of the scoring for Goal No. 4 are shown in Table 3 below. 
 
Table 3: Example Scoring Results 


 


Option 
Total 
Score 


Average 
Score 


  Ranking 


A 54.7 6.8   1 
B 49.3 6.2   2 
C 39.5 4.9   5 


 
Page 4 of 5 
 







Evaluation Methodology and Options Evaluation Matrix 
 


 
Page 5 of 5 
 


X 42.2 5.3   4 
Y 48.7 6.1   3 
Z 33.5 4.2   6 


 
 
This process would be replicated for each of the goals and the resulting averages would be 
summed.  The highest overall total averages would identify the best performing options.  
These highest performing options will be recommended to the Committees for further 
refinement or for advancing into the Alternatives Analysis (AA) phase of the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor study. 
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1.0 Overview of Cook DuPage Corridor Study and Public Involvement  
 


1.1 Cook DuPage Corridor Study Overview 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor Study is a multi-modal planning effort lead by the 
Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) to identify the most effective and desired 
transportation solutions to improve mobility in this heavily-traveled portion of our 
region.   
 
With a year 2000 population of 1.1 million and nearly 750,000 jobs, the Cook 
DuPage Corridor generates a significant share of the region’s travel.  Its 
transportation system provides key linkages between communities in DuPage 
County, western Cook County communities and the city of Chicago.  Additionally, a 
number of major activity centers attract workers from throughout northeastern 
Illinois.  The Corridor area proper includes all or portions of more than fifty 
municipalities and is approximately centered on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) 
and the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88).  
 
1.2 Importance of Public Involvement 
 
The public should have a voice 
in decisions that affect their 
lives and how public dollars will 
be invested in the future. Public 
input in the transportation 
planning process leads to 
better, more informed decisions 
about alternative futures and 
ultimately, a more broadly 
supported program of public 
investment.   
 
The purpose of this public involvement plan is to clearly describe the RTA’s public 
involvement and communications goals for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, 
regulatory requirements for public involvement, public input and communications 
techniques and how they will be implemented, a schedule of activities, and a process 
for evaluating plan effectiveness.  The plan is intended insure consistency throughout 
all levels of the transportation planning process.  As such, the public involvement 
program for the Cook DuPage Corridor will enable the general public, government 
agencies, businesses and other stakeholders, to receive background and technical 
information in order to provide meaningful input to the RTA during the planning 
process.   
 
There are six elements included in the Public Involvement Plan: 
 


1. Clearly defined purpose and objectives for initiating public dialogue on 
transportation improvement options; 


2. Specific identification of the affected public and other stakeholder groups;  
3. Identification of techniques for engaging the public in the transportation 


planning process; 
4. Notification procedures that target potentially affected groups; 


Real public involvement and community relations 
are good policy, and in times of tightening budgets 


and mounting safety concerns, good business.   
Whether it’s called public involvement, community 
relations or just good government, the task is the 
same.  Start a dialogue and then spend as much 


time as possible listening. 
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5. Education and assistance techniques that result in accurate and full public 
understanding of transportation and related issues; and 


6. Measurable actions that demonstrate that decision makers seriously 
consider public input. 


 
1.3 Structure of the Public Involvement Plan 
 
This Public Involvement Plan is divided into seven parts.  Section 1.0 provides an 
overview of the intent of the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  Section 2.0 describes the 
policy requirements that apply to public involvement programs for transportation 
planning studies and projects.  Section 3.0 outlines the four-step process that will be 
used to develop and implement the public involvement program.  Section 4.0 
summarizes the specific public involvement techniques developed to create an open 
and flowing community dialogue that will help shape the future of transportation in 
the Cook DuPage Corridor.  Section 5.0 depicts the implementation schedule for each 
major public involvement task.  Section 6.0 lists the performance measures that will 
be used to determine the level of public participation in the planning process.  
Finally, Section 7.0 reiterates the RTA’s commitment and approach to public 
involvement.  
 


2.0 Policy Requirements for Public Involvement 
 


Public input is a general policy requirement of all government bodies.  Although there 
are no federal, regional, or local requirements for public input specific to corridor 
planning or subregional planning studies, the public input and communication 
strategies for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will consider and be consistent with 
the local, state, regional and federal requirements, guidelines and practices for public 
participation, as defined in the following sections. 
 
2.1 Regional 
 
Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
RTA public involvement policies relate to the development of the annual budget of 
the RTA and its three service boards. The Cook DuPage Corridor is one of several 
corridor planning studies undertaken by the RTA; it is the practice of the RTA to 
develop a public outreach process specific to each corridor study. 
 
The RTA public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor study will provide 
for varied and meaningful opportunities for public participation.  The RTA will strive 
to acknowledge receipt of, review, and act upon written comments in a timely 
fashion.  All written comments will be posted on the project website: www.cook-
dupagecorridor.com and a summary of how comments were considered will be 
presented as well. 


 
Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) 
 
Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) is the Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(MPO) for northeastern Illinois and is subject to public involvement requirements 
related to, among its other MPO responsibilities, the development of the official Long 
Range Transportation Plan for the region.  CATS’ current Public Involvement Plan 
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was most recently updated in conjunction with the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan 
for northeastern Illinois, published in October 2003.  It’s intent is to increase public 
awareness and participation while widening the range of voices and views in the 
planning process.  
 
Within its Public Involvement Plan, CATS defined the following core values for its 
“Partners in Progress” public participation efforts: 


 The public should have input in decisions about actions that affect their lives. 
 Public participation includes the promise that the public's contribution will be 


considered and evaluated in the decision-making process. 
 The public participation process communicates the interests and considers the 


needs of all participants. 
 The public participation process seeks out and facilitates involvement of those 


potentially affected.  
 The public participation process involves participants in determining how they 


participate.  
 The public participation process provides participants with the information 


they need to participate in a meaningful way. 
 The public participation process communicates to participants how their input 


was considered. 
 
CATS utilizes the following communication tools to inform, educate and involve the 
public in transportation decision making: Internet, CATS mailing list, telephone 
hotline, annual open house, educational videos, mass media, CATS publications and 
educational activities for young people. 
 
Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 
 
The Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) is the official comprehensive 
planning agency for six counties -- Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry, and Will -- 
that form the greater Chicago metropolitan area.  The Commission was formed by 
act of the Illinois General Assembly in 1957, with a mandate to provide the region 
with comprehensive planning and forecasts of population, employment, and other 
socio-economic indicators.  Common Ground, NIPC's planning process for the 
development of the 2040 Regional Framework Plan, included extensive and broad 
outreach largely through public meetings across the six-county region, as well as 
newsletters and a project website.  
 
2.2   State 
 
Although not necessarily applicable to committees overseeing a specific corridor 
planning study, the RTA believes in the underlying philosophy of the State of Illinois 
Open Meetings Act (5 ILCS 120/1-120/6) and intends to carry out the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study consistent with its intent.  All committee meetings will be open to the 
public and meeting notices will be posted at the RTA and at the respective meeting 
locations (if off-site) within 48 hours of every meeting.  A regular meeting schedule 
will be established for each committee and posted on the project website: 
www.cook-dupagecorridor.com. 
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2.3 Federal 
 
The Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration regulations 
provide clear guidance on metropolitan planning processes in 23 CFR 450.  Specific 
reference to public involvement is made in section 450.322(c).  It states that there 
must be adequate opportunity for public officials, elected officials, agency 
representatives, citizens and other interested parties to be involved in the 
development of the Joint Transportation Plan.  The procedures stipulate that 
involvement take place in the early stages of the plan development process.  The 
procedures also require publication and availability of the plan for public review and 
comment. 
 
Executive Order 12898 defines Environmental Justice as the fair treatment and 
meaningful involvement of all people – regardless of race, ethnicity, income or 
education level.  The law further states that each federal agency shall make 
achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its 
plans and programs on these populations.   
 
Public involvement associated with the development of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Study will be consistent with the regional, state and federal policies described above. 


3.0 Four-Step Public Involvement Process 
 


The public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will be 
developed and implemented using a proven, 4-step process: 
 
Step 1 Develop a set of specific goals for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


public involvement plan.   
 


Goal 1.   Public Awareness and Education.  The RTA will seek to raise public 
awareness and understanding of the economic vitality, quality of life, 
residential/commercial land-use balance, and multi-modal transportation 
challenges of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 


Goal 2. Public Input and Community Dialogue.  The RTA will provide the public with 
early, ongoing, and meaningful opportunities for involvement in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Study process. 


Goal 3. Public and Stakeholder Outreach.  The RTA will maintain timely contact with 
the general public, government agencies, business owners, and other key 
stakeholders throughout the planning process.   


Goal 4. Environmental Justice.  The RTA will identify and involve traditionally 
underserved communities (those with high concentrations of minority, low-
income, elderly or disabled groups) in the transportation planning process. 


  
Step 2 Identify the people to be reached and assess their needs.   


 
Individuals, commuters, business owners, and community leaders 
concerned about the social, economic and transportation conditions within 
the corridor are all stakeholders of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  To 
guide the public participation process, the RTA has initially identified the 
following list of potential stakeholders (not all-inclusive) to provide input 
into the development of transportation solutions for the corridor: 
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General 


Description 
Name of Group 


Business 
Interests 


Business Leaders for Transportation 


Chicago Metropolis 2020 


Chicagoland Chamber of Commerce 


Addison Assoc. of Industry & Commerce 


Bartlett Chamber of Commerce 


Bensenville Chamber of Commerce 


Bloomingdale Chamber of Commerce 


Carol Stream Chamber of Commerce & Industry 


Darien Chamber of Commerce 


Downers Grove Area Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Elk Grove Chamber 


Elmhurst Chamber of Commerce 


Glen Ellyn Chamber of Commerce 


Glendale Heights Chamber of Commerce 


Greater Aurora Chamber of Commerce 


Greater Oak Brook Chamber of Commerce 


Lisle Area Chamber of Commerce 


Lombard Area Chamber of Commerce 


Naperville Area Chamber of Commerce 


Northwest Suburban Alliance for Commerce and Industry 


Roselle Chamber of Commerce & Industry 


Villa Park Chamber of Commerce 


West Chicago Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


West Suburban Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Westmont Chamber of Commerce 


Wheaton Chamber of Commerce 


Willowbrook/Burr Ridge Chamber of Commerce 


Winfield Chamber of Commerce 


Wood Dale Chamber of Commerce 


Woodridge Chamber of Commerce  
Workforce 


Boards 
Chicago Work Force Board 


Cook County Workforce Investment Board 


DuPage Workforce Board 


The Workforce Board of Northern Cook County  
Municipalities 


/ Counties 
City of Aurora 


City of Berwyn 


City of Chicago 


City of Countryside 


City of Elmhurst 


City of Naperville 


City of Oakbrook Terrace 


City of Warrenville 


City of West Chicago 


City of Wheaton 


City of Wood Dale 


Town of Cicero 
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General 
Description 


Name of Group 


Village of Addison 


Village of Bartlett 


Village of Bellwood 


Village of Bensenville 


Village of Berkeley 


Village of Bloomingdale 


Village of Broadview 


Village of Brookfield 


Village of Carol Stream 


Village of Clarendon Hills 


Village of Downers Grove 


Village of Elmwood Park 


Village of Forest Park 


Village of Franklin Park 


Village of Glen Ellyn 


Village of Glendale Heights 


Village of Hanover Park 


Village of Hillside 


Village of Hinsdale 


Village of Itasca 


Village of LaGrange 


Village of LaGrange Park 


Village of Lisle 


Village of Lombard 


Village of Maywood 


Village of Melrose Park 


Village of North Riverside 


Village of Oak Brook 


Village of Oak Park 


Village of River Forest 


Village of River Grove 


Village of Riverside 


Village of Roselle 


Village of Stone Park 


Village of Villa Park 


Village of Wayne 


Village of Westchester 


Village of Western Springs 


Village of Westmont 


Village of Winfield 


County of Cook 


County of DuPage 


DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 


West Central Municipal Conference 


North Central Council of Mayors 
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General 
Description 


Name of Group 


Regional / 
State / 
Federal 


Agencies and 
Transportation 


System 
Operators 


Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) 


Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) 


Environmental Protection Agency 


Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 


Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 


Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), Division of Highways (District 1) 


IDOT, Division of Intermodal and Public Transportation 


IDOT, Office of Planning & Programming 


Illinois State Toll Highway Authority (ISTHA) 


Metra 


Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 


Pace  
Visitor 


Bureaus 
Chicago Convention and Tourism Bureau 


Chicago Plus Regional Tourism Development Office 


Downers Grove Tourism & Events 


DuPage Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Greater Woodfield Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Lisle Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Naperville Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Oak Park Area Convention and Visitors Bureau  
Environmental 


/ Special 
Interest 
Groups 


Chicagoland Environmental Network 


American Lung Association of Metro Chicago 


Openlands Project 


Environmental Law and Policy Center 


Illinois Sierra Club  
Civic Groups Center for Neighborhood Technology 


Chicago Urban League 


Chicagoland Bicycle Federation 


Citizens for Appropriate Transportation 


The Civic Federation 


DuPage Senior Citizens Council 


Easter Seals - DuPage 


Easter Seals Metropolitan Chicago 


League of Illinois Bicyclists 


League of Women Voters of Illinois 


Metropolitan Planning Council 


Ray Graham Association 


Southwest Suburban Center on Aging 


United Way of Metropolitan Chicago 


Westside Health Authority  
Field-Related 
Professional 


Organizations 
and 


Associations 


American Planning Association - Chicago Metro Chapter 


American Institute of Architects 


IL Society of Professional Engineers, Chicago Chapter 


IL Society of Professional Engineers, DuKane Chapter 


Urban Land Institute Chicago District Council  
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Again, this list is not all-inclusive; the Cook DuPage Corridor Stakeholder 
list will be further developed throughout the duration of the study.   


 
Step 3 Determine the appropriate public involvement techniques.   


 
After identifying key stakeholder groups, including the general public, the 
next step is to determine the appropriate public involvement techniques 
that meet the expectations of each stakeholder group.  This matching of 
expectations and techniques is illustrated in the table below: 


 
Stakeholder 


Category 
Expectations Appropriate Techniques 


Very 
Engaged 


 Expect to participate in 
decision-making 


 Stakeholder Interviews 
 Direct Mailings  
 Workshops 
 Public Meetings 
 Policy & Technical Committees 
 Focus Groups 


Mobilized  Expect that you will listen to 
their issues 


 Expect that you will stop or 
modify the study to deal with 
their issues 


 Direct Mailings  
 Public Meetings 
 Public Comment Forms 
 Fact Sheet/Newsletters 
 Website  
 Media Outreach 
 Focus Groups 


Armchair  Expect to hear about the study 
through the “usual” channels 


 Website Page 
 Public Information materials 
 Media Outreach 


Not 
Interested 


 Expect easy access to 
information 


 Expect you will come to them, 
if appropriate 


 Media Outreach 


 
The techniques vary in strengths, weaknesses, costs, and abilities to reach 
people.  The most significant distinction between the techniques is 
whether it is used to inform or involve the public.  When strategically 
combined, the result is a public involvement program that is broad and 
inclusive, seeks out the public and works hard to create forums for 
information exchange.  


 
Step 4 Design and implement a Public Involvement Plan (PIP).    


 
This PIP directly supports the goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, 
includes techniques that are expected to engage and inform the general 
public and key stakeholders, and is flexible enough to respond to changes 
as the study develops.   
 


The next section provides a detailed explanation of the selected public involvement 
techniques and is followed by an implementation schedule and performance 
measures for each major activity.  
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4.0 Public Involvement Techniques 
 
4.1 Public Involvement and Communications Plan 
 
With this document, the RTA has developed a Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan for the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  The plan includes a 
description of public involvement and communications goals, regulatory requirements 
for public involvement, public involvement and communications techniques and how 
they will be implemented, process for evaluating plan effectiveness (quantitative and 
qualitative performance measures), and schedule of activities.  Additional methods 
and media avenues for outreach to non-English speaking populations will be further 
explored.  The Public Involvement Plan will be posted on the study website 
(www.cook-dupagecorridor.com) and available at the public scoping meeting for 
further input.  The plan will be revised based on comments received. 
 
4.2 Website 
 
The RTA will develop, host and maintain a special website at www.cook-
dupagecorridor.com that will enable people to get and give information when they 
want it – reading, commenting and downloading project documents at a time of their 
choice.  The RTA will regularly update the website with current study information, 
documents and a calendar of public events.  The website will include an electronic 
comment form that if used to submit comments, will automatically notify the 
commenter of the RTA’s receipt of comment.  The website will also include 
information on how to submit comments via US Mail and e-mail.  The RTA will 
acknowledge receipt of comments in the form that they were received and will make 
every effort to convert non-electronically submitted comments into pdf format in a 
timely fashion to be posted on the website.  A summary of key themes and how 
public comments were considered will be available on the website, as well. 
 
4.3 Newsletters 
 
Newsletters are essential public information materials that will provide 
straightforward information to the public and key stakeholders about the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Study.  The newsletters will contain up-to-date project information 
allowing the reader to follow the technical steps of the study and to understand how 
decisions are being made.  The newsletters will be written in a clear, concise, user-
friendly and appropriate language and will be widely distributed to the study mailing 
list and various corridor committees.  The newsletters will also tell people how to 
make comments, get more involved, or get on the mailing list.  Renderings, 
simplified diagrams and other visual tools will be included in the newsletters to 
communicate information in different ways and increase understanding of technical 
information.  Ultimately, the newsletters will demonstrate that the RTA understands 
and values communication with the public and its planning partners.   
 
 When the Corridor study is complete, the RTA will develop a final newsletter that will 
clearly define the fundamental elements of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study including 
the public involvement process; study goals and strategies; land use, growth and 
community development issues; details on the Locally Preferred Alternative(s); and 
implementation plan.   
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4.4 Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
 
Three committees have been established to provide guidance to the RTA throughout 
the Options Feasibility and Alternatives Analysis phases of study: 1) Policy 
Committee, 2) Technical Committee and 3) Citizen Advisory Committee.   
 
The Policy Committee is the executive group for the study and is comprised of 
elected officials from municipal and county governments in the Cook DuPage 
Corridor, including the city of Chicago. The responsibilities of the Policy Committee 
members are to: 


 Offer policy recommendations and guide the development of the study,  
 Receive and assess reports on progress and schedule,  
 Coordinate with others from their respective government bodies and 


organizations,  
 Provide oversight of major activities associated with the study, and 
 Select and recommend to the RTA and the Metropolitan Planning 


Organization (MPO) the Locally-Preferred Alternative which results from 
the Cook DuPage Corridor Alternatives Analysis.  


 
The Technical Committee will provide high level technical guidance to the RTA and 
Policy Committee.  The primary responsibilities of this committee are to: 


 provide needed data  
 shape goals, objectives and evaluation criteria 
 review major work products and findings  
 ensure coordination with other regional transportation planning activities.  


 
The Citizen Advisory Committee will provide additional guidance to the RTA and 
Policy Committee from a citizen perspective.  This committee will be comprised of 
business or public interests and concerns and will provide additional input into the 
transportation decision-making process for this study.  Primary responsibilities of this 
committee are to: 


 Monitor the effectiveness of outreach strategies, including this public 
involvement plan 


 Help identify populations needing special or additional outreach 
 Provide input on goals and objectives 
 Promote public awareness and public participation 
 Assist in the dissemination of public materials, when possible 


 
Additional working groups focusing on specific tasks or topical issues may be 
developed. 
 
4.5 Mailing List 
 
The RTA will maintain a comprehensive contact list/database of individuals, 
communities, businesses, environmental and other interested parties.  The list will 
build upon the existing list of known stakeholders and will be expanded from the 
initial scoping meetings, focus groups, and stakeholder interviews, to name just a 
few sources.  The RTA will continue to expand the list to reach traditionally under-
represented populations, such as seniors, disabled, low-income neighborhoods, 
minorities and transit dependent.   
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An “Interested Parties” non-member mailing list will be maintained for each of the 
Corridor committees to ensure that meeting agendas and materials are provided to 
any interested individual or organization at the same time that meeting materials are 
provided to committee members.  Meeting materials will also be posted on the 
Corridor website approximately one week in advance of every meeting. 
 
4.6 Options Phase Kick-Off 
 
The Options Kick-Off Meeting will be the first meeting of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Policy Committee and Technical committees.  The meeting will accomplish several 
objectives: 
 


 To introduce the purpose, schedule, approach, and goals of the Cook-
DuPage Corridor study; to provide study background information, and to 
describe how it fits into the regional transportation planning process;   


 To outline the roles and responsibilities of the various committees involved 
in the study and how these committees will work together; 


 To create a forum for open discussion with other interested stakeholders 
to identify and discuss common transportation issues and related 
concerns; and  


 To identify the most pressing issues that must be addressed in order to 
create viable transportation solutions for the corridor. 


 
4.7 Scoping Meetings 
 
The RTA will facilitate two rounds of scoping meetings (2 meetings per round) in 
different locations within and/or adjacent to the Corridor.  The RTA will invite the 
general public as well as the diverse set of interests including neighborhoods, 
transportation/transit, business/commerce, all levels of government, economic and 
community development, historic preservation, environmental, and a host of others.  
to attend.  
 
The initial scoping meetings will be held early in the Options Feasibility phase of 
Study to inform interested stakeholders of the purpose, schedule, public participation 
opportunities and goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  The meetings will also 
solicit public input on current transportation conditions, potential improvement 
options, mobility needs and vision for the Corridor.   
 
The subsequent round of meetings will be held early in the Alternatives Analysis 
phase of the study to develop and gauge reactions to the specific options that are 
anticipated to undergo detailed analysis in this final phase of the corridor study. 
 
To document the scoping effort, the RTA will prepare a Scoping Summary Report of 
all public involvement information, materials and public comments from each round 
of scoping meetings. The report will also document the scoping process, the 
comments received, and the issues raised that need to be considered during the 
Alternatives Analysis phase of the study. 
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4.8 Special Meetings and Workshops 
   
Additional public meetings and activities may be organized and convened by the RTA 
to enhance input on special topics, to increase awareness or to gauge the public’s 
preference with regard to general study direction.  However, the RTA does not wish 
to overtax the public with events requiring in-person participation and considers it 
preferable to first consider a range of other strategies for achieving desired input.   
 
4.9 Public Hearings  
 
The RTA anticipates holding public hearings at two critical decision points to obtain 
verbal and written comments: 1) upon the preliminary selection of a small set of 
options to advance to the next study phase and 2) upon the preliminary selection of 
a Locally Preferred Alternative(s) at the conclusion of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Study Alternatives Analysis.  RTA Board Members, RTA executive staff and Corridor 
Committee Chairs/Vice Chairs will participate on the RTA’s public hearing panel to 
receive public input at the hearings. 
 
4.10 Interviews 
 
The RTA will conduct interviews with stakeholders who can provide insight on behalf 
of under-represented groups, special populations and/or mobility issues of particular 
interest.  The interviews will help fill in gaps in information and investigate more 
thoroughly issues obtained from public comment. Candidates for stakeholder 
interviews will be identified from existing stakeholder information gathered from RTA, 
the Citizen Advisory Committee, initial public meetings and other sources.  While the 
stakeholder list is not fully inclusive of all key decision makers throughout the study 
area, the pool of stakeholders will be designed to represent a broad and diverse set 
of community interests and priorities.  Stakeholders will be selected to represent: 


 
 Target market segments 
 Advocates for the interests of environmental justice populations (e.g., minority, 


low-income, elderly, and disabled) 
 Elected or appointed officials representing constituents in the study area 
 Merchants associations and chambers of commerce 
 Neighborhood and civic associations 
 Individuals representing a cross-section of opinion and perspectives in the 


community at-large 
 
4.11 Environmental Justice Outreach  
 
Throughout the study, the RTA will engage environmental justice communities (low 
income and minority), seniors, and individuals with disabilities in the transportation 
planning and public outreach process.  The RTA will make every feasible effort to 
identify these populations and identifying appropriate mechanisms for information 
sharing, including publications and organizations.   
 
4.12 Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations 
 
The RTA will meet with civic, business, community and special interest groups, 
homeowner’s associations, rotary clubs and other interested parties to provide 
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information on the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, listen to people’s concerns, answer 
questions, and seek continued participation and feedback.   
 
4.13 Public Information and Input Materials 
 
The RTA will develop a comment form for public feedback.  The comment forms will 
be distributed in person at all public meetings and events, via the website, fax and e-
mail.  The RTA will translate information into accessible formats, including Spanish 
and large font, and will take extra steps to publicize the study in venues that are 
convenient to members of these communities.  The RTA will make draft documents 
available for public review and comment at all public meetings and on the website.  
The RTA will notify the study mailing list of public input events via e-mail notices and 
alerts.  The RTA will create promotional materials to distribute at municipal facilities 
and public events.  
 
4.14 Public Announcements and Notices 
 
Newspaper advertisements will be the primary mechanism for public announcements 
to notify the public of upcoming meetings and opportunities for input.  Promoting the 
study and related public events to radio outlets will also be part of the outreach 
program, although no paid radio advertisements will be placed.   
 
The RTA will facilitate public participation by: 


 Providing clear and timely public notice; 
 Scheduling public meetings that are convenient to the public, such as 


immediately before or after the workday at a site within major activity 
centers or business districts, or  in the evening at a community center or 
school within a neighborhood; 


 Reaching out to the public and media representatives and not waiting for 
them to come to us; 


 Contacting key stakeholders and community leaders (formally and 
informally) who may be willing to notify the public; and 


 Taking special note to reach out to traditionally underserved populations. 
 
4.15 Media Relations Program 
 
Media relations is an important part of a public information and education strategy to 
present transportation planning facts and options.  Professional relationships with 
journalists and other media personnel are very beneficial when seeking to inform the 
public about transportation and quality of life issues.  The media are very important 
and accepted lines of communication to the public.  The RTA will reach out to 
members of the press and non-print media throughout the corridor study; a list of 
potential Media Resources is presented in Appendix B.  The RTA will develop a media 
relations plan that includes: overall media goals, methods to determine tone and 
content of the message(s) to be sent, and ways to determine the groups of people 
RTA wants to reach through media.  
 
The RTA will establish and implement a communications strategy through face-to-
face meetings followed by media press releases, press conferences, and media 
(press) kits.  Major print and broadcast media (in the Chicagoland area) will be kept 
apprised of all study developments by fax or email updates.  The RTA will provide 
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key transportation reporters with fact sheets, newsletters and briefings and will 
pursue opportunities for feature stories.  Editorial board meetings with the major 
daily newspapers will be sought before and after major technical milestones such as 
Shortlist of Feasible Options and Selection of Locally Preferred Alternative(s).  The 
RTA will schedule spokespersons for local and cable television, radio and other 
interviews to encourage participation and inform the public of study progress.  All 
media will be advised in advance and provided follow-up information about major 
milestones in the process.   
 
In addition to key media, the RTA will develop and maintain a list of legislative and 
business leaders.  Print materials will be developed and distributed on a regular basis 
concerning new developments, public input and study results. 
 
4.16 Media Kits 
 
Media kits are a very useful information tool to use in educating the press about 
transportation planning activities.  A media kit is a packet of informative materials 
that is given to the press to use when covering the study’s progress and public 
events.  The RTA will produce a Cook DuPage Corridor media kit for distribution at 
key milestones throughout the project. 
 
4.17 Regional Public Involvement Coordination 
 
The RTA further recognizes that there are a number of major transit studies currently 
underway in the region, including alternatives analyses being undertaken for the 
Circle Line, Ogden Transitway, UP-West Service Upgrade and the STAR Line,.  Each 
of these studies has a public outreach component and individuals responsible for 
designing and implementing the outreach program.  The RTA will strive to coordinate 
with the public involvement representatives from each of these major transit studies.  
The goal of the coordination will be to share information, coordinate public meeting 
schedules and ensure that the public does not experience “meeting overload” and/or 
confusion of study purposes, processes or sponsors.  The RTA will identify agency 
contacts and establish a regular meeting schedule and/or mechanism for regular 
information sharing.  
 
4.18 Effectiveness Monitoring 
 
With the assistance of the Citizen Advisory Committee, the RTA will systematically 
monitor and evaluate the effectiveness of the Public Involvement Plan.  A table of 
sample performance measures is listed in Appendix C.  The RTA will rely largely upon 
news clipping services to help track media placements.  In addition, the RTA will 
monitor web traffic to be included in communications reports that are distributed to 
team members at the RTA.  Communications effectiveness will ultimately be 
determined by public, agency, business, and media participation during public input 
sessions and during the study process. 
 
4.19 Public Outreach and Involvement Report 
 
At the completion of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, the RTA will prepare a report 
documenting all public outreach activities and formal input received from community 
leaders, corridor community members, other interested parties and the general 
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public. The report will include an executive summary, overview of public involvement 
and communication strategies, implementation methods, findings and 
recommendations gathered from public outreach efforts.  The report will also include 
a table summarizing the disposition of comments received.  The report will include an 
Appendix of all hard copy of all public outreach materials (i.e., newsletters, press 
releases, presentations, and public comments) and supporting materials from all 
meetings and hearings.   
 


5.0 Schedule  
 


The Cook DuPage Corridor Study has a target completion date of December 2007.  
The Public Input and Communications Plan will span both the Options Feasibility 
phase (January 2006-January 2007) and the Corridor Alternative Analysis phase 
(January 2007 –December 2007) and will be implemented according to the schedule 
on the following page.   


 
6.0 Performance Measures 
 


The RTA will systematically monitor and evaluate the effectiveness of the public 
involvement plan by gathering feedback from the Citizen Advisory Committee, 
general public and key stakeholders.  The RTA expects these performance measures 
to be discussed and further refined during the course of the study.  All 
communications will be monitored for effectiveness on a monthly basis throughout 
the study process.  Communications effectiveness will ultimately be determined by 
public, business, agency and media participation during public input sessions, 
committee meetings, and public events throughout the study process. 
 


7.0 Conclusion 


Public involvement will help to determine and address the effects of transportation 
actions and policies on communities in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study area.  It will 
enable the RTA to incorporate community considerations such as growth, mobility, 
neighborhood cohesion, safety, and environmental and economic impacts into the 
planning and development of this complex transportation planning study.  The RTA will 
document all aspects of the public involvement process to help maintain continuity and 
integrity in decision-making. Most importantly, the RTA will work hard to generate public 
awareness, understanding and input to achieve an effective and meaningful outcome 
from the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 
 
With this document, the specific public involvement techniques that will be used to 
engage all affected communities in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study are explained.  
Additional methods and media for outreach to non-English speaking populations will 
be further explored.  The Public Input and Communications Plan reflects the RTA’s 
commitment to honesty and integrity throughout the planning process and active 
community participation.  The RTA looks forward to sharing plan information with the 
general public and interested stakeholders, and creating a dynamic forum for public 
participation, planning and interagency collaboration.   
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Cook DuPage Corridor Public Input and Communications Plan Implementation Schedule 


 
2006 2007 


Task J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D 


Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan                                                 
Website                                                 
Newsletters                                                 
Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 


                                                
Mailing List                                                 
Scoping Meetings                                                 
Special Meetings and Workshops   


                                              
Public Hearings                                                 
Interviews                                                 
Environmental Justice Outreach 


                                                
Speaker's Bureau                                                 
Public Information and Input Materials 


                                                
Public Announcements                                                 
Media Relations Program                                                 
Media Kits                                                 
Regional Public Involvement 
Coordination 


                                                
Effectiveness Monitoring                                                 
Public Outreach and Involvement 
Report                                                 
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APPENDIX A 
 


SAMPLE PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA 
 


 
 
 
5:30 p.m. Meeting Set-Up  


 Staff arrives early to set up tables, handouts, boards, etc. 
 


6:00 p.m. Sign-In 
 Participants sign-in at the registration table 
 Participants receive handouts and meeting agenda 
 RTA staff explain meeting format and encourage participants to walk 


around, ask questions, until presentation begins 
 At their leisure, participants review boards and handouts 
 RTA staff members are posted at assigned tables and respond to 


questions or concerns from public in one-on-one discussion  
 Very informal, relaxed setting 


 
6:15 p.m. Cook DuPage Corridor Study Presentation 


 Welcome and Opening Remarks  
 RTA staff deliver a brief PowerPoint presentation that explains the 


purpose, key tasks,  schedule, and public participation process for 
Cook DuPage Corridor 


 
6:30 p.m. Question and Answer Session 


 RTA staff project managers respond to questions from audience 
 RTA records public comments for summary report 
 Written comments taken at the registration table or exhibits 


 
7:00 p.m. Wrap Up 


 Participants who need additional assistance or information are allowed 
to continue discussions and view exhibits 


 RTA staff breakdown tables, easels, boards, etc. by 7:30 p.m. 
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APPENDIX B 
 


MEDIA RELATIONS PROGRAM AND RESOURCE LIST  
 


Media Strategies and Tactics 
 


To successfully meet the objectives outlined in the above section, specific execution tactics 
must be developed and implemented.   


 
1. Develop a targeted media list of print and broadcast media in the Chicagoland area.  The 


media list will serve as our primary communication outreach method of using phone, 
email and fax communication to transmit messaging and key study findings.  


2. Identify and train spokesperson(s) for in-person, phone, print, broadcast and public 
interviews to successfully convey RTA and study messages clearly and efficiently.  The 
spokesperson will be available for local and cable television, radio and other interviews 
to encourage participation and inform the public of study progress. 


3. Develop pre- and post-meeting press releases to effectively inform the public through 
public hearing notices, direct media outreach and editorial coverage.   


4. Develop a comprehensive press kit available to the media to help provide additional 
background and reference materials available for potential editorial coverage.  The press 
kit will contain various informational papers (fact sheets, press releases, study 
overviews, newsletters, study overview) within a pocket folder to help the media when 
informatively creating and telling the RTA’s story through editorial coverage.   


5. Integrate all media outreach materials into the study’s Web site and pressroom 
providing accessibility and direct communications for journalists working on stories 
regarding the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.   


 
Measurements of Media Effectiveness 


 
The media outreach for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will be measured by both 
quantitative and qualitative criteria.  Some measures of effectiveness could include the 
following.   


 
Quantitative Qualitative 


 Number of media contacts 
 Number of press releases distributed 


based on number of public meetings and 
key milestones 


 Number of press kits distributed 
 Media attendance at public hearings 
 Number of editorial board presentations 
 Quantity of media coverage 
 Story length/column width 
 Number of key messages and direct 


quotes included 


 Consistency of media messages with 
RTA goals and objectives 


 Message awareness, understanding and 
retention 


 Tone and quality of article 
 An increased level of informed 


questioning at public hearings  
 A shift in attitude, opinion or behavior 


among public and media 
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Media relations is an important part of the overall communications strategy and public 
involvement philosophy of the entire Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  With cooperation from 
spokespersons and access to key information, positive and informative media involvement 
can be expected.   


 
Through media relations, the RTA can educate the media and readers of editorial coverage 
about the study’s progress, purpose and key findings.  By successfully fostering 
relationships with the journalists through effectively providing up-to-date and relevant 
information and access to decision makers, the media can help inform and educate the 
community. A proactive communications campaign can help gain support of the public, 
determine and address the effects of transportation actions on the public and its quality of 
life, and provide the public with opportunities for early and ongoing exchange of information 
and ideas.  Following is an initial list (non-exhaustive) of potential media resources: 


 
Media Resource List 
 


TYPE MEDIA RESOURCE 
Chicago Sun-Times 
Chicago Tribune 
Chicago Reader 
Daily Herald 
Crain’s Chicago Business 
Chicago Sports 
Pioneer Press Newspapers 
Wednesday Journal 
Daily Southtown 
Liberty Suburban Chicago Newspapers (Suburban Life, etc.) 
Windy City Times 
Newcity 
Chicago Flame 


Newspapers 


The Phoenix 
Chicago Access Network Television (Ch. 19, 21, 27, 36, 42) 
WTTW 11 – Public Television 
CLTV 
WBBM 2 – CBS affiliate 
WCIU 26 
WFLD 32 – Fox Chicago 
WGN 9 – WB affiliate 
WLS 7 – ABC affiliate 
WMAQ 5 – NBC affiliate 
WOCH 28 
WWME 28 
Comcast Net Chicago 
ECTV 


Network Television 
(Plus Local Cable 
Stations) 


WCPX 38 
WCRX – College 
WMBI – Religious 


Radio 


WBEZ – Public Radio 
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TYPE MEDIA RESOURCE 
WPMX – Urban Contemporary 
WXRT – Adult Album Alternative 
WLIT – Adult Contemporary 
WZZN – Rock 
WNUA – Smooth Jazz 
WBBM – Top-40 
WDRV – Classic Hits 
WLUP – Classic Rock 
WFMT – Classical 
WUSN – Country 
WILV – Rhythmic Oldies 
WKQX – Alternative 
WTMX – Hot AC 
WVAZ – Urban Contemporary 
WVIV – Spanish 
WKSC – Top-40 
WJMK – Oldies 
WOJO – Spanish 
WCKG – Talk 
WPPN – Spanish 
WGCI – Hip Hop 
WLEY – Spanish 
WIND – News/Talk 
WSCR – Sports 
WGN – News/Talk 
WNDZ – Variety 
WBBM – News 
WAIT – Adult Album Alternative 
WSL – News/Talk 
WNTD – Spanish 
WMVP – Sports 
WNWI – International 
WMBI – Talk 
WYLL – Religious 
WRTO – Spanish 
WJOB – Talk 
WCRW – International 
WEDC – Ethnic 
WSBC – Variety 
WDCB – College of DuPage 
WKTA – Ethnic 
WGRB – Gospel Music 
WCEV – Ethnic 
WVON – Talk 
WPNA – Ethnic 
WBGX – Gospel Music 
WONX – Spanish 


 


WRLL - Oldies 
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APPENDIX C 


 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PERFORMANCE MEASURES 


 
Description Quantitative Qualitative 


Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan 


  Level of full and open access to 
all in RTA Corridor planning 
process 


 Timing of information about 
transportation planning 
issues/processes 


 Accessibility of technical and policy 
information 


 Timing of public notifications of 
meetings and public comment 
periods 


 Consideration of public input 
during the Corridor planning 
process 


 Level of coordination with other 
agencies and stakeholders within 
the study area 


Public Meetings, 
Public Hearing, 
Community 
Workshops, 
Committee Meetings, 
 


 Number/type of public notifications 
 Number of attendees 
 Number of comments received 
 Number of comment responses  
 Number of avenues used to reach 


EJ populations 
 Number of study materials 


distributed 
 Number of names on contact list 
 Description of diversity of contact 


list 
 Frequency of contact 


 Public understanding of Corridor 
planning process 


 Availability of educational 
opportunities 


 Timing of public involvement 
activities 


 How public input was used in the 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


 Meeting convenience: time, 
place, and accessibility 


 Quality of content for public 
information materials 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Availability of public information 
materials 


 Timing of distribution of materials 
 Effectiveness of meeting format 
 Effectiveness of notification and 


communication tools 
Stakeholder Interviews  Number of participants 


 Number of issues identified by 
group 


 Number of issues addressed in 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


 How stakeholders issues were 
addressed in Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study 


Media Relations  Number of media contacts 
 Number of press releases 


distributed 
 Number of press kits distributed 
 Number of editorial board 


presentations 
 Amount of media coverage 


 Consistency of media messages 
with study goals and objectives 
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Description Quantitative Qualitative 
Website  Number of hits 


 Number of downloadable 
documents 


 Quality of website content  
 Timing of website updates and 


posting of documents 
Speaker’s Bureau  Number of presentations 


 Number of attendees 
 Number of comments received 
 Number of comment responses  
 Number of study materials 


distributed 


 Public understanding of Corridor 
planning process 


 Quality of content for presentation 
materials 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Effectiveness of meeting format 
Newsletters  Number of newsletters distributed  Quality of newsletter content 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Availability of newsletters 
 Timing of distribution 
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Background 


 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor covers a critical portion of the Chicago metropolitan area 
incorporating six counties. It is centered on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) and the 
Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88) and extends approximately 30 miles west from 
Cicero Avenue (IL50) in the city of Chicago to the Kane-DuPage county line. 
 
The Corridor is comprised of approximately 300 square miles, spanning 51 suburban 
municipalities in Cook and DuPage counties and a small portion of the west side of Chicago. 
A growing number of people chose to work, live or both in the suburbs. This area now has a    
population of over 1.1 million and approximately 750,000 jobs.  Consequently, 800,000 
work trips begin or end in the Cook-DuPage Corridor daily, and an additional 65,000 
commuters pass through it.  
 
As the area comprising the Cook-DuPage Corridor continues to flourish, transportation 
congestion has created increased pressure on commuters, citizens, businesses, and the 
environment.  In order to alleviate this pressure, the Regional Transportation Authority 
(RTA), in cooperation with the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), has partnered 
with other state, regional and local transportation agencies, elected officals, business and 
community leaders to conduct the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study.     
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor Study aims to reach a consensus on the most effective and 
sustainable transportation solutions that can meet the needs of the Corridor.  The study, 
comprised of three phases, began in August 2003.  The first phase, the Travel Market 
Analysis, was completed in December 2005 and provided essential data and analysis of 
Corridor travel patterns as well as a comprehensive picture of demographics, transportation 
options, and key mobility issues in the study area.   
 
The second phase, the Options Feasibility study, began in January 2006 and was completed 
in June 2008.  This phase of the program developed and examined potential transportation 
improvement options that address the key mobility issues.  The options evaluated include 
new transit services, adding managed lanes on highways, and improving signal coordination 
on arterial roadways, as examples. Also in this study phase, local officials established a set 
of Corridor Planning Standards - specific measures addressing safety, mobility, efficiency 
and local values. These standards reflect a set of objectives for future Corridor 
transportation investments to enhance community values and goals.  
 
During the third phase, the Alternatives Analysis, the system option resulting from the 
Options Feasibility Phase will be submitted for very detailed analysis.  Corridor 
municipalities and regional planning bodies will ultimately select a preferred alternative 
based on results from computer modeling and overall cost effectiveness. Concurrent with 
technical analysis, the RTA will assist local communities in planning transit-supportive land 
use and development policies, as well as identifying financial sources for major 
transportation investments.  
 
In order to move forward through the phases of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study, the RTA 
has established a Policy Committee, a Technical Committee and a Citizens Advisory 
Committee to provide leadership, expertise and insight into the diverse interests within the 
Corridor.  These committees, combined with public input via the Public Involvement Plan 
and public meetings, aim to facilitate a successful planning process and resulting 
transportation improvements that will benefit generations to come.     
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Public Meeting Presentation
June 29, 2006


Regional
Transportation
Authority


Cook DuPage Corridor Public Meeting


Public Input Event:
June 29, 2006


Good Samaritan Hospital
Health & Wellness Center
Downers Grove, Illinois


Open House 4:00 PM – 8:00PM
Presentation 4:30 PM & 7:00 PM
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What You Will Learn


• About the Cook DuPage Corridor study
• Schedule and progress to date
• What’s ahead
• The help we need today


About the Cook DuPage Corridor
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About the Cook DuPage Corridor


• 13% of region’s population;
1.1 million in 2000


• 15% of region’s employment;
750,000 jobs


• 4% expected growth in population by 2030;
20% expected growth in employment


Three Study Phases


Select PrioritySelect Priority
MarketsMarkets


Shortlist ofShortlist of
OptionsOptions


SelectSelect
PreferredPreferred


ImprovementsImprovements


Travel
Market


Analysis


Alternatives
Analysis


Options &
Feasibility
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Travel Market Analysis


• Traditional Commute
• Reverse Commute
• Intersuburban Commute


About the Cook DuPage Corridor
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Four Corridor Mobility Needs


1. Access by Transit
 to Major Employment
 Centers


2. Service Quality
 of I-290


Four Corridor Mobility Needs (cont’d)


3. Service Quality
of Bus Transit


4. Service
Quality of
Arterials
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Three Study Phase


Select PrioritySelect Priority
MarketsMarkets


Shortlist ofShortlist of
OptionsOptions


SelectSelect
PreferredPreferred


ImprovementsImprovements


Travel
Market


Analysis


Alternatives
Analysis


Options &
Feasibility


Options Feasibility Schedule


Apr.
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n. 0


6


Ja
n. 0


7


Ju
ly


Oct
.


Problem Statement


Goals and Objectives
Prelim. Purpose
and Need


Conceptual Options


Public Meetings


Corridor Planning
Standards


Detailed Options


Evaluation


Public Meetings


Final Report


Shortlist of
Options







7


The Problem in a Nutshell


Today’s Travel Patterns Don’t Fit System


Today’s
Transportation
SystemToday’s


travel
patterns


The Problem in a Nutshell


Tomorrow the Travel Patterns Fit Even
Less!


Tomorrow’
s travel
patterns


Today’s
Transportation
System
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Looking for Solutions


How should we grow the
transportation system to better fit
travel patterns of today and
tomorrow?


Developing the Best Solutions


• Transportation agencies working
together


• Other new and thoughtful voices
• Creative ideas
• Being mindful of both community and


regional values
• Developing consensus among elected


officials
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Why we need your input today


• How to improve Corridor mobility
– Goals for improving mobility
– Concepts for improving mobility


• Early input to developing more specific,
detailed options


Draft documents for review and comment


• Public Involvement Plan
• Goals and Objectives
• Preliminary Purpose and Need for


Mobility Improvements
• Evaluation Framework
• Anticipated Evaluation Measures
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How to provide input tonight


• Sign in
• Pick up materials
• Provide input on Goals and Conceptual


Options
• Provide additional written comments on


comment sheets


How to provide input through July 6


• Comment forms or letters
• Provide to RTA at today’s meeting, or
• US Mail through July 6:


Regional Transportation Authority
Cook DuPage Corridor Study
Attn: Michelle Ryan, AICP
175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550
Chicago, IL  60604
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More ways to comment…


• Electronic comment form on:
www.cook-dupagecorridor.com


• E-Mail (include your name, address) to:
ryanm@rtachicago.org


Thank you


Thank you for your time and input!


- The Regional Transportation Authority








  
 


(Over) 


 
Public Comment Form 


June 2006 
 


Your voice counts!  Please take a moment to share your comments on this 
form.  A comment box is available at the public meeting for you to deposit 
this form, or you may send it in to the address on the back page by July 6, 
2006.  We value your input and thank you for your interest and participation 
in the Cook DuPage Corridor study. 
 
1. Goals and Objectives: 


 
 
 
 
 
2. Conceptual Options 


 
a. Hub and Spoke: 


 
 
 
 


b. Multiple Hub and Spoke: 
 
 
 
 


c. Grid Network: 
 
 
 
 


d. Point-to-Point Service: 
 
 
 
 


e. New Use of Existing System: 
 
 
 







  
 


 
 
 
Mobility Concerns 
 
3. If you could make only ONE improvement to the Corridor’s transportation 


system, what would it be and who would be served? 


 
 
4. How does the current transportation system benefit your community? 
 


 
 
5. How does the current transportation system negatively impact your 


community? 
 
 


 
Other Comments 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RETURN TO:  Regional Transportation Authority 
    Attn: Michelle Ryan, AICP 
    175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550 
    Chicago, IL 60604 
    Fax: (312) 793-3206 
     


   YES!  I would like to join the Cook DuPage Corridor mailing list to 
receive newsletters and to be notified of future meetings. 


 
Name:  
Email:   
Street Address:  
City, State, Zip:  
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June 2006 Public Input Summary 
 
Public input in the transportation planning process leads to better solutions and more informed 
decisions about alternative futures and ultimately, a more broadly supported program of public 
investment. The goal of the public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor is to 
enable the general public, government agencies, businesses and other stakeholders to receive 
background and technical information in order to provide meaningful input to the Regional 
Transportation Authority (RTA) during the planning process. 
 
The first formal public comment period of the Options Feasibility study phase was held from 
June 7, 2006 to July 6, 2006. During the public comment period, the RTA hosted three open 
house-style public meetings at different locations in the corridor: Cicero, Downers Grove and 
Wheaton. The RTA invited the general public, as well as social, civic, business, transportation 
agencies and planning organizations. 
 
Over sixty people attended the meetings and provided input at the two interactive display 
stations. Twenty of the participants provided additional feedback via the comment forms 
provided at the meeting. In addition, 11 people submitted comments electronically via the 
project website, the RTA website or via the project manager’s e-mail address. In addition, six 
letters were received in hard copy, by US Mail or hand delivery.  
 
The feedback received from the public meeting exercises and comment forms follow. Written 
comments received electronically or US Mail are available on the Getting Involved section of 
the study website: www.cook-dupagecorridor.com. 
 
Table 1: Results from the Cook DuPage Corridor Goals Exercise 
 
Each participant was asked to select the three most important corridor goals. The numbers in the table 
below specify the frequency that each Goal was chosen.  


 


 Goal 


Cicero 
Town 
Hall, 


Cicero 
 


6/28/06 


DuPage 
County 
Center, 


Wheaton 
 


6/27/06 


Good 
Sam. 


Hospital, 
Downers 


Grove 
6/29/06 


Total 


1 Develop Feasible Transit Options 
for Reverse Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers 


18 1 3 22 


2 Develop Feasible Transit Options for 
Intersuburban Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers 


2 3 10 15 


3 Improve Roadway and Transit 
Service Quality in I-290 Travel 
Corridor 


14 2 1 17 


4 Maximize Community and Corridor 
Benefits  


14 2 4 20 


5 Maximize Regional Benefits 3 3 8 14 


6 Minimize Adverse Environmental 
Impacts  


3 1 5 9 


7 Maximize Cost Effectiveness 5 0 5 10 


 Total 59 12 36 107 
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Table 2: Results from the Cook DuPage Corridor Conceptual Options Exercise 
 
Each participant was asked to identify which one of five mobility improvement Concepts appealed to them 
the MOST and to identify which concept appealed to them the least. The numbers in the table below 
indicate the frequency that each Concept was identified as having the greatest and least appeal to 
participants. 
 


 Conceptual Option 


Cicero 
Town 
Hall, 


Cicero 
 


6/28/06 


DuPage 
County 
Center, 


Wheaton 
 


6/27/06 


Good 
Sam. 


Hospital, 
Downers 


Grove 
6/29/06 


Total 


  Most Least Most Least Most Least Most Least 


1 Hub and Spoke 
Portrays the Oak Brook area as 
a center point or “hub” to which 
many lines of service, or “spokes”, 
converge. 


1 4 0 0 3 0 4 4 


2 Multiple Hub and Spoke 
Proposes two or more hubs, such 
as Maywood/Loyola University 
Medical Center and Yorktown 
(Lombard) and fast, direct service 
between the hubs, with additional 
spokes of service extending east 
and west.  


17 1 0 2 2 1 19 4 


3 Grid Network 
Concept 3 illustrates intersecting 
east-west and north-south lines 
of service.  


5 1 2 0 8 2 15 3 


4 Point-to-Point Service 
Represents new direct service to 
five major employment centers  


1 11 0 0 0 9 1 20 


5 New Use of Existing System 
Suggests potential new uses of the 
existing transportation system and 
new service improvements on 
major north-south roadways 
to improve access to employment 
centers.  


2 0 1 0 0 1 3 1 


 Total 26 17 3 2 13 13 42 32 
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Following is a compilation of the verbatim responses submitted on a comment form that was 
available at the June 27, 28 and 29 public meetings: 
 
1. Goals and Objectives: 


• Intrasuburban traffic, not just commuting… 
• The overall agenda might also consider the cultural and educational impact of improved 


transit. 
• What about improved options between suburban employment centers and O’Hare/Midway? 
• To improve and solve a big problem that is only going to get worse as times goes by. 
• My goals and objectives are finding a job and keeping it. 
• 1, 3, and 4. 
• To extend the blue line for more job opportunity for the people who need them. 
• To travel as quickly as possible to employment centers. 
• To travel as quickly as possible to employment centers. 
• To travel as quickly as possible to employment centers. 
• Reduce/ mitigate travel times on I-290. 
• Extend Blue Line to Oak Brook, and eventually to Schaumburg. 
• Better coordination of bus routes to new Blue Line System stations/ stops. 
• To gain further info as it relates to the D-Grove transportation system. 
• It should be important to emphasize community and regional benefits while improving 


roadway and transit in the I-290 corridor and throughout the metropolitan area. 
 
2. Conceptual Options 


a. Hub and Spoke: 
• This concept is an obvious planning strategy, but one that would likely 


eventually evolve into the “Multiple Hub & Spoke” scheme. 
• Not flexible enough. 
• Good plan – best option seems to be expansion of Blue Line. 
• Hub is a very good station. 
• Would be of some effectiveness. 
• Does not meet needs. 
• Does not meet need. 
• Does not meet needs. 
• This idea would be the most helpful to me. 
• Oak Brook hub will compete with downtown Chicago. 
• Too much emphasis on Oak Brook area. Several east-west facilities outside of 


the corridor may not be feasible. 
 


b. Multiple Hub and Spoke: 
• This seems an interesting concept, but needs further study and refinement. Are 


there examples of this system in other U.S. Metro areas? 
• Would propose Eastern hub closer to Ogden Avenue (near Cicero/Berwyn) Two 


of the most rapidly growing suburbs. 
• Best possible plan. May be difficult to execute. 
• Hub is very valuable 
• This would be the most effective because it would greater access to a wider 


population of travelers. 
• Fast and direct service. 
• Fast and direct service. 
• Fast and direct. 
• Better than a) [Hub and Spoke], but limited amount of hubs  can’t expand. 
• Too much emphasis on the Yorktown and Loyola areas. 
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c. Grid Network: 
• Very flexible for intra-suburban traffic, but less attractive for reverse 


commuters. 
• More connections from rapidly growing suburbs to employment centers and the 


Loop – but still lacking. 
• Impractical and unneeded. 
• Grid is average good map. 
• A grid network would make too many transfers for public commuters 
• Best option to accomplish objectives & goals stated above. 
• The only feasible option, excellent! 
• like the inter-suburban focus 
• Improvement in service to many areas, easier to implement, some routes 


should provide better levels of service than others. 
 


d. Point-to-Point Service: 
• Helicopters? 
• Does not service Ogden and surrounding development. Do not like this concept 


at all! 
• Likely outdated concept. 
• This would not be effective because there will be no in betweens. Everyone is 


not going to the same destination. 
• Seems very effective. 
• Seems very effective. 
• Seems effective. 
• Will create segregation of land uses and people  not good!  
• Not enough options for communities served. 


 
e. New Use of Existing System: 


• Value-oriented approach, and should probably be coupled with other strategic 
options. 


• There’s a way to make it work better, find it and build it. 
• Connects well to Chicago, but improvements still need to serve suburban 


markets. 
• I believe this is referred to as lipstick on a pig. 
• The existing system is not working so use of would not be effective. 
• Only if Blue Line is extended to DuPage County. 
• Only if Blue Line is extended to DuPage County. 
• Only if Blue Line is extended to DuPage County. 
• Possible with huge redevelopment and rezoning along existing train lines and 


too costly. 
• Improvement in service, probably not as much as grid network. 
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Mobility Concerns 
3. If you could make only ONE improvement to the Corridor’s transportation system, what would 


it be and who would be served? 


• Improved 24/7 transit between Chicago and employment centers. 
• Ask me, because there is not enough space on this line. 
• Direct service along Ogden Ave to City from Suburbs (and vice versa). 
• Blue line expansion at least to Oak Brook. 
• An effective “connector” from Harlem Green and Blue lines to North Riverside, Brookfield 


Zoo, Loyola and Hines 
• An extended train service from the west side of Chicago. 
• Extend the blue line I-290 thru I-88. 
• The first part of question three: I would lower the prices of public transportation, and 


get more jobs in the city rather the suburbs; I would also lower gas prices. The people 
who really need jobs. 


• Extend Blue Line. 
• Extend Blue Line. 
• Extend Blue Line. 
• Extend Blue Line to Hillside/ Berkeley. 
• I would like to see more “El” like trains moving into the suburbs. 
• Create more grade separations: this improvement serves the health of the community, 


keeps children safe, bicyclists safe, traffic flowing smoothly. 
• Bus rapid transit along highways + major roads. 
• North south access. 
• Widen Route 53 from 2 lanes to south of Butterfield. People in my area. 


 
4. How does the current transportation system benefit your community? 


• Provides viable regional access between employment center (Naperville) and other 
regional amenities. 


• Provides great opportunity for commuters to reach city center. 
• Limited service to Brookfield Zoo via bus. Great Metra service via Zoo stop. 
• By making the commute from the city to the suburban areas more accessible to jobs. 
• It doesn’t. 
• It can get you where you want to go throughout the community. 
• Needs improvement. 
• Needs improvement. 
• Needs improvement. 
• Fosters quality of life, enhances tax base (retail). Reduces congestion, air pollution. 
• Metra service provides frequent service into Chicago. 
• I live in Chicago, good public transit system. Without it Chicago would not be able to 


function. 
• Trains through Elmhurst bring new residents – keeps property values high. 
• We are well served. Peak hour traffic on I-88, on Butterfield Road from Yorktown to 


Naperville Road, and on Route 53 from I-88 to Roosevelt a problem. 
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5. How does the current transportation system negatively impact your community? 


• Too much congestion on city streets trying to reach regional arterial routes. 
• All roads in the corridor are packed to capacity and over time will get worse. 
• No SERVICE along Ogden – ignores the areas that are rapidly developing (residential/ 


commerce)  leads to major roadway congestion. 
• Eisenhower Expressway over utilized. Minimal public transit options west of Forest Park. 
• Difficult for people without cars or easy access to Burlington Metra to reach Zoo. 
• There are many jobs located in the suburban areas and there is very little transportation. 
• It negatively affects our employability. 
• Hard to get to jobs located in the suburbs or public transit doesn’t run there. 
• Too long to get to employment centers. 
• Too long to get to employment center. 
• Too long to get to job. 
• The current system benefits Oak Park/ Forest Park, but leaves other adjacent older inner 


ring suburbs with few transportation/ community development options. 
• It is complicated with too many transfers to be helpful. 
• The current transportation system creates formidable barriers to pedestrians and 


bicyclists: grade-level railroad crossing, impassible arterials, poor intersection design – 
all very dangerous. 


• Poor transfer possibility between Metra and CTA. Metra too slow. 
• No north south routes – no easy way to O’Hare. 


 
Other Comments 


• Call me if you need more input from me. Thank you.  
• Ogden Avenue can take you to California (the State), but it can’t take me to the Loop!! 


(on public transportation) 
• There is a great potential of untapped riders in the far south/eastern part of the corridor 


that are not being serviced due to the lack of public transportation along Ogden Avenue.  
• *note: great presentation & good amount of supporting staff. I appreciate the diversity 


of characters used in the concepts.  
• Blue Line! Do not expand Eisenhower lanes. 
• Brookfield Zoo would be happy to host meetings as you continue this process. Note– The 


Non-Work Transit: 
o Brookfield Zoo 
o Village of Riverside 
o Loyola Hospital 
o Hines VA Hospital 


• Excellent presentation of materials on posters – complex issue to address but one that 
must be addressed now! Thank you 


• Because of the rise in cost of transportation, there should be an increase and extended 
service to various employments. There is a need for jobs and money; also, more jobs 
have increased over the years in the suburban areas. 


• How is RTA working with NIPC/ CATS Regional Planning Board? 
• Concerning the fourth mobility issue, “service quality of arterials”: the definition of 


arterial roadways needs to be broadened to includes all modes of transportation: 
pedestrian, bicycle, transit as well as automobile. Any improvement of “service quality of 
arterials” must mean, necessarily, sidepaths, bike lanes, etc. 


• Please consider hybrid conceptual options that combine 2 or more options. In particular 
consider a spokes and grid hybrid. The DuPage Area Transit Plan reviewed options 
similar to # 1-5 and found that this hybrid was most effective for suburban bus transit. 


• No mention of I-Pass and Dial a Ride service. 







Draft Goals and Objectives Document: Summary of Public Comments 


General Comment
Proposed 
Action


Notes


 The wording of the seven goals should be changed to reflect a 
desired end state rather than tasks for the study.


Change Improvement. 


 Consider intrasuburban travel, not just commuting, including 
travel between suburban employment centers and 
O’Hare/Midway


Change Expand Goal 1: Objective 5 and Goal 2: 
Objective 5 to include other work-related 
trips.


 Add cultural and educational impacts. No change Forward to Planning Standards Working Group for 
additional consideration.


 Incorporate the notion of speed (“as quickly as possible”) to 
goals for travel to employment centers.


Change Refer to efficient travel as a desired end 
state


 Reduce/mitigate travel times on I-290. No change Similar to Goal 3: Objective 1


 Emphasize community and regional benefits while improving roadway 
and transit in the I-290 corridor and throughout the metropolitan 
area.


No change Consistent with current goals and objectives.


 Add Goals 6 and Goals 4 as objectives to Goal 3 or clarify that 
the Goals will be weighted equally in the Evaluation 
Methodology Framework


Change Made change suggested to the Evaluation 
Framework document.


 Add a new objective to Goal 6 “Avoid/Mitigate significant public health 
risks”.


No change Similar to Goal 4 Objective 1


 Goal 3, Objective 1 is unrealistic and cannot be achieved without a 
greater than two lane capacity increase that would undercut the 
viability of transit and cause substantial environmental harm.


No change Commenters concern is noted yet further 
evalutation is necessary to substantiate.


Cook DuPage Corridor Technical Committee
Public Comments and Response Summary
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Draft Prelim. Purpose and Need Document: Summary of Public Comments 


General Comment
Proposed 
Action


Notes


 Include a statement similar to that on the website referencing 
the intended consistency of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study 
planning process with Major Investment Study and FTA New 
Starts requirements.


Change


 Include and emphasize two principles: (1) multimodal solutions are 
preferable to single-mode solutions and (2) Solutions that combine 
transportation and land use options are preferable to solutions that 
rely on transportation option solutions alone.


No change Commenters preferences are noted.


 Include a summary of RTA plans and procedures (such as the 
Strategic Plan) aimed at ensuring thorough consideration of 
integrated multimodal strategies.


No change Incorporate into Program Management Plan update


 Should clearly state that all of the transportation improvements listed 
in the 2030 RTP will be considered, in addition to other improvements 
that this study may identify.


No change Similar to page 1 of the Introduction (2nd para., 
1st sentence) and page 3 (4th para., 3rd sent.)


 Section 1.1 should refer to four major mobility "issues" 
impacting the corridor rather than "needs" to avoid confusing 
needs, options and issues.  


Change Improvement.


 The wording of the seven goals should be changed to reflect a 
desired end state rather than tasks for the study.


Change See note under Goals and Objectives


 The Preliminary Purpose and Need insufficiently considers linkages to 
land use.


No change See section 2.6 Land Use, pages 18-20.  See also 
Goals 4, 5 and 6 (and corresponding objectives). 
Additional committee and public dialogue to reach 
consensus on what is meant by appropriate 
consideration of land use is anticipated and 
encouraged throughout course of this study.
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 Change the study area to include Chicago's central business district, 
U of I and Rush Hospital.


No change Goal 1: objectives 2 and 4, and Goal 2: objectives 
2 and 4 ensure that other employment centers - 
such as those the commenter has identified - 
remain a consideration, despite not being the 
focus of our study. In keeping with the findings of 
the Travel Market Analysis and the approved 
Problem Statement, improved mobility options for 
the Cook DuPage Corridor intersuburban and 
reverse travel markets is the focus of the ongoing 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  The employment 
centers suggested by the commenter are major 
employment centers for the Cook DuPage 
Corridor's traditional travel market.


 Concern that people will not be able to understand/meaningfully 
evaluate conceptual options.


No Change We appreciate the concern and believe that this 
did not occur.


 Factual errors: In section 2.3.4 North South Tollway (I-355), 
Roosevelt Road is not one-third mile north of the Ronald 
Reagan Tollway junction, Butterfield Road (IL 56) is. Between 
Roosevelt and North Avenue, there are 6 lanes, not 4.


Change Correction. 


 Factual error: section 2.4.2 Rapid Transit Service, there are 
two (not five) Cermak Branch stations located within the 
Corridor.


Change Correction. 


 Typo, punctuation and grammar changes: Page 15, add "days" 
after "180". Page 22, Section 3.0 various suggested 
punctuation improvements and grammar corrections.


Change Improvement. 
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General Comment
Proposed 
Action


Notes


 Add Goals 6 and Goals 4 as objectives to Goal 3 or clarify that 
the Goals will be weighted equally in the Evaluation 
Methodology Framework


Change Make change suggested to the Evaluation 
Framework document. See also Goals and 
Objectives.


 An alternative evaluation methodology was proposed.  It is essentially 
a paired analysis approach whereby: exactly two options at a time 
are assessed for the extent to which the goals and objectives are 
achieved; next, the results of the evaluation of each of the two 
options are compared.  The worse of the two options is eliminated 
and the better - or "winning" - option survives.  The "winning" option 
is then paired with a new (next) option and the process is repeated.  
This continues until all options have been evaluated in at least one 
pairing.


No change This should be tested first on a limited basis. This 
is a new approach with unknown weaknesses.  If 
time and in-house staff resources allow, and if the 
commenter is willing to assist, we may attempt 
this approach for the variations within an option.  
Doing so could serve as a starting point to 
determine the utility, benefits and resources 
required to apply this approach on a more 
widespread basis in future study efforts or in this 
study phase as an additional (not replacement) 
evaluation process.


Draft Evaluation Methodology and Framework Document: Summary of Public Comments 


Cook DuPage Corridor Technical Committee
Public Comments and Response Summary
8/14/08 Page 4 of 7







Conceptual Options: Summary of Public Comments 


General Comment


Hub and Spoke










Multiple Hub and Spoke










Grid Network









Point-to-Point Service







New Use of Existing System:



This concept raised the strongest objections, some indicated that this was not desirable - that it wouldn’t be effective in meeting mobility,
was not connecting people to enough places or was unrealistic (7 responses).
A few, on the other hand, thought it would be very effective (3 responses)
One person noted that it would segregate land uses and people. 


People expressed support for new uses of the existing system, but felt that it was not enough to address the mobility needs– that other
options or major new investments/projects would be needed as well. (8 reponses)  


Appeal in flexibility and connectivity for intra-suburban traffic (7) and easier implementation.
Less attractive for reverse commuters. 
Would require too many transfers
would need to incorporate an integrated fare structure to avoid transfer penalties such as double fares.


Challenges mentioned include limited amount of hubs and difficulty to execute
Multiple hubs segments longer trips and unduly lengthens travel times.
One respondent indicated that there was too much emphasis on the Yorktown and Loyola areas and another who proposed an Eastern hub
closer to Ogden Avenue (near Cicero/Berwyn) in the more rapidly growing suburbs.


Existing grid system of major roads, bus and rail in West Cook works reasonably well, but further improvements would be welcome.


Oak Brook area is too remote to serve as a single major hub. 
A public transportation hub should be in close proximity to both jobs and to housing. Selection of a hub should be based largely on such
factors as availiability of nearby land for intensive development of hotels and housing.
Consider Hillside or 1st Ave/Loyola Medical Center as a single major hub.


Support for this concept indicated due to potential to offer greater access and direct service to more people (9 responses)


Conceptual Options were developed to generate early input in the overall options development process.  The critical action, therefore, is to utilize 
this collected input as we develop more specific, detailed Corridor transportation improvement options.  Utilization of this input does not require 
changes to any previous draft document.


Indicated that it would be effective or somewhat effective in meeting mobility needs (4 responses)
Not flexible enough or does not meet mobility needs (4 responses).
Too much emphasis on Oak Brook area, or possibly competing with downtown Chicago (2 responses)
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General Suggestions/Other Comments for Detailed Options 











































Encourage employees to car pool, with possibly a monetary benefit  to the driver
Restrict parking along important routes during the rush hour.
Have communities consider closing some local streets that intersect arterial streets, or making them one way.


Consider hybrid conceptual options that combine 2 or more options. In particular consider a spokes and grid hybrid. The DuPage Area
Transit Plan reviewed options similar to # 1-5 and found that this hybrid was most effective for suburban bus transit.


The worst possible transit routings follow expressway corridors
There are also north-south mobility problems (congestion and lack of transit) west of the Corridor.
New bus service will only be effective and more desirable than the private automobile if the buses use an exclusive bus lane or HOV Lane.


Capital improvements on the Blue and Green Lines that increase both the perception and the reality of security for passengers. This is
especially a concern for visitors.
Concepts tested should not in every case include adding one or two lanes to the Eisenhower through Oak Park and concepts should be
tested with only one "HOV" lane for reverse commuting purposes.


* Please refer to David May letter [undated] to Michelle Ryan for specific ideas on potential improvements related to this comment.


Offer a sophisticated but user-friendly commuter trip planning and comparison website.*
Provide funding using both existing funding streams and new funding sources.*
Encourage employers to locate within walking distance of transit stops or to proide shuttle service.
Encourage employers to allow employees to work from home or stagger work hours.


Improve the non-automobile transportation modes for trips beyond the study area. Transferring [trips] from roads to Metra and CTA rail will
reduce road traffic congestion.*
Offer more non-automobile transportation modes for trips within the study area. Transferring [trips] from roads to trains, bikes and buses
will reduce road traffic congestion.*


Implement land use and development plans that encourage the creation of communities/neighborhoods that include residential,
commercial, recreational and employment opportunities. Communities should be pedestrian friendly, convenient to mass transit and well
served by bike paths.*


Add capacity to expressways*
Add arterial road capacity*


Encourage work from home using the internet with broader band cable services, municipal wi-fi systems, etc.*
Educate residents regarding travel options, costs, environmental effects and personal health implications.*


Include improvements to enhance land use options and to minimize adverse impacts, including the I-290 Cap the Ike project


Provide a reasonable schedule for the development of Corridor Planning Standards


Concerns included that the existing system is not well suited to suburban markets, that the existing system does not currently provide high
quality service, or that to effectively use it a new way would require extensive redevelopment and rezoning along existing train lines, and
would be too costly.
Perception that reliance on commuter rail - the predominant transit system in the Cook DuPage corridor - would not be of significant benefit
to the tourist/visitor travel markets.


Include demand management improvements such as congestion pricing, carpools, van pools, flexible work schedules.
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Positive Benefits of Existing System (Note: Sustain or Promote)






 Reduces congestion, air pollution.






Negative Impacts of Existing System (Note: Reduce or Avoid)

























Limited service to Brookfield Zoo via bus; Difficult for people without cars or easy access to Burlington Metra to reach Zoo.
No north south routes – no easy way to O’Hare.
No cross walks for pedestrians accessing Harlem Ave./Blue Line Station at I-290.


It is complicated with too many transfers to be helpful.
It negatively affects our employability.
The current transportation system creates formidable barriers to pedestrians and bicyclists: grade-level railroad crossing, impassible
arterials, poor intersection design – all very dangerous.
Poor transfer possibility between Metra and CTA. Metra too slow.


The current system benefits Oak Park/ Forest Park, but leaves other adjacent older inner ring suburbs with few transportation/ community
development options.
There are many jobs located in the suburban areas and there is very little transportation.
Hard to get to jobs located in the suburbs or public transit doesn’t run there.
Travel time too long to get to employment centers.


All roads in the corridor are packed to capacity and over time will get worse.
Ignores the areas that are rapidly developing (residential/ commerce) and leads to major roadway congestion.
Eisenhower Expressway is over utilized. 
Minimal public transit options west of Forest Park.


Trains through Elmhurst bring new residents – keeps property values high.
Well served. 


Too much congestion on city streets trying to reach regional arterial routes.


Peak hour traffic on I-88, on Butterfield Road from Yorktown to Naperville Road, and on Route 53 from I-88 to Roosevelt a problem.


It can get you where you want to go throughout the community.
Fosters quality of life, enhances tax base (retail). 


I live in Chicago, good public transit system. Without it Chicago would not be able to function.
Metra service provides frequent service into Chicago.


Provides great opportunity for commuters to reach [Chicago] city center.
Provides viable regional access between employment center (Naperville) and other regional amenities.
Makes the commute from the city to the suburban areas possible for more access to jobs.
Great Metra service to Brookfield Zoo via Zoo stop.


Cook DuPage Corridor Technical Committee
Public Comments and Response Summary
8/14/08 Page 7 of 7








 


 
 
 


 


Preliminary 


System Recommendations 
 
In May 2007, the Technical Committee completed their evaluation of eleven options 
to improve mobility in the Cook DuPage Corridor and forwarded three alternative 
system recommendations for the consideration of the Policy Committee. Each of the 
three systems represented a significantly different investment strategy and all three 
appeared to be very strong in achieving the approved goals and objectives.  
 
The Policy Committee reviewed the three alternative recommendations to determine 
which should be further developed through very detailed, follow-on study. After 
much discussion, the Policy Committee unanimously agreed on the Main Line 
System, modified by adding two north-south transit elements from an alternative 
Concentric System. They also agreed that three potential improvements in the I-290 
Main Line Corridor should be included for further study, with varying extents and 
differing combinations: High Occupancy Vehicle lanes, Bus Rapid Transit, and the 
westward extension of the Blue Line to as far as Yorktown in Lombard. 
 
The Policy Committee decision is preliminary and input from the public is encouraged 
and will be fully considered. The Policy Committee will meet again in May to review 
public comments and to make their final decision.  
 
The RTA anticipates beginning the next study phase over the summer, in close 
coordination with the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) and in 
conjunction with affected transportation agencies. The Cook DuPage Corridor 
committees will continue to guide our follow-on study phase. 
 
 
Enclosures: 


1. Preliminary recommendations: map 
2. Preliminary recommendations: Project information 


 
 







CTA Blue Line
(Existing)


Pros


Connects people to all six employment centers


Connects people to a rich mix of activity centers, 
including major airports.


Strong interface with CTA east of the Corridor


Flexibility of BRT to increase service levels without 
facility expansion and deviate route if needed


BRT in I-290 Corridor could allow for a high level of 
interoperability among the other BRT corridors, 
offering direct, express service between many 
different places 


Fixed guideway in I-88/I-290 corridor could 
significantly enhance travel time reliability for 
reverse commuters


A Blue Line extension ending at 1st Ave., at Oak 
Brook or Yorktown would serve major employment 
centers and access labor force in the west Cook 
suburbs and  Chicago. 


Cons


• I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park interchanges


• Effectiveness of HOV in our region is uncertain 
and experiences have varied nationwide


Inner Circumferential requires use of key part of 
CREATE freight plan


Requires extensive interagency coordination in 
facility design, access and financing


Potential to impact historic landmarks in the 
I-290 corridor (Oak Park and Chicago)


MidCity BRT cost and construction feasibility 
(currently under study by CDOT)


Construction cost estimate: 
$5.5 - $7.8 billion 


Operating cost estimate: 
$77 - $101 million (annually)


Total size:
112 - 132 linear mile system 


Preliminary Recommendations
The Policy Committee recommendation reflects a Main Line System with two additional north-south corridors from the Concentric System. The Policy 
Committee recommends examining various extents and various combinations of HOV, BRT and rail alternatives in the I-290/I-88 Corridor.


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th St


Prepared by RTA
February 27, 2008


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


Inner
Circumferential Rail


O’Hare to Midway


J Line BRT
I-290–Thorndale–IL 83–I-88–Diehl–IL 59


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension
I-290 to O’Hare Airport


I-290 / I-88 Main Line Corridor 
Variations


Highland Ave./Yorktown to Cicero Ave.


Various combinations and extents of the following:
HOV lanes
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Blue Line Extension from Forest Park (Des 
Plaines Ave)







Preliminary Recommendations: Project Information


Assumed Alignment or Route Length Description


Order of 
Magnitude 
Cost 
Estimate* Environmental Concerns


Miles in millions


Thorndale Ave, I-290 to O’Hare Airport **4.4
Upgrade from arterial to limited access 
expressway; expansion from 4 to 6 lanes with 
additional ROW set aside for transit


$1,625 Wetland and flood plain (Salt Creek)


I-290, IL 58 to Thorndale Ave;
Thorndale Ave,  I-290 to O’Hare;
IL 83, Thorndale Ave to I-88;
I-88, IL 83 to Naperville Rd;
Diehl Rd, Naperville Rd to IL 59;
IL 59, I-88 to 95th St./STAR Line


Cicero Ave., I-90 to CTA Red Line/87th St 25.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) largely grade 
separated


$1,284 3 churches, 1 school


I-290/IL 53, IL 58 (Golf Rd)/Schaumburg 
Transportation Center to I-355; I-355, I-290 to I-55


25.9
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) operating on I-355 in 
mixed traffic


$134
Wetland along I-290/IL 53; Flood plain along I-290/IL 53; 
Open space and parklands along the I-290/IL 53


IHB Railroad, Metra NCS O'Hare transfer station to 
Cicero Ave/55th Street (Midway)


21.0
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) trains operating on 
one new track primarily on IHB Rail Line.


$1,081


112.6 $5,191


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, 1st Ave to Hillside **4.3
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV) 


$140


I-290 BRT I-290, 1st Ave to IL 83 7.3
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$48


Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to 1st  Ave 0.6
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit on 
the north side of I-290


$159


Subtotals 7.9 $347


I-290 BRT I-290, Cicero Ave to IL 83 **12.2
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) with center median 
stations operating on I-290 HOV lanes


$56


I-290 HOV Lanes I-290, Cicero Ave. to I-88/I-294 Interchange **9.4
One new lane in each direction for High 
Occupancy Vehicles (HOV)


$306


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown CTA Blue Line, DesPlaines Ave to Yorktown **11
Grade separated heavy rail rapid transit in 
median of I-290; I-88 alignment not 
determined/evaluated


$2,329


Subtotals 19.9 $2,691


5,538 -- 7,882


* Order of magnitude cost estimate includes unit cost based capital estimate, soft /engineering cost estimate of 30%, contingency estimate of 25% and vehicle cost estimate (if transit).


** To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment is not included in system subtotals and totals.


1 school


SYSTEM TOTALS


Wetland along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave and Diehl Rd; 
Flood plains along I-290/IL 53, Thorndale Ave, IL 83, I-88, 
Diehl Rd and IL 59; Open space and parklands along the I-
290/IL 53, IL 83 and I-88; 1 school


National landmarks and historic districts - Gunderson Historic 
District (Oak Park) and Columbus Park (Chicago); 2 churches 
and 2 schools


120.5 -- 132.5


Min 


Max


$1,067
Bus Rapid Transt (BRT), primairly on shoulder 
lanes; exclusive median lanes on Thorndale 
Ave and IL 59


I-290 / I-88 Main Line Corridor Variations (minimum and maximum cost and extent examples) 


40.4


Project


Total


Mid-City BRT


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension


DuPage J Line BRT


I-355 BRT


Inner Circumferential Rail Line


Prepared by RTA
February 25, 2008
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Cook DuPage Corridor Public Meeting


Public Input Event:
March 10, 2008


Regional Transportation Authority
Suite 1550
175 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, Illinois


Open House 12:00 – 1:00PM
Presentation 12:15 PM


What You Will Learn


• About the Cook DuPage Corridor study
• Schedule and progress to date
• Preliminary recommendations
• How to provide input
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Cook DuPage Corridor


About the Cook DuPage Corridor


• 13% of region’s population;
1.1 million in 2000


• 15% of region’s employment;
750,000 jobs


• 4% expected growth in population by 2030;
20% expected growth in employment
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Problem Statement
[Approved January 26, 2006]


A significant increase in population and jobs has occurred in suburban areas of
Northeastern Illinois over the past several decades.  Major regional employment
centers have emerged in and around the Cook-DuPage Corridor, offering new
work locations for both city and suburban residents.  As a result, both DuPage
county and Cook county are currently net importers of workers.  Corridor
employment growth is anticipated to far outpace population change in the next 30
years.


Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in
travel patterns.  While the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago
remains strong, there has been a large increase in intersuburban and reverse
commute travel.  The existing Corridor transportation system was established to
serve the traditional commute to downtown Chicago.  The system does not
provide a sufficient level of service and/or range of options to address the high
growth travel patterns to Corridor employment centers.  This deficiency is most
acute for reverse and intersuburban travel markets where transit options
are limited or non-existent.


Cook DuPage Corridor


Cook-DuPage Corridor Committees


Technical Committee


•Municipal and County staff
•Regional planning & implementing
agency staff
•Federal/state agency staff


Policy Committee


•Mayors/presidents
•County commissioners


Citizen Advisory Committee


•Business organization staff
•Civic and social organization staff
•Professional association staff and/or
chapter leaders
•Workforce Board staff


Regional Transportation
Authority


Planning Standards Working Group


•Municipal staff
•County staff
•Planning Liaisons
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Study Schedule


Cook DuPage Corridor Study Timeline
Updated January 2008


Problem Statement


Goals & Objectives


Purpose and Need
for Mobility
Improvement


Conceptual Options


Public Meetings
(June ’06)


Incorporation of
Public Comment


Detailed Options


Corridor Planning
Standards


Evaluation


Technical
Committee
Recommendations


Preparation of
materials for non-
technical audience


Corridor Planning
Standards
Guidebook


Policy Committee
Recommendations


Public Meetings


Incorporation of
Public Comment


Final
Recommendations


Travel Market
Analysis


Jan.
2006


Jul. Jan.
2007


Jan.
2008


Jul. Jul.


System
Alternatives
Analysis


OPTIONS FEASIBILITY STUDY


We Are Here


Progression


35 projects 11 combinations


(system options)


1 system comprised
of 8 improvements
recommended for
further study


evaluation


OUTCOMEINPUT
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Alternative Solutions


Main Line System


Concentric System


Radial Reliant System


Preliminary Recommendations


Mid-City BRT


I-355 BRT


Inner
Circumferential Rail


J Line BRT Elgin-O’Hare East Extension


I-290 / I-88 Main Line variations
  HOV lanes
  Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
  Blue Line Extension from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)
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Supporting Recommendations


• Policy Issues


• Major Capital Investments


• Smart Corridors


• Connector Service


• Distribution/Circulation Services


• Strategic Roadway Improvements


Smart Corridors
Smart corridors are the key arterial roadways
where information technology, intersection
improvements and traffic management
strategies are recommended to enhance travel
flow for all users: autos, transit, commercial and
truck.


Connector services
Connector services are new north-south and
east-west bus service with limited stops that
provide a basic and essential grid of public
transportation for work and non-work trips of
the Cook DuPage Corridor. Reliability and safety
of connector services is increased by operating
in smart corridors (described above).


Distribution/circulation services
Safe and convenient non-auto access to
suburban work places is needed for the viability
of trip-making by transit. Multimodal
distribution system service areas (e.g., transit,
bicycle, pedestrian and/or other) are
recommended at each of the six major
employment centers.


Strategic roadway improvements
Strategic roadway improvements would
significantly enhance connectivity of the existing
network and relieve traffic bottlenecks. These
improvements were selected based on travel
patterns and system use, and warrant further
examination. Please see map at left to locate
the corresponding numbered strategic roadway
improvements listed below:


Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution
Services and Strategic Roadway Improvements
Nine distinct travel markets in the Cook DuPage Corridor reflect travel patterns of such magnitude that warrant potential major capital investment. Yet collectively,
the nine travel markets reflect less than 20% of all work travel in the Cook DuPage Corridor. The vast majority of Corridor work trips are dispersed and vary in
direction, trip length and end points. This majority of work trips overlap with travel market flows, and are joined by non-work trips and commercial vehicle traffic.


Smart corridors, connectors, distribution services and strategic roadway improvements are recommended to enhance mobility for the full spectrum of Corridor
travelers.  These low-capital enhancements reflect a system-wide approach to easing Corridor travel and are irrespective of - but complementary to - any of the
proposed major capital investments. The four types improvements are depicted below and are recommended for further prioritization, refinement and potential
phased implementation.


Prepared by RTA
December 18, 2007


1. Eola Rd: extend to IL 38 through Fermilab property


2. IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


3. Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange
west to County Farm Road


4. Fullerton Ave/Grand AveCorridor: extend west to
Main Street (Glen Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue


5. 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each
direction


6. IL 83: intersection improvement at Riverside Dr
(Elmhurst), widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each
direction - US 34 to 55th St and 63rd St to Midway
Dr


7. Franklin Ave: improve interchange with Mannheim
Rd


8. Wolf Road: extend over UP Railroad Proviso Yard


9. 25th Ave: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction


10. I-290: major rehabilitation, Mannheim Rd to Cicero
Ave


11. Central Ave: extend over BNSF Railroad’s Cicero
Yard


Major employment center
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Next Steps


• Public Comment Period - March


• Final Policy Committee Decision – May


• System Alternatives Analysis - Summer


Why we need your input today


• How to improve corridor mobility
– Transportation plan with 8 transportation


improvements
– Actions and policies


• Input to further development and
refinement of major projects
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Preliminary recommendations for review
and comment


• System recommendations
• Supporting recommendations


How to provide input this afternoon


• Sign in
• Pick up materials
• Provide written comments on comment


sheets
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How to provide input through March 31


• Comment forms or letters
• Provide to RTA at today’s meeting, or
• US Mail through March 31:


Regional Transportation Authority
Cook DuPage Corridor Study
Attn: Bill Lenski, AICP
175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550
Chicago, IL  60604


More ways to comment…


• Electronic comment form on:
www.cook-dupagecorridor.com


• E-Mail (include your name, address) to:
lenskiw@rtachicago.org
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Thank you


Thank you for your time and input!


- The Regional Transportation Authority








  
 


(See Next Page) 
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Public Comment Form 
 


Your Name*:  
Street Address:  
City, State, Zip*:  
Email:  


* Requested minimum information 


 
 
Your voice matters!  We value your input and thank you for your interest and 
participation in the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  Please return this form in the 
comment box at the public meetings, or you can mail, e-mail or fax your comments 
to the RTA by March 31, 2008 (see back page).   
 
Please tell us what you think about the proposed transportation system and 
recommended projects. Space is also provided for any other comment, on page 2. 
 
 
What do you think of the proposed transportation system, overall? 


 
 
 
 
 
What do you think of the major projects included in the proposed system? 
 
1. Elgin-O’Hare Expressway East Extension to O’Hare 


 
 
 


2. DuPage J Line BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 


 
 
 


3. Mid-City BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 


 
 
 


4. I-355 BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 


 
 
 


5. Inner Circumferential Rail Line 


 
 







 


REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  PAGE 2 OF 2 
MARCH 2008 


 
6. I-290 HOV (High Occupancy Vehicle) Lanes 


 
 


 
7. I-290 BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 


 
 
 


8. Blue Line Extension 


 
 
 
 


Other Comments: 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Need another form? Go to www.cook-dupagecorridor.com.  
Alternative formats for comments (letters, etc.) will also be accepted. 
 
 
By March 31, 2008 
PLEASE SEND COMMENTS TO: Regional Transportation Authority 
      c/o Mr. William Lenski 
      175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550 
      Chicago, IL 60604 
       


Email: lenskiw@rtachicago.org 
Fax: (312) 793-3206  


 
 THANK YOU!! 


 
 
   YES!  Please add me to the Cook DuPage Corridor mailing list to receive notice 


of future input opportunities.  
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Summary of Public Comment Forms 
March 2008  


 
 


1.0 Public Comment Form 
 
A public comment form was developed and distributed at the five public meetings 
held March 10-18, 2008 and was also made available on the project web 
site,www.cookdupagecorridor.com, during the public comment period. 
 
The comment form allowed the opportunity for the general public to respond to a 
series of questions on the proposed transportation system and recommended 
projects: 
 


1. What do you think of the proposed transportation system, overall? 
 


2. What do you think of the major project included in the proposed 
system? 


 
a. Elgin-O’Hare Expressway East Extension to O’Hare 
b. DuPage J Line BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 
c. Mid-City BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 
d. I-355 BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 
e. Inner Circumferential Rail Line 
f. I-290 HOV (High Occupancy Vehicle) Lanes 
g. I-290 BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) 
h. Blue Line Extension 


 
3. Other comments? 


 
The public comment form responses provided a qualitative framework (rather than 
quantitative or scientific) for considering the public’s general level of support, 
opposition, or specific concerns regarding the proposed transportation system and 
recommended projects.  The forms generated rich and detailed information that 
enhanced RTA’s understanding of the context in which the next phase of the study 
will unfold. 
 
2.0 Frequently Expressed Comments 
 
Over 550 individual public comments were submitted and reviewed.  The remainder 
of this section presents, for each question, a summary and representative quotes of 
the most frequently expressed comments in rank order. 
 
Transportation System Overall (88 out of 550 comments) 
 
Most of the comments indicated general public support for the overall proposed 
transportation system.  Citizens believe there is a need to develop a comprehensive 
set of improvements that produce a choice of transportation alternatives and long-
term mobility solutions and reduce congestion.     
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“Fantastic if full implementation could be financed.”   
“This is a good idea and an investment into needed infrastructure.” 
“Most of the projects seemed thought-out and coordinated.” 
“Great – eco-friendly, will help to relieve traffic and provides transportation to those 
who don’t drive.” 
“Some good proposals, but they must be prioritized by need and effectiveness.” 
“Overall plan is sound and well meaning.” 
“…A most welcome and ambitious project.” 
“…provides a number of options to reduce congestion.” 


 
The next most frequent comment was in strong support of the public transit 
components of the plan.  Citizens stated several reasons in support of transit 
investments including significant regional mobility, economic and environmental 
benefits; to address historic underinvestment in transit; and increases options for 
low income residents.  While they support the public transit options, a few citizens 
indicated that Mid-City should be the highest priority and a rail option; while others 
expressed desire for the Blue Line to extend further west beyond the recommended 
terminus. 
 
In terms of specific projects, some citizens strongly opposed the overall plan due to 
the road expansion represented in the I-290 options.  Concerns ranged from the 
additional environmental and community impacts on Oak Park to the need for long-
term public transit solutions.  In general, the public sentiment was that the I-290 
road expansion would lead to increased automobile use and traffic congestion and 
demand management and public transit were far more viable options. 
 
Citizens supported the Blue Line Extension over roadway options because it has more 
capacity than HOV lanes, has fewer community impacts, and has the potential to 
spur economic development.   
  
Blue Line Extension (71 out of 550 comments) 
 
Approximately three-fourths of the comments on the Blue Line Extension were in 
strong support of the project.  Several citizens identified this project as the best idea 
and highest priority for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  Others expressed a desire 
for the Blue Line to extend further west beyond Yorktown and Oak Brook into Lisle 
and Aurora.  Those in favor of the Blue Line promoted the many benefits of the Blue 
Line Extension such as providing additional public transportation choices, access to 
employment, access to shopping, contributing to improved air quality, and serving 
multiple travel markets as identified in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 
 
A smaller number of comments were in opposition to the Blue Line Extension for a 
number reasons – high cost and questionable viability due to the low density in the 
suburbs.  Citizens offered alternatives such as implementation of BRT and 
enhancement/restoration of existing transit services for CTA and Metra. 
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I-290 HOV Lanes (57 out of 550 comments) 
 
Over 80% of the comments on the I-290 HOV Lanes were opposed to the project.  
The greatest concerns were the project cost, the impacts to the adjacent 
communities and land uses, and the short length of the HOV lanes.  Recommended 
alternatives to the project included an emphasis on public transit options presented 
in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study and potentially converting an existing traffic lane 
into a combined Bus/HOV lane.   
   


“HOV lanes historically are lightly traveled, and only increase, not decrease, traffic 
density across total lanes.”   
“Bad idea, lived in California – doesn’t work there, won’t work here…don’t want to 
entice more cars to the expressway.” 
“...devastating to neighborhoods.” 
“…short length (4.3 miles or even 10 miles) could not be effectively used as HOV 
lanes.” 
”It is a costly solution (construction, environmental impacts, environmental justice, 
disruption of communities) that will not provide the benefits commensurate with its 
costs.” 


A much smaller percentage of comments were in favor of the I-290 HOV Lanes.  For 
the most part, supporters felt any improvement to I-290 was needed because of the 
severe traffic congestion.  They also believed the project could be implemented in 
conjunction with BRT and funded through tolls or increased taxes.  
 
Inner Circumferential Rail Line (52 out of 550 comments) 
 
About nine out of ten comments for the Inner Circumferential Rail Line were in 
support of the project.  Increased connectivity between O’Hare and Midway airports, 
increased transit connectivity between Metra and CTA, improved job access, 
increased north-south connectivity and mobility, substantial Transit Oriented 
Development (TOD) opportunity, and cost effectives are among the major reasons 
for supporting the project.  Some supporters identified the Inner Circumferential Line 
as a high project priority.    
 


“Absolutely yes…the need to go from suburb-to-suburb without having to first go 
downtown would be a major plus for our system.” 
“…should be a high priority for implementation.” 
“Provides convenient transit access to the airports for residents of Bellwood, 
Westchester, Broadview, Brookfield, La Grange Park, Forest Park, Berwyn, Cicero 
and Oak Park.” 
“…will provide economic opportunities to the villages along this corridor.” 


The remaining comments identified Mid-City BRT as a higher priority than the Inner 
Circumferential Rail Line. 
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Mid-City BRT (50 out of 550 comments) 
 
Over two-thirds of the comments for the Mid-City BRT support the project and 
believe it should be the highest priority for implementation.  Many supporters 
preferred a light/heavy rail option along the route instead of BRT.  Increased airport 
connectivity, increased access to jobs for low income and environmental justice 
communities, and increased transit connectivity between various CTA lines are the 
most significant reasons for supporting this project.   
     


“…strongly support the Mid-City Transitway (MCT)…because it would provide a 
convenient link between O’Hare and Midway.” 
“…Mid-City Transitway is an essential part of improving public transit in our region 
and also to moving toward transit equity in our city.  I believe it should be the highest 
priority project, not only for this study area but for the CTA and RTA as a whole..” 
“Mid-City highest priority because…it has potential to help relieve poverty by 
extending rapid transit to a number of low-income, working poor communities of 
color that are currently poorly served by the existing transit network.” 
“…why has the Mid-City Transitway been proposed as a BRT rather than a new light 
rail or heavy rail line.” 


Most of the remaining comments opposed the Mid-City Transitway because it is 
perceived as costly, nonviable, and inconvenient. 
 
I-290 BRT (42 out of 550 comments) 
 
Over half of these comments on I-290 BRT were in support of the project because 
itwas perceived as a more cost effective option over the Blue Line Extension and 
would have fewer community impacts than widening I-290.  While there is support 
for the project, citizens would prefer the I-290 option as high speed rail.    
 
The remaining comments opposed the I-290 project because it is a duplication of 
service with the Blue Line Extension.  In addition, there is strong opposition to road 
widening for BRT, and again resources should be allocated to high speed rail options. 
 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway East Extension to O’Hare (39 out of 550 comments) 
 
Nearly half of the comments support the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway Extension to 
O’Hare.  Reasons stated include improved airport connectivity, access to 
employment, and relieves traffic congestion on I-290 and I-90.   
 


“This is long overdue…allows for a route to O’Hare from the west that is more direct.” 
“Excellent proposal that would reduce traffic on local and arterial streets in the 
area.” 


An equal number of comments opposed the Elgin O-Hare Expressway extension.  For 
the most part, opposers felt that public transit such as BRT and rail freight corridors 
were better and more convenient solutions than road expansion.  Road expansion 
was viewed as non-sustainable, costly, and harmful to the environment. 
 
Most of the remaining comments were indifferent or expressed no opinion on this 
project.   
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I-355 BRT (38 out of 550 comments) 
 
Over three-fourths of the comments on the I-355 BRT were in support of the project.  
Bus rapid transit in this corridor was viewed as a good, viable solution that was a 
useful step in the right direction.  Supporters indicated the need to explore a number 
of issues such as where this project fit in relation to other project priorities, the 
benefit of perhaps combining the project with the DuPage J Line BRT, and 
implementing the project as a high speed rail option.    
 
Most of the remaining comments were in opposition of the I-355 BRT primarily 
because of concerns that a bus solution was not energy efficient, would be 
underutilized.  Also, a rail solution was preferred more than a bus project. 
 
DuPage J Line BRT (36 out of 550 comments) 
 
Nearly three-quarters of the comments on the DuPage J Line BRT were in support of 
the project.  Increased connectivity between several major employment centers, 
increased connectivity to O’Hare airport, and increased connectivity to proposed 
transit services were the principal reasons for supporting the project.  While some 
supporters acknowledged the J Line as improvement over existing transit services, 
they viewed the solution as an initial or interim step toward eventual high speed rail 
service.   
 


“Sounds like a great idea! 
“Fantastic, provides flexible routing to O’Hare and makes additional use of major 
investment in expressway infrastructure that is currently underutilized.” 
“…J Line BRT provides important west-east and north-south service…” 
“Buses are a fine transitional strategy, but a rail based system of corridors is the 
logical future end.”   


 
The few remaining comments were opposed to or had no opinion about the DuPage J 
Line BRT option. 
 
Other Comments  
 
Other general comments and issues raised most frequently were related to support 
for public transit options (over roadway components), support for the Blue Line 
Extension, and support for the Inner Circumferential Rail Line.    
 
These comments were followed by opposition to the I-290 widening. 
 
The next area of concern was related to the environmental and community impacts 
represented by the overall plan and project components. 
 
Environmental justice concerns and increasing meaningful opportunities for public 
participation before final study decisions are made were also mentioned. 
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March 2008 Public Comment Period 
 


Background 
Public input in the transportation planning process leads to better solutions and more 
informed decisions about alternative futures and ultimately, a more broadly supported 
program of public investment.  The goal of the public involvement program for the Cook 
DuPage Corridor is to enable the general public, government agencies, businesses and other 
stakeholders to receive background and technical information in order to provide meaningful 
input to the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) during the planning process. 
 
In February 2008, the Cook DuPage Corridor study reached an important milestone.  The 
Policy Committee unanimously agreed on a future transportation system to serve the more 
than one million residents and over 750,000 workers of the Cook-DuPage Corridor.  Their 
decision was released for public comment during March 2008.  After consideration of public 
comment the Policy Committee will finalize their decision in May. 
 
Public Comment Period 
The second formal public comment period of the Options Feasibility study phase was held 
from March 1 - 31, 2008.  The purpose of the public comment period was to provide an 
opportunity to review and comment on the Preliminary System Recommendations and the 
Preliminary Supporting Recommendations of the Options Feasibility study.   
 
During the public comment period, the RTA hosted five public meetings at different locations 
in and around the corridor to obtain public input on the recommended transportation 
scenario.  These meetings were conducted in downtown Chicago/Loop, Cicero, Oak Park, 
Lombard and Addison.  Outreach was undertaken to a number of local and regional 
newspapers.  The RTA invited over 250 elected and local officials, chambers, visitor’s 
bureaus, professional and civic organizations and human service organizations to attend the 
public meeting events.  The preliminary recommendations and the public input events 
received extensive media coverage in print and radio.  Much of the media focus was on the 
Blue Line extension.  Media interest was strongest among the Daily Herald, Chicago Sun-
Times, Wednesday Journal (Oak Park / River Forest) Oak Leaves (Oak Park), and WBEZ-FM 
Chicago Public Radio.  Four members of the Policy Committee (Paul Fichtner, Tom Marcucci, 
David Pope and Peter Silvestri) discussed the preliminary recommendations in a segment of 
Comcast Network’s Political Update program.  WDCB Public Radio conducted an extensive 
interview with Technical Committee Vice Chair Tam Kutzmark.  The RTA’s March InTransit 
newsletter distributed to over 1,300 elected and appointed officials featured an article about 
the proposed transportation system and the public comment opportunity. 
 
Public Meetings 
The objectives of the public meetings were to provide the general public with the 
opportunity to: 


• Learn about the Cook DuPage Corridor Study; 
• Review the study schedule and progress to date; 
• Review the study preliminary recommendations; and  
• Provide input on the study recommendations and projects. 


 
The five public meetings were scheduled for one hour and followed the same format:  
First, at the registration table, each participant was requested to sign-in, and was given an 
agenda, public comment form and an information packet that contained:   
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• System Recommendations; 
• Supporting Recommendations; 
• Corridor Map; 
• Cook-DuPage Corridor Study Synopsis; 
• Problem Statement; 
• Goals and Objectives; and 
• Travel Market Map. 


 
Next, the public reviewed information display boards and maps at their leisure.  The boards 
positioned around the meeting room depicted: 


• Cook DuPage Corridor; 
• Travel Markets; 
• Problem Statement; 
• System Recommendations; and 
• Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution Services and Strategic Roadway 


Improvements, 
 
Then RTA Manager of Corridor Planning Studies, William Lenski, reviewed the goals of the 
meeting and presented Cook DuPage Corridor Study recommendations to the meeting 
participants.  Specifically, he discussed: 


• Study Planning Phases 
• Corridor Travel Markets 
• Problem Statement 
• Corridor Committees 
• Study Schedule 
• Alternative Solutions: Main Line, Concentric, Radial Reliant 
• Preliminary and Supporting Recommendations 
• Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution Services, and Strategic Roadway 


Improvements 
• Public Input Opportunity 


 
Following the formal presentation, Mr. Lenski facilitated a question-and-answer session and 
encouraged attendees to complete the public comment forms distributed at the beginning of 
the meeting. 
  
The workshop concluded with a brief description of how the public feedback will be 
considered by the Policy Committee, how to remain involved in the next phase of study, 
System Alternatives Analysis. 
 
A summary of the public comment forms is included as Attachment 3. 
 
Approximately 150 people attended the five public meetings.  The Oak Park meeting drew 
the greatest interest with 100 people present.  The Cicero meeting drew the least interest 
with only two attendees.  Meetings in the Loop, Lombard and Addison each drew about 20 
people.  In addition, special meetings were conducted with the DuPage Mayors and 
Managers Conference Transportation Policy Committee, the Greater Oak Brook Chamber of 
Commerce Economic Development Committee, Village of Oak Brook staff and the Oak Brook 
board of trustees.   
 
Public Comments Received 
Over 150 commenters provided approximately 900 written comments during the public 
comment period.  Most of the comments were submitted by individuals via email.  All of the  
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comments are available on the Getting Involved section of the study website: www.cook-
dupagecorridor.com.   
 
Of particular note, the Village of Oak Park made a concerted local effort to encourage 
community participation in the public meeting that the RTA conducted at the village hall on 
March 12.  There is a very high level of awareness in Oak Park about the I-290 High 
Occupancy Vehicle Lanes, and the Blue Line extension.  Approximately two-thirds of the 150 
commenters who submitted public comments were residents of Oak Park.  Despite the 
extensive outreach by the RTA, minimal feedback was received from other communities in 
the corridor and from chambers, visitor’s bureaus, civic organizations, and human service 
organizations.  The comments were not obtained in scientific fashion and are not statistically 
valid. 
 
The individual public comments received indicate an underlying concern about widening the 
Eisenhower expressway, and the effectiveness of High Occupancy Vehicle lanes.  They also 
indicate an underlying preference for transit components in general and the Blue Line 
extension in particular in the I-290 corridor.  The public comments confirmed the viability of 
the overall system and areas of concern about the effectiveness and potential community 
impacts of specific projects.  The public’s questions can only be answered through further 
development and evaluation of the proposed system.   



http://www.cook-dupagecorridor.com/

http://www.cook-dupagecorridor.com/
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March 2008 Public Comment Period 
 
 
Results from the March 2008 Public Comment Period 
Who are the commenters?   
Individuals 145 
Organizations 9 
  Village of Bellwood  
  Village of Itasca  
  Village of Oak Park  
  DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference  
  West Central Municipal Conference  
  Citizens for Appropriate Transportation  
  Center for Neighborhood Technology  
  Little Village Environmental Justice 


Organization 
 


  Respiratory Health Association of Metropolitan 
Chicago 


 


TOTAL 154 
Where are the commenters from?  
Oak Park 105 
Chicago 9 
Westchester 3 
River Forest 3 
Glen Ellyn 2 
Villa Park 2 
Brookfield 1 
Downers Grove 1 
Forest Park 1 
LaGrange 1 
Lisle 1 
Lombard 1 
Naperville 1 
Northlake 1 
Wheaton 1 
Out of state 1 
Unknown 11 
TOTAL 145 
What form were the comments submitted? 
RTA Comment Form 59 
E-mail message 83 
Letter / other 12 
TOTAL 154 
How were the comments submitted?* 
Electronically 117 
Public Meeting 24 
US Mail 14 
Fax 3 


*some comments submitted by multiple channels 







Citizen Advisory and Technical Committee Guidance Regarding Public Comment


Preliminary System Recommendations


General Comment
Proposed 
Action


Notes


System, Overall
Not needed, we need to reduce consumption of natural 
resources


No change Commenters concern is noted.  Expansion of 
the transportation system will likely be needed 
to meet current and future mobility needs of 
the corridor.


Would rather see the Radial Reliant System No change Commenters concern is noted.
Should be extended east of Cicero Avenue No change Logical termini will be considered for all 


proposed projects


1 Elgin -O'Hare Expressway East Extension to O'Hare
Will lead to more traffic and should not be pursued further No change Commenters concern is noted


2 DuPage J Line BRT
Light rail should be studied for the DuPage J Line No Change Alternative modes will be considered in the 


System Alternatives Analysis


3 Mid City BRT
Consider Mid-City Transitway as rail service instead of bus 
service


No Change Alternative modes will be considered in 
Systems Alternatives Analysis


4 I-355 BRT
Light rail should be studied for the I-355 BRT No Change Alternative modes will be considered in the 


System Alternatives Analysis
Consider using the Com-Ed utility right-of-way east of I-355 for 
the I-355 BRT


No Change Will be considered if assumptions about the I-
355 BRT change.  The intention of the I-355 
BRT is to operate in mixed traffic.  The 
associated HOT Lanes from the Concentric 
System were in not carried forward. 


5 Inner Circumferential Rail Line


6 I-290 HOV  (High Occupancy Vehicle) Lanes
HOV lanes are not effective and should not be pursued further 
within this system recommendation


No Change Commenters concern is noted, yet further 
evaluation is needed to substantiate.


Cook DuPage Corridor Policy Committee
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Expand I-290 but reconsider HOV - should be general purpose 
lanes


No Change Commenters concern is noted, yet further 
evaluation is needed to substantiate.


Convert existing lane to HOV, rather than adding a new lane No Change Commenters concern is noted, yet further 
evaluation is needed to substantiate.


Widen the Eisenhower for outbound traffic only. No Change Commenters concern is noted.


Extend HOV Lanes to Western Avenue No Change Different extents of HOV lanes will be 
considered in the System Alternatives Analysis


7 I-290 Bus Rapid Transit
Should use existing lanes only. No Change Commenters concern is noted.  Operating in 


mixed traffic in a general purpose lane would 
severely limit the performance of the I-290 
BRT.


8 Blue Line Extension
Very costly with few benefits for cost, do not pursue within this 
system recommendation


No Change Commenters concern is noted, yet further 
evaluation is needed to substantiate.


Rebuild / consider Chicago Aurora and Elgin Railway right-of-way
(now the Illinois Prairie Path) as a potential route for the Blue 
Line extension


No Change Different alignments will be considered in the 
System Alternatives Analysis


Do not extend the Blue Line westward on any portion of the 
Illinois Prairie Path.


No Change Commenters concern is noted.  Goals 4 and 6 
address this concern.


Upgrade entire Blue Line service to the Loop in conjunction with 
a westward extension 


No Change The entire Blue Line service/plant to the Loop 
will be examined as part of any westward 
extension.


Pursue enhanced Metra service instead of a Blue Line extension.  
Expanding capacity (another track) on the BNSF, UP-W and MD-
W should be cheaper than adding more spokes to the system.  


No Change Commenters concern is noted.


Pursue the  following improvements instead of a Blue Line 
extension:  1) Upgrade Cermak Road with bus-only lanes and 
traffic signal upgrades.  2) Restore Blue Line service to the 
54th/Cermak branch at least every other train. 3) Reopen closed 
stations/entrances on the Forest Park branch of the Blue Line.


No Change These improvements can be pursued in 
independent of a Blue Line extension, and by 
themselves do not address corridor mobility 
goals and objectives.
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Preliminary Supporting  Recommendations 


General Comment
Proposed 
Action


Notes


Policy Issues
Add a supporting recommendation for access 
management


Change Consider adding a new supporting 
recommendation to "Develop and apply 
access management policies."


Major Capital Investments
The supporting recommendation to: “further refine 
recommended options in terms of proposed and alternative 
alignments, cross sections, physical/operating /service 
parameters, and cost assumptions” gives the operating agencies 
too much latitude to disregard previous planning work and 
change virtually anything about a project.


No Change Commenters concern is noted.  The projects 
are still in a very conceptual stage and need to 
be progressively developed to improve 
understanding of the, costs, benefits and 
impacts on the existing system.


Strategic Roadway Improvements
Extension of Eola Road will have adverse impacts on scientific 
work at Fermilab


No Change Commenters concern is noted.


Other General Suggestions and Ideas


General Comment


Planning Process


A large number of comments were received that were general in nature, and did not specifically request additions or subtractions to the 
System Recommendations or Supporting Recommendations. The critical action, therefore, is to utilize this collected input as we develop 
the scope of work for subsequent studies in the System Alternatives Analysis Phase, and develop detailed designs for individual projects.  
Utilization of this input does not require changes to any of the preliminary recommendations.


Undertake a greater effort to do multi-lingual outreach especially in Spanish to the Latino communities.  Greater outreach is 
needed to low income communities in general and African-American communities.


Opportunities for public input have been too few
The traditional commute – the largest travel market by far is being ignored. Excluding the Traditional Commute and having the 
study focus on the Reverse and Intersuburban commute is a major change from the original intent of the study.


A 6:00 PM - 7:00 PM meeting time is not convenient and limits the number of people who can attend.
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General Suggestions/Other Comments


Assessment of climate impacts, energy use and carbon output of the projects is needed.


New Express Toll Lanes on the Eisenhower could utilize excess CTA right-of-way between Halsted Street and Harlem Avenue. 
Consider new facilities on both the I-88/I-290 and CA&E corridors using more than one system (Bus Rapid Transit, Light Rail, or 
Heavy Rail/Blue Line extension) to service major employment and retail centers in Oak Brook and Lombard, and residential 
neighborhoods along the CA&E that are not proximate to Metra lines.


Concern that approach to be used for evaluating the preliminary system recommendations through Phase III may depart from the 
successful consensus based approach used in earlier stages of the study.


Projects need to be prioritized


Need to consider "green" jobs development and overall economic development that transit projects would bring to the region
The policy issue supporting recommendation to “support successful integration of transportation and land use makes sense, but 
the RTA is implementing it in a very limited way.


Role of public health and environmental concerns must be significantly improved in the final project selection process in Phase III


Phase III must provide answers to significant unresolved questions concerning assumptions supporting the value of any potential 
I-290 project involving the addition of new highway lanes for a stand-along or combined High-Occupancy Vehicle, Bus Rapid 
Transit, or High-Occupancy Toll facilities.


The NEPA process should be used in Phase III to identify and evaluate the type and severity of environmental impacts.
Cicero Avenue as the eastern boundary of the corridor is not a good choice and should be a north-south street east of Wells Street
in downtown Chicago. 


Ensure Cook-DuPage recommendations are integrated into RTA's own strategic plan update, especially with regard to supporting 
recommendations
Coordinate the System Alternatives Analysis with other regional planning efforts currently underway (IDOT's Elgin O'Hare West 
Bypass project,  CMAP Go To 2040 regional comprehensive plan, Metra's proposed STAR Line, etc.)
Use wrap-up stage of the  Options Feasibility Analysis phase and the kickoff of the subsequent System Alternatives Analysis phase 
to raise awareness among the public and other stakeholders about the projects identified for further study.
Coordinate with the DuPage County Comprehensive Road Improvement Plan and DuPage County Regional Bikeway Plan


The corridor study should consider current thinking on global warming and energy policy.
Performance scores (evaluation matrix) need to be revised.  There are two problems: (1) 21 of 59 evaluation measure were not 
used, and (2) the scoring system that calculates a single number to evaluate each option is flawed as a decision-making process, 
but showing natural units of measure is a reasonable way to show the results of an impact analysis.  
Continue to coordinate the corridor planning process with implementation of the DuPage Area Transit Plan
Coordinate with local capital improvement plans (Oak Brook's Commercial Revitalization Plan for the 22nd Street, Lombard's 
Yorktown Center plans, Naperville's Route 59 expansion)


Improvement of freight rail network is needed in order to share use with commuter rail, and should be addressed within the RTA’s 
corridor study.


Undertake a thorough assessment of environmental impacts and environmental justice implications of the system 
recommendations.
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Would like a system similar to CTA – with a high level of 24 hour service - out in the suburbs. 


Monorail technology can be less expensive, less disruptive and quieter than conventional rapid transit.


First priority of arterial street improvements (Smart Corridors) should be expediting bus travel.


Consider preliminary step of extending current Metra BNSF service trains that now begin or end their runs at Congress Park north 
on the IHB RR to three new stations in LaGrange Park, Westchester and Broadview.
In the Oak Park section of the Eisenhower, consider 2 new lanes from Austin to Harlem in the center of the expressway by 
replacing the west ramps from Austin and the east ramps from Harlem with an elevated roadway connecting the two streets.  This 
viaduct would primarily serve vehicles driving to or from the Eisenhower.


New expressway lanes should be reserved for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), Express Toll Lane (XTL) or High Occupancy Toll (HOT 
vehicles


Elgin-O’Hare Expressway East extension must provide convenient access and must not create barriers to or negatively impact the 
quality of life of the residents businesses of Itasca.
Consider tolling on I-290


Commuter parking needs to be expanded on the Metra system, and more trains/cars are needed especially on the BNSF and the 
Heritage Corridor / Rock Island District from Joliet,  in peak hour service to Chicago


Extend Pace route 311 from present terminus at 47th and Lawndale to the neighborhood of 1st Avenue, East Avenue, Joliet Road 
and LaGrange Road in southwest McCook /Countryside to serve new and emerging development.


Consider phased projects, using existing structures and rights-of-way, engineering to a reasonable level of quality/safety rather 
than an ultimate, encouraging transit-oriented urban design and rejecting NIMBY complaints
Consider various funding sources/options for major capital investments
Any proposed transit project should be fully integrated with the existing transit system of the region


The Plan needs to recognize three major trends affecting the world and local communities: 1) funding for public works is 
shrinking, we will have to do more with less, 2) global climate change will seriously impact the economy and food production, and 
3) the energy crisis, cost of oil and the coming global peak in oil production will severely curtail economic growth.  In view of 
these trends, the plan for the Cook-DuPage Corridor must place a high priority on conservation of resources.  The plan should try 
to shorten commutes and encourage less energy intensive alternatives such as walking, biking and mass transit. The plan should 
attract people to move back to the city and nearby suburbs.  Projects 3, 5, 7 and 8 do this.  Projects 1, 2, 4 and 6 do not.  
However, the Blue Line should not be extended to I-355, but should stop at some new north-south rapid transit route perhaps at 
1st Avenue.


Consider concept of a car ferry (similar to car hauler carrier)
Ensure all buses in the region are equipped with diesel particular filters


Fares should be gradually lowered over time, and be easy and convenient to pay


More all-day bus service is needed in the corridor
Suburb to suburb travel using Metra is difficult because there are not transfer points between lines at outlying locations.
Communication between transit agencies is poor. Common branding and signage is needed throughout the system
A unified fare structure is needed for CTA, Metra and Pace.
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CTA Blue Line
(Existing)


The Cook DuPage Corridor
Travel Markets


1 Traditional Commute
Trips in this travel market begin in the corridor and
surrounding suburbs with destinations in Chicago,
crossing Cicero Ave. eastbound in the morning.  This is
the single largest travel pattern affecting the corridor,
accounting for 23% of all work trips made from the
Cook portion of the Corridor and 9% of all work trips
made from the DuPage portion. 426,000 daily work
trips.


2 Reverse Commute
Mirroring the Traditional commute, Reverse Commute
trips begin in the City of Chicago with destinations in
the western suburbs, crossing Cicero Ave. westbound
in the morning. All six corridor employment centers,
and O’Hare and Midway airports are destinations of
this market. 246,000 daily work trips.


3 Central DuPage
This inter-suburban travel market is comprised of work
trips that originate west of IL 53 in DuPage, and in Will
county and that are destined for east-central DuPage.
The Yorktown/Oak Brook employment center is the
main destination of this travel market. 69,000 daily
work trips.


4 South Central Cook
Trips of this travel market originate between the Tri-
State Tollway (I‑294) and Cicero Ave south of the
Metra UP-West line and have destinations in east-
central DuPage. The Yorktown/Oak Brook employment
center is the main destination of this travel market.
26,000 daily work trips.


5 East Central DuPage
This ia a bi-directional travel market of north-south
work trips east of Gary Ave.  Southbound trips are
destined for the Oak Brook/Yorktown area, Lombard
and Lisle; northbound trips are destined for
Elmhurst/Addison, Thorndale and Schaumburg. This is
the largest of seven inter-suburban markets. 113,000
daily work trips.


6 Far West DuPage
This travel market originates in the western two-thirds
of DuPage County and northwest Will County.  The
main destination of this travel market is the
Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville employment center in west
central DuPage. 34,000 daily work trips.


7 North DuPage
This travel market consists of  short, overlapping trips
originating in Kane, northwest Cook and northern
DuPage and are destined for northern DuPage,
particularly to the Thorndale and Elmhurst/Addison
employment centers.  52,000 daily work trips.


8 North Central Cook
from the far west and northwest sides of Chicago and
the near-west suburbs of Cook county that are
destined for suburban communities located
south/southeast of O’Hare International Airport.
12,000 daily work trips


9 West Central Cook
The West Central Cook travel market consists of north-
south travel in Cook County that takes place between
Mannheim Road and Cicero Avenue.  This travel
market consists of nearly 48,000 daily work trips


Travel Markets and Major Employment Centers
Travel markets are people making trips that are similar in purpose or geographically, in terms of start and end points. The RTA’s Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market
Analysis published in December 2005 identified nine travel markets that are similar in both purpose and geography.  The direction and proportional magnitude size of
the travel patterns are depicted conceptually with the arrows below.


The Travel Market Analysis also concluded that the reverse commute and all intersuburban travel markets are not currently well served by the existing transportation
system. Particularly poorly served are Travel Markets 5 and 6, Travel Markets 2 and 7, Travel Market 3. Six major employment centers in or near the Cook DuPage
Corridor sustain much of its workforce.


Major Employment Center identified in
Cook DuPage Travel Market Analysis
(Dec. 2005)
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Employment Centerss 2000 Employment2000 Employment 2030 (Projected)2030 (Projected) Antic. Change/30-Yr GrowthAntic. Change/30-Yr Growth
ThorndaleThorndale 90,70090,700 98,70098,700   8,000  8,000
SchaumburgSchaumburg 62,40062,400   91,10091,100   28,70028,700
Addison/ElmhurstAddison/Elmhurst 56,90056,900   62,90062,900       6,0006,000
Oak Brook/YorktownOak Brook/Yorktown 48,90048,900 57,70057,700   8,800  8,800
Maywood/Loyola Maywood/Loyola 31,10031,100 31,80031,800           700700
Lisle/Naperville/WarrenvilleLisle/Naperville/Warrenville 27,60027,600 38,70038,700 11,10011,100Prepared by RTA


December 18, 2007


Central
DuPage


Traditional
Commute1


Reverse
Commute2


North
DuPage7


East
Central
DuPage


5


North
Central Cook8


6


F
a
r 


W
e
st


 D
u


P
a
g


e


South Central Cook4


W
e
st


 C
e
n


tr
a
l 
C


o
o
k


9


62k
jobs


90k
jobs


57k
jobs


  49k
   jobs


  28k
  jobs


 31k
  jobs


3








 


 


Transit Access to 
Major Employment Centers 
 
Transit is currently not an option for nearly 
all intersuburban and reverse commute trips 
to these major employment destinations of 
the Corridor: 
 


• Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle 
• Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook area 
• Elmhurst/Addison 
• Thorndale Ave. Corridor 
• Schaumburg  
• Loyola University Medical Center & Hines 


VA Hospital/Circuit Court (Maywood) 


 


Service Quality of Arterials 
 
Inefficient stop-and-go traffic flow and 
congested roadways leads to high travel 
times for commuters during peak hours.  
 
 


• Stops signs and closely-spaced, 
uncoordinated signals lead to 
considerable stop-and-go travel 


• Freight and passenger rail crossings 
• Congestion 
• Discontinuity of suburban roadways  


 


 


Service Quality of I-290 
 
Automobiles, buses, commercial 
vehicles and regional pass-through 
travel are all very negatively impacted 
by congestion on I-290. 
 


• Daily, extreme congestion 
• Slow speeds = long travel time 
• Increased reliance and congestion 


on arterials 
 


 


Service Quality of Bus 
Transit  
 
Slow speeds, multiple transfers and 
CTA/Pace schedule differences lead to 
unreasonably long travel time for the 
distance traveled. 
 


• Same direction transfers 
• Long waits to transfer  
• Inconsistency of service hours and 


bus frequencies 
 


 


Key Findings 
 


The biggest mobility issues facing the Cook-DuPage Corridor are….. 
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Executive Summary 
The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) and the Illinois Department of Transportation 
(IDOT) are undertaking a multimodal corridor level planning effort, centered on the 
Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) and the East-West Tollway (I-88), known as the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor Study. The goal of this study is to identify the most effective and desired 
transportation solutions to improve mobility in this heavily-traveled portion of our region. 


Consistent with the joint study approach set forth in the Program Management Plan, three 
successive, inter-dependent phases comprise the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study.  They include: 
 


1. Travel Market Analysis – assessing the nature, magnitude and need for corridor 
mobility improvement. 


2. Options and Feasibility – examining a broad range of potential improvement options. 


3. Alternatives Analysis – refining and evaluating the cost, benefit and impact of 
alternative major transportation investments. 


 
The Travel Market Analysis report presents a comprehensive examination of travel patterns 
and mobility trends affecting the corridor.  In Sections 2 through 4 of the report, key travel 
patterns are analyzed from a user-based perspective.  Specifically, trips of similar purpose, 
direction and endpoints are grouped into nine predominant “travel markets.”  In Section 5, the 
corridor’s primary travel markets are compared to existing services and facilities using both 
quantitative and qualitative measures.   Section 6 concludes with an analysis of the fitness of the 
corridor’s surface transportation system – to illuminate where and why mobility improvements 
are most in need. 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor generates a significant share of the region’s travel and its 
transportation system provides key linkages between DuPage County, the western 
communities of Cook County and the city of Chicago. Additionally, the 51 corridor 
municipalities include a number of major activity centers that attract workers from throughout 
northeastern Illinois. 
 
Not counting pass-through trips, the Corridor’s existing highway and transit network— 
substantially unchanged over four decades— bears nearly 4 million trips per day.   However, 
since 1970, corridor population has increased by 20% to 1.1 million in 2000 and employment has 
doubled to nearly 750,000 over the same period.  With sustained population and economic 
expansions underway in western DuPage, Kane and Will counties, the Corridor’s important 
transportation role at the region’s center will likely continue.   Regional and national trends, 
including the continued increase in dual-income households, the rise of the service sector and 
the decline in manufacturing are additional factors influencing Corridor travel. 
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The Corridor’s existing transportation infrastructure is extensive.  The area is served by four 
key interstate facilities and a grid-pattern principal arterial system.  Transit service includes 
three CTA Rapid Transit Lines, three Metra Commuter Rail Lines and over 100 Bus 
Routes operated by Pace and the CTA. 
 
The most significant travel patterns compiled from the U.S. Census’ 2000 Journey-to-Work data 
are depicted in the following figure: 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 
Each of these travel patterns constitutes a unique, Corridor-level travel market.  These travel 
markets vary in size, geography and mobility.  Together, they comprise over one million daily 
work trips that largely occur during the morning and evening peak periods. 


The Cook-DuPage Traditional Commute consists of work trips that originate in the western 
suburbs of Cook, DuPage and Kane counties and are collectively destined for the City of 
Chicago.  It also includes significant travel that occurs entirely within the City of Chicago.  This 
historical travel pattern is the single largest travel market affecting the corridor with over 
426,000 daily trips to and from work. 


The Cook-DuPage Reverse Commute comprises trips that originate east of Cicero Avenue in the 
City of Chicago and are destined for outlying areas of the city and the west suburbs of Cook, 
DuPage and Kane counties.  The reverse commute is the second largest single travel pattern 
affecting the corridor with over 246,000 daily work trips. 
 
The inter-suburban Central DuPage travel market is comprised of work trips that originate west 
of IL 53 in DuPage, Kane and northwestern Will counties, and are destined for east-central 
DuPage, including the Oak Brook major employment center.  This travel market accounts for 
about 69,000 work trips each day. 


Travel Market key: 
1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 


Cook–DuPage Corridor Travel Markets 
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The inter-suburban South Central Cook travel market originates in Cook County east of the Tri-
State Tollway (I-294) and south of the Metra Union Pacific-West Line.  This travel market is 
destined for workplaces in east central DuPage County, and represents over 26,000 daily work 
trips. 


The East Central DuPage travel market generates bi-directional north-south travel within the 
eastern two-thirds of DuPage County, as well as in northern Cook county and northwest Will 
county.  Many of these trips are destined for the Oak Brook activity center.  This is the largest 
inter-suburban travel market, with a total of over 113,000 daily work trips. 


The Far West DuPage travel market originates in the western two-thirds of DuPage County and 
in northwest Will County.  The destination of this travel market is west central DuPage and 
consists of over 34,000 daily work trips. 


The North DuPage travel market includes trips originating in central and northern Kane 
County, far northwest Cook and northern DuPage counties with destinations in northern 
DuPage – which attracts over 52,000 work trips per day. 


The North Central Cook travel market generates over 12,000 daily work trips from the far west 
and northwest sides of Chicago and the near-west suburbs of Cook county that are destined for 
suburban communities located south/southeast of O’Hare International Airport. 


The West Central Cook travel market consists of north-south travel in Cook County that takes 
place between Mannheim Road and Cicero Avenue.  This travel market consists of nearly 
48,000 daily work trips. 


Based on a detailed analysis of these nine travel patterns and the transportation facilities 
available to each, the most evident mobility needs for the Cook-DuPage Corridor are: 
 


• Access by transit to major employment centers in DuPage and west Cook; 


• Service quality of I-290; 


• Service quality of bus transit in terms of efficiency and convenience, especially for trips 
in Cook County requiring connecting  CTA and Pace services; 


• Service quality of arterials. 


The frequency of transit service, travel times, differences in service by time of day, service 
coverage, and accessibility for each travel pattern were examined. 


Transit is well optimized for the majority of traditional commute trips since these trips 
correspond to the historical Suburbs-to-Chicago journey to work.  However, for the more recent  
Intersuburban and Reverse Commute trip patterns, a different picture emerges.  The following 
major employment destinations are unreachable by transit for many residents of the Corridor 
and the city of Chicago:  1) Ferry Road, Warrenville Road, Diehl Road and Butterfield Road, 
from IL 59 in to IL 53, in Warrenville, Naperville and Lisle; 2) 22nd Street/Butterfield Road 
between Yorktown in Lombard and Oak Brook, 3) between North Avenue and Lake Street, in 
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Addison and Elmhurst, 4) the Thorndale Avenue Corridor in Wood Dale and Itasca, 5) along IL 
53/I-355/I-290 Extension in Schaumburg and 6) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA 
Hospital in Maywood. 


While CTA and Pace bus coverage within central Cook County is generally high for many 
travelers, the utility of this transit option is diminished by operating boundaries, service 
frequencies and inconvenient schedules.  In addition, several key north-south CTA routes are 
segmented, requiring one or two transfers in the same direction despite a single provider. 


Performance of the highway network has been similarly impacted by shifts in corridor 
commuting patterns over time.  Persistent congestion on I-290 in both directions impedes pass-
through traffic and a number of corridor travel markets.  Congestion on I-290 further degrades 
vehicle travel including bus transit on arterials that are used as an alterative to I-290 during 
peak periods.  Also, closely spaced traffic signals and stop signs on key arterials prevail in the 
denser Chicago and central Cook County sections of the corridor.  This intensely urban 
landscape which includes on-street parking, congested cross-streets and numerous curb-cuts 
combine to cause high travel times for bus, automobile and commercial traffic during peak 
travel periods.   Similarly, at-grade rail/highway crossings and conflicting signal timings 
contribute to poor traffic flow on arterials in the Cook County portions of the corridor.  Travel 
in the DuPage County sections of the corridor is restricted by high traffic volumes and 
discontinuous north-south arterials. 


The Cook-DuPage Corridor’s transportation system is extensive—as are its growing mobility 
needs and proposed solutions. Of the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan’s 48 major capital 
projects, 11 aim to address mobility improvements in the Cook-DuPage Corridor.  Our region’s 
challenge is to accurately assess the most pressing mobility problems, to thoroughly examine 
the ideas along with a range of other potentially effective alternatives; and to propose the best 
solution or set of solutions. 
 
This very important work will be undertaken in the remaining two phases of study: Options 
Feasibility and a formal Alternatives Analysis.  In this way, Corridor communities anticipating 
major transportation investments will have the opportunity to explore a wide range of 
transportation options in partnership with the project implementers. 












OPTION A – Grid Network + Hub 
Working Draft (8/4/06) 


 


Working Draft Revised by the RTA Based on Technical Committee Discussion August 3, 2006 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR  1 


Composite 


 
Description 
Option A is a combination of direct service grid network, and hub and spoke system to serve 
the reverse commute and intersuburban travel markets.  Option A emphasizes a strong grid 
system in DuPage and a hub system in Cook.  New direct high performance mainline transit 
service - the DuPage J Line BRT - would connect Naperville, Oak Brook and Schaumburg.  
The Mid-City Transitway BRT provides direct high performance transit service to Midway 
Airport and is used as a north-south mainline to collect and distribute reverse commute trips 
from Chicago to west suburban Cook and DuPage.  A hub is centrally located at the 
interface of the Mid-City Transitway and the Blue Line in the west side of Chicago.  The 
Cermak Road BRT and I-290 BRT provide a critical high performance transit link between 
the Mid-City and the the Oak Brook area to serve both traditional and reverse commute 
travel.  Option A would extend the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east to York Road, and expand 
the Eisenhower Expressway with new HOV lanes between Austin Boulevard and the Hillside 
Interchange.  A grid system of rail and bus connectors in key north-south and east-west 
corridors builds on the mainline BRT routes to serve shorter distance travel.  ITS/TM&O 
treatments would be applied to a grid network of key arterial corridors to build on the 
existing expressway and tollway system. 


Travel Markets Served 
 Traditional Commute – Travel Market 1 
 Reverse Commute – Travel Market 2 
 Central DuPage – Travel Market 3 
 South Central Cook – Travel Market 4 
 East Central DuPage – Travel Market 5 
 Far West DuPage – Travel Market 6 
 North DuPage – Travel Market 7 
 North Central Cook – Travel Market 8 
 West Central Cook – Travel Market 9 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 DuPage J-Line BRT 
 Cermak Road BRT 
 Mid-City Transitway BRT 
 I-290 BRT to Forest Park as J Route 


connector 
Highway (red) 
 Elgin – O’Hare Expy. east extension 
 I-290 HOV Lanes 
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Composite - Continued 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 South Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 North Harlem Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Boulevard 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


South 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 IL 83 widening/full access control 


Smart Arterial Corridors (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield 


(IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


 
 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 


171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road 


(US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 


Transfers and Access Points 
Transit Centers (red circle) 
 Blue Line and Mid-City Transitway BRT 


Interface 


Key Transfer Points (yellow triangle) 
 Blue Line (O’Hare) and Mid-City 


Transitway BRT 
 MD-West and Mid-City Transitway BRT 
 UP-West and Mid-City Transitway BRT 
 Cermak Road BRT and Mid-City 


Transitway BRT 
 MD-West and IL 83 connectors 
 IL 64 and IL 83 connectors 
 UP-West and IL 83 connectors 
 IL 38 and IL 83 connectors 
 22nd Street and IL 83 connectors 
 BNSF and IL 83 connector 


Variations 
 Extend Brown Line to Blue Line 


Jefferson Park station 
 UP-W (major capital upgrade/premium 


service) 
 Blue Line extension to Oak Brook (no 


I-290 HOV/BRT) 
 Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue; 


I-290 HOV/BRT to Oak Brook 
 One lane busway on I-88, IL 83, and 


I-290 Extension 
 J-Line west to Aurora/N. Aurora 


(w/STAR Line) 
 J-Line to IL 59 (no STAR Line) 
 Local versions of BRT routes on: 


Thorndale Avenue, York Road, 22nd 
Street, Warrenville Road, Diehl Road 
and Ferry Road for curbside service. 
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Major Capital Investments 


 
 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 DuPage J-Line BRT 
 Cermak Road BRT 
 Mid-City Transitway BRT 
 I-290 BRT 


Highway (red) 
 Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
 I-290 HOV Lanes 
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Other Investments 


 
Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 south Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 north Harlem Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 Ogden Avenue 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 


 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 IL 83 widening/full access control 
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Smart Arterial Corridors 


 
ITS/TM&O Improvements (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 
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Travel Markets Served 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Travel Markets Served 


1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 


Travel Market 3 Tr
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Travel Market 7 


Travel Market 2


Travel Market 1


Tr
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Travel Market 4


Travel Market 8
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Composite 


 
Description 
Option B is a combination of direct service grid network, and multiple hub and spoke system 
to serve the reverse commute and intersuburban travel markets.  Option B emphasizes a 
strong grid system in DuPage, multiple hubs in Cook and several lines of new high 
performance transit/BRT service.  New direct high performance mainline transit service - the 
DuPage J Line BRT would connect Naperville, Oak Brook and Schaumburg.  The I-290 BRT 
would serve as the J Route connector to the Blue Line Harlem Avenue station providing a 
critical high performance transit link to the Oak Brook for reverse commuters.  An IL 83 BRT 
would extend south of Oak Brook to a park and ride at I-55.  The I-355 BRT would provide 
new direct high performance transit service to connect the Bolingbrook area, Yorktown 
(Lombard) and Schaumburg; and would also be used as a north-south mainline/collector for 
east-west trips.  Hubs would be located at Oak Brook, 1st Avenue/I-290 and at Cicero 
Avenue/I-290/Blue Line.  Option B would expand the Eisenhower Expressway with new HOV 
lanes between Austin Boulevard and Lake Street.  A grid system of rail and bus connectors 
in key north-south and east-west corridors builds on the mainline BRT routes to serve 
shorter distance travel.  A grid network of key smart arterial corridors with ITS/TM&O 
treatments would build on the existing expressway and tollway system. 


Travel Markets Served 
 Traditional Commute – Travel Market 1 
 Reverse Commute – Travel Market 2 
 Central DuPage – Travel Market 3 
 South Central Cook – Travel Market 4 
 East Central DuPage – Travel Market 5 
 Far West DuPage – Travel Market 6 
 North DuPage – Travel Market 7 
 North Central Cook – Travel Market 8 
 West Central Cook – Travel Market 9 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 DuPage “J” Line BRT 
 I-290 BRT east to Harlem Ave. 
 IL 83 BRT south to I-55 
 I-355 BRT (Bolingbrook to 


Schaumburg) 
Highway (red) 
 I-290 reversible HOV (Lake Street to 


Austin) 
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Composite - Continued 


 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 


 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 south Harlem / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 north Harlem Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Boulevard 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 IL 83 widening/full access control 


Smart Arterial Corridors: (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield 


(IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue  


(IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road  


(US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 


Transfers and Access Points 
Transit Centers (red circle) 
 Oakbrook Activity Center 
 Maywood/Loyola Activity Center 
 Blue Line/Pink Line and Mid-City 


Transitway BRT Interface 


Key Transfer Points (yellow triangle) 
 I-355 BRT and IL 64 connector 
 I-355 BRT and IL 38 connector 
 I-355 BRT and UP-West 
 I-355 BRT and BNSF 
 J Line BRT and MD-West 
 J Line BRT and UP-West 
 J Line BRTand BNSF 
 J Line BRT and 22nd Street connector 


Variations 
 Pink Line extension to Harlem Avenue 
 UP-W (major capital upgrade/premium 


service) 
 Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue;  


I-290 HOV/BRT to Oak Brook 
 Blue Line extension to Lisle (no I-290 


HOV/BRT) 
 One lane busway on I-88, IL 83, and 


I-290 Extension 
 J-Line west to Aurora/N. Aurora 


(w/STAR Line) 
 J-Line west to IL 59 (no STAR Line) 
 Other transit – “curbside” service on: 


Thorndale Avenue, York Road, 22nd 
Street, Warrenville Road, Diehl Road 
and Ferry Road. 
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Major Capital Investments 


 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 DuPage “J” Line BRT 
 I-290 BRT east to Harlem Avenue as J Route connector 
 IL 83 BRT south to I-55 
 I-355 BRT (Bolingbrook to Schaumburg) 


Highway (red) 
 I-290 reversible HOV (Lake Street to Austin) 
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Other Investments 


 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 south Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 north Harlem Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Boulevard 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 


83 south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street  


 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 


 IL 83 widening/full access control 
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Smart Arterial Corridors 


 
ITS/TM&O Improvements (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 
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Travel Markets Served 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Travel Markets Served: 


1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 


Travel Market 3 Tr
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Travel Market 7 


Travel Market 2


Travel Market 1
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Travel Market 4


Travel Market 8
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Composite 


 
Description 
Option C presents a strong grid network.  This grid network option relies on new DMU 
commuter rail lines in key north-south corridors and new BRT routes primarily on key east-
west arterials.  A grid system of rail and bus connectors in key north-south and east-west 
corridors builds on the mainline DMU and BRT routes to serve shorter distance travel.  
ITS/TM&O treatments would be applied to a grid network of key arterials. 


Travel Markets Served 
 Traditional Commute – Travel Market 1 
 Reverse Commute – Travel Market 2 
 Central DuPage – Travel Market 3 
 South Central Cook – Travel Market 4 
 East Central DuPage – Travel Market 5 
 Far West DuPage – Travel Market 6 
 North DuPage – Travel Market 7 
 North Central Cook – Travel Market 8 
 West Central Cook – Travel Market 9 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 STAR Line DMU 
 Mid-City Transitway DMU 
 IL 83 DMU 
 Inner Circumferential DMU 
 UP-West premium service 


Highway (red) 
 I-290 reversible HOV extended to Lake 


Street 
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Composite - Continued 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 BRT on: Irving Park Road, North 


Avenue, Madison Street, Roosevelt 
Road, Cermak Road, 55th Street, 79th 
Street, 1st Avenue, and Harlem Avenue 


 J-Line: Route 1 (shoulder riding on I-
88/I-290, one seat ride through Oak 
Brook to Loyola and Forest Park 
branch of Blue Line); Route 2 
(shoulder riding on I-290 Extension / 
IL 83 / Thorndale Avenue to 
Schaumburg; Route 3, IL 83 to I-55 
new Park-and-Ride and new Heritage 
Corridor station) 


 MD-West rail connector 
 I-355 BRT (Bolingbrook to 


Schaumburg) 
 Cermak Road Busway for 


Green/Blue/Pink Lines to Oak Brook 
Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Grand Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Blvd. 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 
Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 IL 83 widening/full access control 


Smart Arterial Corridors (blue) 


East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield 


(IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 


171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 


12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 


Transfers and Access Points 
Transit Centers (red circle) 
 None 


Key Transfer Points (yellow triangle) 
 I-355 BRT at: BNSF, UP-West, MD-


West, and IL 38 connector 
 Naperville Road connector at: BNSF 


and UP-West 
 Gary Avenue connector and MD-West 
 I-355 BRT at: IL 64 and Irving Park 


Road connectors 
 IL 83 connector at: BNSF, UP-West, 


and MD-West 
 IL 83 connector at: IL 56, IL 38 and 


IL 64 connectors 
 Inner Circumferential DMU at: I-290, 


UP-West, and MD-West 
 Mannheim Road / LaGrange Road 


connector at: BNSF, UP-West, and MD-
West 


 IL 171 connector at: UP-West, and 
MD-West 


 IL 43 connector at: UP-West, and MD-
West 


 Mid-City Transitway DMU at: Inner 
Circumferential DMU, BNSF, UP-West, 
MD-West, Cermak Road Busway, 
Roosevelt Road connector, and North 
Avenue connector
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Composite - Continued 


 


Variations  
 Pink Line extension to Harlem Avenue 
 Blue Line extension to Oak Brook (no 


I-290 HOV/BRT) 
 Blue Line to 1st Avenue; I-290 


HOV/BRT to Oak Brook 
 One lane busway on I-88, IL 83, and 


I-290 Extension 
 J-Line west to Aurora/N. Aurora 


(w/STAR Line) 
 J-Line west to IL 59  (no STAR Line) 
 I-88/I-290 DMU 
 Other transit – “curbside” local service 


on: Thorndale, York Road, 22nd Street, 
Warrenville Road, Diehl Road and 
Ferry Road 
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Major Capital Investments 


 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 STAR Line DMU 
 Mid-City Transitway DMU 
 IL 83 DMU 
 Inner Circumferential DMU 
 UP-West Line premium service 


Highway (red) 
 I-290 reversible HOV extended to Lake Street 
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Other Investments 


 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 BRT on: Irving Park Road, North 


Avenue, Madison Street, Roosevelt 
Road, Cermak Road, 55th Street, 79th 
Street, 1st Avenue, and Harlem Avenue 


 J-Line: Route 1 (shoulder riding on I-
88/I-290, one seat ride through Oak 
Brook to Loyola and Forest Park 
branch of Blue Line); Route 2 
(shoulder riding on I-290 Extension / 
IL 83 / Thorndale Avenue to 
Schaumburg; Route 3 – IL 83 to I-55 
new Park-and-Ride and new Heritage 
Corridor station) 


 I-355 BRT (Bolingbrook to 
Schaumburg) 


 Cermak Road Busway for 
Green/Blue/Pink Lines to Oak Brook 


 MD-West rail connector 
Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 


 Grand Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Blvd. 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 
Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 IL 83 widening/full access control 
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Smart Arterial Corridors 


 
ITS/TM&O Improvements (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 
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Travel Markets Served 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Travel Markets Served 


1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 


Travel Market 3 Tr
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Travel Market 7 


Travel Market 2


Travel Market 1
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Composite 


 
Description 
Option D presents new uses of the existing transportation system to provide access to 
nearly all corridor employment centers for reverse and intersuburban commute.  Rather 
than new lines, this option relies primarily on operational improvements to all three Metra 
commuter rail lines (Milwaukee District West, Union Pacific West, and Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe), and new and enhanced transit services on key arterials and expressways.  A grid 
system of bus connectors in key north-south and east-west corridors provides additional 
travel options and connectivity.  This option also presents a grid network of smart arterial 
corridors with ITS/TM&O treatments. 


Travel Markets Served 
 Traditional Commute – Travel Market 1 
 Reverse Commute – Travel Market 2 
 Central DuPage – Travel Market 3 
 South Central Cook – Travel Market 4 
 East Central DuPage – Travel Market 5 
 Far West DuPage – Travel Market 6 
 North DuPage – Travel Market 7 
 North Central Cook – Travel Market 8 
 West Central Cook – Travel Market 9 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 None 


Highway (red) 
 None 
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Composite - Continued 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 New/enhanced transit on: Cicero 


Avenue, Harlem Avenue, Mannheim 
Road/LaGrange Road, Cermak 
Road/22nd Street/Butterfield Road, 
Warrenville Road/Ferry Road, and 
Diehl Road 


 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 
 BNSF rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Grand Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Boulevard 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 
 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 


Washington Street 
 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 I-355 shoulder riding BRT (Bolingbrook 


to Schaumburg) 
 I-290 shoulder riding BRT (Austin to I-


355) 


Smart Arterial Corridors (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 


 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield 
(IL 56) 


 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 


171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 


12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 


Transfers and Access Points 
Transit Centers (red circle) 
 None 


Key Transfer Points (yellow triangle) 
 Naperville Road connector at: BNSF 


and UP-West 
 Gary Avenue connector and MD-West 
 I-355 at: BNSF, UP-West, and MD-


West 
 IL 83 connector at: BNSF, UP-West, 


and MD-West 
 IL 83 connector at: IL 56, IL 38, and 


IL 64 connectors 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road 


connector at: BNSF, UP-West, and MD-
West 


 IL 171 connector at: BNSF, UP-West 
and MD-West 


 IL 43 connector at: BNSF, UP-West 
and MD-West 


 Cicero Avenue connector at: BNSF, 
UP-West, and MD-West 


Variations  
 Shoulder riding for buses on I-88 /  


I-290 
 Blue Line/Pink Line/Green operational 


improvements for reverse commute 
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Major Capital Investments 


 


Major Capital Investments 
Transit (green) 
 None 


Highway (red) 
 None 
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Other Investments 


 


Other Transit Investments (green-
dashed) 
 New/enhanced transit on: Cicero 


Avenue, Harlem Avenue, Mannheim 
Road/LaGrange Road, Cermak 
Road/22nd Street/Butterfield Road, 
Warrenville Road/Ferry Road, and 
Diehl Road 


 MD-West rail connector 
 UP-West rail connector 
 BNSF rail connector 


Connectors - Cook County 
 Mannheim Road / La Grange Road 
 North Avenue 
 Harlem Avenue / 55th Street 
 1st Avenue / Cumberland Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Grand Avenue 
 Narragansett Avenue 
 22nd Street / Cermak Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 Washington Boulevard 


Connectors – DuPage County 
 County Farm Road / IL 59 


 Roselle Road / Schmale Road / 
Washington Street 


 IL 53 
 Addison Road / Highland Avenue 
 Irving Park Road / York Road / IL 83 


south 
 Kingery Highway / Cass Avenue 
 Lake Street 
 Army Trail Road 
 North Avenue 
 Roosevelt Road 
 Ogden Avenue 
 75th Street 
 South Naperville Park and Ride 


Corridor 


Other Highway Investments (red-
dashed) 
 I-355 shoulder riding BRT (Bolingbrook 


to Schaumburg) 
 I-290 shoulder riding BRT (Austin to  


I-355) 
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Smart Arterial Corridors 


 
ITS/TM&O Improvements (blue) 
East-West Arterial Corridors 
 Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
 North Avenue (IL 64) 
 Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
 Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
 Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
 55th Street 
 75th Street 
 Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
 Diehl Road 


North-South Arterial Corridors 
 Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
 Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
 Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
 Des Plaines River Road 
 Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45) 
 Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
 Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 
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Travel Markets Served 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Travel Markets Served 


1: Traditional Commute 
2: Reverse Commute 
3: Central DuPage 
4: South Central Cook 
5: East Central DuPage 
6: Far West DuPage 
7: North DuPage 
8: North Central Cook 
9: West Central Cook 


Travel Market 3 Tr
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Travel Market 7 


Travel Market 2


Travel Market 1
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Travel Market 4


Travel Market 8





		Option A Booklet - 08-04-06.pdf

		Option B Booklet - 08-04-06.pdf

		Option C  Booklet - 08-04-06.pdf

		Option D  Booklet - 08-04-06.pdf






 


 
Detailed Options Working Session Notes  
 
Following are RTA staff notes from the four technical working sessions held on August 7 
and 8 at the RTA offices at 175 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1550 to discuss each of the 
following topics: 


1. I-290 Corridor 
2. Transportation Management and Operations (TM&O) 
3. J Tail and West Termini 
4. Circulation/Distribution Systems 


 
The purpose of the sessions was to convene agency and local experts with working and field 
knowledge to exchange professional insight, information and ideas.  The goal of the 
sessions was to clarify particularly challenging or undefined aspects of the current working 
versions of the detailed Options (dated August 3), as identified by the RTA staff/consultant 
team. 
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Topic:  I-290 Corridor 
Date:   Monday, August 7 at 1:30 PM  
Participants: 


John Baczek IDOT-District 1, DOH 
Tunde Balvanyos Pace 
Michael Bolton Pace 
Rob Cole Village of Oak Park 
Peter Fahrenwald CTA 
Richard Hazlett CDOT 
Chuck Kadlec IDOT-DIPT 
Michael Koperniak Village Oak Park 
David Kralik Metra 
Tam Kutzmark DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 
Beth McCluskey North Central Council of Mayors 
Andrew Parker Pace 
Jose Rodriguez CMAP 
David Tomzik Pace 
Bill Lenski RTA 
Michelle Ryan RTA 
Tony Catalina American Consulting Engineers 
Tim Crobons Connetics Transportation Group 
John O'Holleran American Consulting Engineers 


 
In this session, participants discussed possible improvements in the I-290 corridor (approx. 
Lake Street to Cermak Road, Hillside Interchange to downtown Chicago), constraints and 
ROW availability.   
 
Potential improvements included in one or more of the working options are listed 
below: 


• Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on Cermak and I-290,  
• Reversible and 2 lane High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) facility on I-290,  
• MidCity BRT and Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU),  
• Inner Circ DMU,  
• Transportation Management & Operations (TM&O) Arterial Improvements,  
• New arterial connector (bus) service, 
• CTA Blue Line extension to 1st Ave and to Oak Brook,  
• CTA Pink Line extension to Harlem,  
• Operational and capital improvements on Metra UP-W and BNSF lines, and CTA 


Green, Blue and Pink lines. 
 
Physical characteristics and constraints to consider in options development: 


• The pinch point is between 1st Ave. and Harlem, but there would be right-of-way (r-o-w) 
impacts no matter what. 


• CTA indicated the old Chicago, Aurora & Elgin (CA&E) railroad r-o-w could be used 
for an extension of the Blue Line to 1st Ave. and the old Com Ed facility could provide 
space for a needed yard.  


• CA&E r-o-w could be used for an extension to 1st Ave and the Illinois Prairie Path 
(IPP) bikeway r-o-w further west to the Indiana Harbor Belt (IHB) railroad. 


• Bringing the Blue Line further west than Hillside would be very difficult to do – and 
no one had any ideas/suggestions. 


• Pace has had some discussion on shuttles using the CA&E. 
• Questions were raised but there was no information available about IHB 


improvement plans in the CREATE freight plan.  Chuck Kadlec will follow up. 
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• While there are several pinch points along the current Blue Line, for the most part 
there is room (r-o-w) for a third rail along its current extent.  


• A continuous third set of tracks is not absolutely necessary for express service – this 
potentially could be accomplished with strategic availability of a third set of 
rail/sidings. 


• It may not be physically feasible for additional lanes on I-290 to co-exist with a third, 
continuous set of tracks along the existing limits of the CTA Blue Line/Forest Park 
branch. 


• Use of the roads paralleling I-290 was also suggested for potential new transit 
options. 


• In an option with MidCity, HOV should extend a little further east than currently 
planned; should go to Cicero Avenue/MidCity. Or, the gap between the Austin HOV 
terminus and the MidCity could be a bus ramp.   


• If MidCity is a BRT (or busway) the vehicles could continue west on the HOV all the 
way through to the proposed J Line BRT, and provide numerous combinations of 
direct service. 


• Discussed possibility of bus only lanes rather than HOV lanes; Pace felt strongly that 
bus only lanes would not be desirable due to driver frustration if the lane is 
temporarily empty (no bus in sight). 


• Shoulder riding on I-290 will be explored, which is a kind of bus-only lane. 
• Compatibility/incompatibility of vehicles (e.g., trucks, buses, cars, etc.) in a 


managed use lane should be carefully considered. 
• It was broadly felt that if nothing is done to add capacity to I-290, extensive 


improvement would be needed to North Avenue, St. Charles Road, Madison Street, 
Roosevelt, and Cermak. 


 


Summary of follow-up items: 


• Chuck Kadlec to investigate IHB upgrade plan and provide list of CREATE 
Improvements impacting the Cook DuPage Corridor; 


• Michelle to follow up with Beth on Maywood’s plan for a bicycle corridor using the 
CAE connecting to the Forest Park Blue Line Station. 


Outcomes: 


• Additional lanes on the Eisenhower for use by buses only should not be pursued in 
any option. 


• HOV lanes and a Blue Line extension west of Des Plaines Avenue are not physically 
compatible within the existing I-290 r-o-w and should not be combined in the I-290 
r-o-w within any option. 


• CTA Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue was agreed to be beneficial from a number of 
standpoints and may be incorporated into several options. 


• Options should strive for seamless transfers through common transfer/interface 
points and schedule coordination. 
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Topic:  Transportation Management &Operations (TM&O) Arterial Corridors 
Date:   Monday, August 7 at 3:00 PM  
Participants:  
 


John Baczek IDOT-District 1, DOH 
Tunde Balvanyos Pace 
Michael Bolton Pace 
Rob Cole Village of Oak Park 
Peter Fahrenwald CTA 
Kim Grabow City of Naperville 
Richard Hazlett CDOT 
Chuck Kadlec IDOT-DIPT 
Michael Koperniak Village Oak Park 
Tam Kutzmark DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 
Andrew Parker Pace 
Jose Rodriguez CMAP 
David Tomzik Pace 
   
Bill Lenski RTA 
Michelle Ryan RTA 
Tony Catalina American Consulting Engineers 
Tim Crobons Connetics Transportation Group 
John O'Holleran American Consulting Engineers 


 
Participants discussed strategies and improvements to take into account in TM&O corridor 
recommendations, what strategies are already employed, challenges/barriers in specific 
corridor areas (including on-street parking, pedestrian movements, technologies), and 
additional strategies for corridors that include bus services. 
 
Roadways currently identified as TM&O Corridors (Smart Corridors) are as follows:  
 
East-West Arterial Corridors 


• Irving Park Road (IL 19) 
• North Avenue (IL 64) 
• Roosevelt Road (IL 38) 
• Cermak Road/22nd Street/Butterfield (IL 56) 
• Ogden Avenue (US 34) 
• 55th Street 
• 75th Street 
• Warrenville Road/Ferry Road 
• Diehl Road 


 North-South Arterial Corridors 
• Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
• Harlem Avenue (IL 43) 
• Cumberland Avenue/1st Avenue (IL 171) 
• Des Plaines River Road 
• Mannheim Road/LaGrange Road (US 12/20/45) 
• Kingery Highway (IL 83) 
• Naperville Road/Gary Avenue 
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The following potential TM&O strategies and physical improvements are currently 
under consideration in the development of detailed options:  


Traffic and roadway operations efficiency, arterial enhancement 
a. Expressway interchanges and access 
b. Access control, side streets 
c. On-street parking 
d. One-way pairs 
e. Intersection treatments and design 
f. Bus bays 
g. Truck and commercial traffic 


Bus operations efficiency and reliability 
h. Queue jumping 
i. Signal priority 
j. Bus stop placement 
k. Exclusive use lanes in high congestion areas 


Intelligent transportation systems design, operation 
l. Traffic signal systems design and operation 
m. Real time travel and transit information 
n. Incident management 


 
Physical characteristics and constraints to consider in options development: 


• There is a local trend toward landscaped medians that may run counter to some 
strategies and benefits of TM&O corridors.  For example, North Avenue in Oak Park 
and Roosevelt Road through Oak Park and Berwyn (between Harlem Ave. to Austin 
Blvd.) are/have been improved with landscaped medians.   


• Naperville’s experience has been that landscaped medians do not reduce traffic 
volumes, but do reduce speeds – usually reducing speeds TO the speed limit.   


• Where TM&O is recommended for Corridors for which landscaped medians are 
planned, reduction in travel times may not be a suitable/best evaluation measure. 


• On the plus side, landscaped medians improve aesthetics and also provide a safety 
zone for pedestrians. On the downside, it was noted that pedestrian improvements 
can hurt flow, as it gives extra green time to side streets. 


• Elimination of driveway cuts was agreed by all as an important and valuable 
TM&O objective.  Strategies to accomplish this include shared driveways, service 
roads/lanes, and reducing number of curb cuts to the same business etc. 


• Naperville has a policy for curb cut elimination. 
• Elmwood Park is also reducing curb cuts and undertaking street scaping, and 


Downers Grove is undertaking a similar effort along Ogden Avenue. 
• It was noted that businesses tend not to like shared parking facilities, particularly 


with potential competitors. 
• Naperville more likely to go pursue one-way pairs than elimination of on street 


parking. 
• Correction to materials: IL 59 should be listed as a Smart Corridor (currently IL 59 is 


identified on map, but omitted from text). 
• Signalized left turn bays would be useful, particularly on Ogden Avenue 
• There seems to be general consensus that some physical improvements to 


intersections and additional signaling and improved/regular signal timing 
optimization and maintenance would also be important for TM&O corridors. 


• Naperville undertakes regular maintenance of signal optimization, and will soon be 
undertaking a SCAT-type study of IL 59 (Note: refers to IDOT’s Signal Coordination 
and Timing program) 


• Both Pace and CTA are now going to far side (of intersection) bus 
shelters/stops.  Ogden Avenue at Austin and Harlem were offered for examples.   
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• The distance of the shelter/stop from the intersection is subject to physical 
conditions specific to each location. 


• Bus bays are useful, where feasible.  But they do need to be designed to be easy to 
get into and out of.   


• Also consider instances where a circulator/distributor/other service could pull up 
parallel to bus bay from a parking lot, for example for easy transfer. 


• Pedestrian access and shelter area very important.  Others indicated that sidewalk 
facilities most important along and to destination areas. 


• Rail-highway grade separations are also important, such as 25th Avenue at Grand 
and 1st Ave at Lake Street; land issues were noted. 


• Pace indicated that queue jumping as a strategy was of lower priority than the far 
side bus stop strategy and that of highest priority was improving flow on arterials in 
general (for all traffic), to benefit bus travel well. 


• Incident management on expressways and arterials is an important strategy, and 
the existing Chicago Traffic Management Center (TMC) and the proposed DuPage 
County area TMC should be considered for this purpose, as well as expansion of the 
IDOT Minutemen service area. 


• I-95 Corridor (Montgomery Co., MD) was suggested as an example of a TMO Corridor. 


 


Summary of follow-up items: 


• Note: after the meeting Oak Park shared with the RTA some examples of incident 
management/preparedness programs in their community that are not suited for 
group discussion (for security reasons).  Nevertheless, the strategies - in a more 
general sense - will be further considered by the RTA staff/consultant team in the 
development of detailed options. 


 


Outcomes: 


• Reduction/elimination of curb cuts, signal optimization, protected left turn lanes, and 
far side bus stops with bus bays surfaced as some of the most potentially effective 
and desirable types of TM&O improvements. 


• Need to identify a set of standard/minimum TM&O improvements for arterials with 
and also arterial without transit. 


• May need to identify where landscaped medians are planned/likely to occur and an 
appropriate set of TM&O strategies for such an environment, or a recommendation 
for specific design treatment to all or a portion of the landscaped median itself.  


• We’ll also need to expect - and perhaps educate others on – the trade off that, to 
some extent, landscaped medians and improved pedestrian crosswalks at major 
arterial intersections, may offset some benefits otherwise achieved from the 
application of TM&O strategies for the sole purpose of cars, buses and trucks. 


• Planning Standards Working Group and Technical Committee will be apprised of the 
discussion on the importance of aesthetics to communities – perhaps even more 
than improved mobility.  The issue may warrant planning standards consideration.   


• We will need to identify which recommended TM&O strategies currently exist/already 
are deployed in each TM&O Corridors before evaluating costs and potential benefits, 
and certainly before finalizing recommendations.  


• I-95 Corridor description resources identified: http://www.i95coalition.org and 
http://144.202.240.28/pman/projectmanagement/Upfiles/reports/full83.PDF. 
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Topic:  J Route Tail (West Segment and Western Terminus) 
Date:   Tuesday, August 8 at 9:00 AM 
Participants: 


Tunde Balvanyos Pace 
Michael Bolton Pace 
Bob Dean City of Naperville 
Bob Huffman Pace 
David Kralik Metra 
Tam Kutzmark DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 
John Loper DuPage County 
Andrew Parker Pace 
David Snell Pace 
David Tomzik Pace 
  
Bill Lenski RTA 
Michelle Ryan RTA 
Tony Catalina American Consulting Engineers 
Tim Crobons Connetics Transportation Group 
John O'Holleran American Consulting Engineers 


 
This session addressed potential BRT/express/local service variations, alignments and 
western termini for the DuPage J route. 
 
The following J Route alignments (west leg) and termini are under preliminary 
consideration in the development of detailed options:  


• I-88 to Naperville Road, then southwest through Naperville to 95th Street/STAR Line 
(as depicted in the DuPage Area Transit Plan),  


• I-88 to Winfield Road, then north to Cantera 
• I-88 to IL 59, then south on IL 59 
• IL 59 at I-88 
• I-88 to STAR Line 
• I-88 to Naperville Road, then west on Warrenville Road/Ferry Road or Diehl Road to 


Cantera 
• IL 59 at 95th Street,  


 
Physical and operational characteristics and constraints to consider in developing 
J Route west segment and termini 


• DMMC’s understanding of J Route implementation as outlined in the DuPage Area 
Transit Plan (DATP) is that it would begin with a minimal capital segment and that 
the J Route would be gradually phased in over time and to the investment 
level/intensity warranted by demand. 


• I-88 or IL 83 was assumed to be the pieces that potentially warrant exclusive right of 
way requiring major capital investment. 


• Naperville considers the planned 95th Street STAR Line station an important 
terminus, as they have major land use plans for that location. But the route through 
Naperville from I-88 to the 95th Station as proposed in the DATP is not preferred.  It 
was suggested that IL 59 would appear to be more suitable. 


• IL 59 would likely require expansion and TM&O treatments to serve as a BRT 
corridor.  The underpass with the BNSF currently restricts expansion.  Naperville 
noted that there are plans to widen IL 59. 
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• Book Road was discussed as a potential alternative route to IL 59, but Naperville 
noted that it may be too residential and doesn’t have the same potential for 
connecting key places like Fox Valley Mall, IL 59 BNSF Station, etc.  


• To accommodate future growth, Aurora near I-88 may be a worthy endpoint for the 
tail. 


• There could be multiple tails; however, it would not make sense to have both a tail 
through Naperville as represented in the DATP and a tail on IL 59 


• The tails may not be BRT or require major capital investment. 


• The tails could all go to a transfer point (for example, IL 59 at I-88 or Cantera on 
Winfield Road, or Naperville Road) to access a higher capacity BRT which would then 
connect to Oak Brook, O-Hare and Schaumburg.  


• Alternatively, there could be multiple tails that operate as local services and then 
share use of an exclusive facility along I-88, Warrenville Road or Cermak Road. 


• Pace noted that pedestrian bridges to stations in I-88 right of way would be needed 
and suggested researching examples in Ottawa and Minnesota. 


• Pace also noted that arterial alignments would offer more 
development/redevelopment opportunities than would Interstate alignments. 


• Pace noted that they need a “spine” to be identified, from which they can develop a 
network or family of services. 


• Pace also relayed that they did not have a perspective on where the “spine” should 
be and would like for the consultants to propose this.  


• ART is Arterial Rapid Transit. 


• Pace diagrammed the following for working group members to explain several 
different types of services in terms of the vehicle used, the stop spacing, service type 
and the capital/funding requirements, and referenced this as a toolbox for others to 
use: 


Bus Type Stops 


Regular 


Regular 


Low floor 


Special 


Local 


Limited 


ART 


BRT 


Existing 


1-5 m/mile 


Existing 


5+m/mile 


Over the road coach 
Express 


Service Capital 
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Summary of follow-up items: 


• John Loper arranged a small group discussion on Aug. 17 to present some additional 
ideas for potential alignment and service type/level. 


• Pace to e-mail PowerPoint slides to RTA that indicates the information/graphics they 
have on existing and potential routes by service level/type. 


• We will follow up on suggested examples implemented in other cities. 
 


Outcomes: 


• We will explore multiple alternative and complementary tails; 


• IL 59 will be assumed for the focus of connecting J Route service through Naperville. 
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Topic:  Circulation/Distribution systems 
Date:   Tuesday, August 8 at 10:30 AM 
Participants: 


Tunde Balvanyos Pace 
Ed Barsotti League of IL Bicyclists 
Adolfo Benages City of Oak Park 
Ed Barsotti (phone) League of IL Bicyclists 
Rob Cole Village of Oak Park 
Bob Dean City of Naperville 
Bob Huffman Pace 
David Kralik Metra 
Tam Kutzmark DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 
Aimee Lee CTA 
Randy Neufeld Chicagoland Bicycle Federation/Healthy Streets Campaign 
Andrew Parker Pace 
David Snell Pace 
David Tomzik Pace 
  
Bill Lenski RTA 
Michelle Ryan RTA 
Tony Catalina American Consulting Engineers 
Tim Crobons Connetics Transportation Group 
John O'Holleran American Consulting Engineers 


 
 
This session addressed modes for last mile distribution systems and related improvements 
to facilities, amenities.  
 
Following are the purposes of circulation/distribution systems for consideration in 
Cook DuPage Corridor options development:  


• collection,  
• distribution, particularly to identified employment centers, 
• local versions of express services, 
• in conjunction with other transportation improvements. 


 
Physical and operational characteristics and constraints to be considered for:  


Bus/shuttle distribution systems 


• Shelters are important and should provide a clean and secure environment, including 
trash receptacles and a means for emergency contact. 


• Bicycle rack should be available at/near shelters. 


• Bus stop standards should be considered. 


• Information on the transportation system and specific services should be available on 
buses and at shelters, rather than adverting. 


• Pedestrian safety at adjacent intersection is critical. 


• Additional detailed study of market potential, route and schedules will likely be 
needed, like that underway for thirteen communities participating in the DuPage 
Circulator Study (a separate, related effort being lead by DMMC). 
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Bicycle distribution systems 


• There are important physical barriers near Corridor employment centers (e.g., freeways) 


• In this Corridor context, bicycle distribution systems should be focused on as a link 
of a commute trip, as opposed to the sole means of a trip. 


• A reasonable maximum bike trip distance is typically considered 3 miles, but 2 miles 
might be better.  The trip time may better establish “feasible” for most. 


• On street bike lanes are typically preferred by cyclists, but the curb cuts/driveways 
and traffic volumes/speeds on suburban arterials pose a great hazard to bicycling. 


• Bike paths connecting stops/stations with employment centers are critical, 
particularly in this environment. 


• Storage facilities at key transfer points, including overnight facilities for reverse 
commuters, are important. 


• Velo’V in Lyon, France is a model bike system (subscription) developed by JC 
DeCeaux that may have some potential application in the Corridor.  Especially for 
employment centers with non-peak, split shift or part time jobs (e.g., 
industrial/manufacturing in Elmhurst/Addison.) if a peak-oriented transit distribution 
system is developed. 


• Velo’V may also be practical to get peak workers from stations to workplaces 
dispersed within an overall employment center like Oak Brook. 


 
Pedestrian distribution systems 


• Pedestrian travel distance is considered 3/8 to ½ mile.   


• Pedestrian facilities at key transfer points, to, and within employment centers are critical. 
 
Automobile collection/distribution systems 


• Illumination is important and proximity to a main thoroughfare. 


• There needs to be an easy connection (very proximate) to transit system. 


• Maintenance and operating cost of park and ride lots may be an issue. 
 


Summary of follow-up items  


• Visit www.completestreets.org 


• Share information about Velo’V with Technical Committee and Citizen Advisory 
Committee for more input and gauge of interest 


 


Outcomes: 


• Will identify and/or recommend facilities/amenities to make bicycle a viable option 
for last mile link. 


• Transit distribution systems will be viewed as the “necessary” link to trunk line 
systems; bicycle systems as an option. 


• Pedestrian systems/improvements need to be addressed for ½ mile distances 
between station/stops and employment centers. 


• On-going circulator service planning efforts will be noted in materials. 
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  ANTICIPATED EVALUATION MEASURES 
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR   APRIL 27, 2007 
 


Detailed Options Evaluation Measures 
April 27, 2007 
 
Listed below are evaluation measures (in bold typeface) that the RTA applied to “detailed” 
options in Spring 2007.  Within each option, the measures are applied only to the proposed 
major capital investments and to the express bus and commuter rail network presented in 
Radial Reliant Option 3.  The evaluation measures are intended to help determine how well 
each Option addresses approved Goals and Objectives for corridor mobility improvements, 
as well as the relative strengths and weaknesses of each.  All of the measures are 
considered equal in weight; no weighting scheme has been applied. 
 
Some of the measures proved to be unusable in the Options Feasibility study, due to lack of 
data or required detail.  Those measures that have not yet been applied are reserved for 
application to any and all options recommended for further study in future study efforts. 
Such future study efforts are anticipated to include: the Systems Alternatives Analysis 
(SAA), the Community Development and Land Use (CDLU) study, Design, or through an 
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Statement (AE/EIS).   
 
Goal No. 1: Increase Availability and Efficiency of Transit for Reverse Commuters to Major 
Suburban Employment Centers 


Objective 1.1: Increase transit access to identified corridor employment centers for 
current and future Reverse commuters. 


Measure 1.1.1: Number of current jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the reverse commute.  


Utilizing GIS, enumerate the number of current jobs within ½ mile of major capital 
project transit stops or stations serving identified corridor employment centers for all 
commuters.  Employment within ½ mile of a designated employment center station 
not within the employment center geography gets counted as employment center 
jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section data, 2000 employment estimate. 


Measure 1.1.2: Number of future jobs within the identified corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the reverse commute. 
Utilizing GIS, enumerate the number of future jobs within ½ mile of major capital 
project transit stops or stations serving identified corridor employment centers for all 
commuters.  Employment within ½ mile of a designated employment center station 
not within the employment center geography gets counted as employment center 
jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section data, 2030 employment projection. 


 


Objective 1.2: Increase access to additional potential places of employment. 
Measure 1.2.1: Number of current jobs not within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station for 
service which supports the reverse commute, west of Cicero Ave. 


Utilizing GIS, enumerate the number of current jobs within ½ mile of major capital 
project transit stops or stations located outside of the identified corridor  
employment centers.  In the rare instance where jobs occur within ½ mile of a non-
employment center station that are within the employment center geography, they 
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are counted as non-employment center jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section 
data, 2000 employment estimate. 


Objective 1.3: Increase connectivity between employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and future origin density. 


Measure 1.3.1: Sum of existing and future work trip origins that connect 
with the identified Corridor employment centers for reverse commuters. 


Utilizing GIS, sum all current and future commute origins within 1-mile area on 
either side of the currently assumed alignment of the major capital projects with 
destinations within the six identified corridor employment centers.  Data source:  
CATS Travel Model Data (2007 & 2030).  


Objective 1.4: Increase opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor travel 
markets. 


Measure 1.4.1: Sum of 2007 and 2030 work trip origins east of the 
corridor’s eastern boundary (IL 50) and destinations within ½ mile of a 
transit stop/station on a proposed transit option for reverse commuters. 


Sum all current and future work trips with origins east of Cicero Avenue (IL 50) and 
destinations within ½ mile of a transit stop/station on a proposed major capital 
project.  Data source:  CATS Travel Model Data (2007 & 2030). 


Objective 1.5: Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and non-work trips. 
Measure 1.5.1: Sum of 2007 and 2030 non-work trips with origins east of 
the corridor’s eastern boundary (IL 50) and destinations within ½ mile of 
transit stop/station on a proposed transit option. 
Sum all current and future non-work trips with origins east of Cicero Avenue (IL 50) 
and destinations within ½ mile of a transit stop/station on a proposed major capital 
project.  Data source:  CATS Travel Model Data (2007 & 2030). 


Objective 1.6: Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation system. 
Measure 1.6.1: Extent of improvement in travel time, etc. for other users of 
system element affected by proposed option. 


Requires modeling in Systems Alternatives Analysis.  


Objective 1.7: Reduce the number of transfers. 
Measure 1.7.1: Potential for interoperability of services to provide one-seat 
ride (no transfers) for reverse commuters to multiple employment centers.  


Major capital projects (especially mode and alignment) ability to provide a one seat 
ride for reverse commuters to identified corridor employment centers is assessed 
visually. 


Goal No. 2: Increase Availability and Efficiency of Transit for Intersuburban Commuters to 
Major Suburban Employment Centers 


Objective 2.1: Increase transit access to identified Corridor employment centers for 
current and future commuters of Intersuburban travel markets. 


Measure 2.1.1: Number of current jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the intersuburban commute. 
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Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of current jobs within ½ mile of major 
capital project transit stops/stations serving identified corridor employment centers 
for all commuters. Employment within ½ mile of a designated employment center 
station not within the employment center geography gets counted as employment 
center jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section data, 2000 employment estimate. 


Measure 2.1.2: Number of future jobs within the identified Corridor 
employment centers that are within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station 
for service which supports the intersuburban commute. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of future jobs within ½ mile of major 
capital project transit stops/stations serving identified corridor employment centers 
for all commuters. Employment within ½ mile of a designated employment center 
station not within the employment center geography gets counted as employment 
center jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section data, 2030 employment projection.   


Objective 2.2: Increase access to additional potential places of employment 
Measure 2.2.1: Number of current jobs not within the identified Corridor 
employment centers within ½ mile radius of a transit stop / station for 
service which supports the intersuburban commute. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of current jobs within ½ mile of major 
capital project transit stops/stations located outside of the identified corridor 
employment centers.  In the rare instance where jobs occur within ½ mile of a non-
employment center station that are within the employment center geography, they 
are counted as non-employment center jobs.  Data source: NIPC quarter section 
data, 2000 employment estimate. 


 


Objective 2.3: Increase connectivity between employment centers and residential 
locations of significant existing and future origin density. 


Measure 2.3.1: Sum of existing and future work trip origins served that 
connect with the identified Corridor employment centers for intersuburban 
commuters. 
Utilizing GIS analysis, sum all current and future commute origins within 1-mile area 
on either side of the currently assumed alignment of the major capital projects with 
destinations within the six identified corridor employment centers.  Data source:  
CATS Travel Model Data (2007 & 2030).  


Objective 2.4: Increase opportunity to serve multiple or overlapping Corridor travel 
markets. 


Measure 2.4.1: Sum of 2007 and 2030 work trips in identified travel markets 
with origins and destinations within ½ mile of a transit/stop station on a 
proposed transit option for intersuburban commuters. 
Sum all current and future work trips with both origins and destinations within ½ 
mile of a transit stop/station on a major capital project.  Data source:  CATS Travel 
Model Data (2007 & 2030). 


Objective 2.5: Increase opportunity to serve other work-related and non-work trips. 
Measure 2.5.1: Sum of 2007 and 2030 non-work trips with origins and 
destinations within ½ mile of a transit stop/station on a proposed transit 
option. 
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Sum all current and future non-work trips with both origins and destinations within 
½ mile of a transit stop/station on a major capital project.  Data source:  CATS 
Travel Model Data (2007 & 2030). . 


Objective 2.6: Increase benefit to users of existing multimodal transportation system. 
Measure 2.6.1: Extent of improvement in travel time, etc. for other users of 
system element affected by proposed option. 


Requires modeling in a Systems Alternative Analysis. 


Objective 2.7: Reduce the number of transfers. 
Measure 2.7.1: Potential for interoperability of services to provide one-seat 
ride (no transfers) for intersuburban commuters to multiple employment 
centers.  
The major capital projects (especially mode and alignment) ability to provide a one 
seat ride for intersuburban commuters to identified corridor employment centers is 
assessed visually.  


Goal No. 3: Improve Roadway and Transit Service Quality in I-290 Travel Corridor 


Objective 3.1: Reduce travel times on I-290 (eastbound and westbound) for auto and 
transit users.   
For measures under this objective, a subjective (qualitative) evaluation approach is 
utilized. This methodology includes performance measures generating a relative response 
of “Good,” “Moderate” or “Poor” as a function of increased capacity provided for either 
transit or highway travel in the I-290 corridor. 


Measure 3.1.1: Extent option improves travel efficiency on I-290 for 
eastbound automobile travel in the AM peak. 


Identify the additional capacity on I-290 provided by each option.  Managed 
lane/HOV for the full extent from Cicero Avenue to Hillside = “Good”.  Managed 
lane/HOV for partial extent from Cicero Avenue to Hillside = “Moderate”.  No 
managed lane/HOV = “Poor”. 


Measure 3.1.2: Extent option improves travel efficiency on I-290 for 
westbound automobile travel in the AM peak. 
Identify the additional capacity on I-290 provided by each option. Managed lane/HOV 
for the full extent from Cicero Avenue to Hillside = “Good”.  Managed lane/HOV for 
partial extent from Cicero Avenue to Hillside = “Moderate”.  No managed lane = 
“Poor”. 


Measure 3.1.3: Extent option improves travel efficiency on I-290 for 
eastbound for transit users in the AM peak. 


Increase in non-SOV capacity provided through extension of rail, construction of HOV 
lanes, and other regional transit service frequency improvements. Transit on 
exclusive guideway = “Good”.  Transit on multimodal/shared use lane = “Moderate”.  
Transit on general purpose lane/shoulder = “Poor”. 


Measure 3.1.4: Extent option improves travel efficiency on I-290 for 
westbound for transit users in the AM peak. 
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Increase in non-SOV capacity provided through extension of rail, construction of HOV 
lanes, and other regional transit service frequency improvements. Transit on 
exclusive guideway = “Good”.  Transit on multimodal/shared use lane = “Moderate”.  
Transit on general purpose lane/shoulder = “Poor”. 


Objective 3.2: Reduce travel times on other key transportation system elements (facilities 
and services) relied upon by Intersuburban and Reverse commuters. 


Measure 3.2.1: Extent option improves travel time on existing arterials, 
expressways, bus services and rail services identified in the Travel Market 
Analysis as key system elements in the I-290 travel corridor. 
Identify capacity enhancements provided to other key system elements serving the 
I-290 travel corridor as defined in the Cook DuPage Corridor Travel Market Analysis. 
Requires Systems Alternative Analysis. 


Measure 3.2.2: Extent to which option provides an alternative routing that 
diverts transit and auto travelers from congested links in the home to work 
path now available. 


Determine the cumulative number of congestion “hot spots” (defined by utilizing 
CATS model data, V/C ratios, etc.) avoided. Requires Systems Alternative Analysis. 


Objective 3.3: Reduce adverse impacts on users of the existing multimodal transportation 
system. 


Measure 3.3.1: Extent of users whose travel experience may be degraded as 
a result of the proposed option. 


Reduction in existing capacity and/or introduction of additional delay brought about 
by the implementation of a given option. Introductions of delay may be those caused 
by an additional at grade rail crossing; the taking of a parking lane or a travel lane; 
or other actions, which similarly constitute an adverse impact on transportation 
system users. Requires Systems Alternative Analysis. 


Objective 3.4: Reduce travel times for multi-modal/multi-vehicle trips. 
Measure 3.4.1: Reduction in number of forced intermodal plus intramodal 
transfers for travelers using the I-290 travel corridor. 
Quantify the number of total transfers required; stratify this total into intermodal 
transfers verses intramodal transfers.  Requires Systems Alternative Analysis.  


Objective 3.5: Increase use of traffic/transportation management techniques and 
technology strategies. 


Measure 3.5.1: Number of instances where Transportation System 
Management (TSM) is utilized to improve the I-290 travel corridor flow. 


Enumerate option elements, which employ transportation system management (as 
opposed to major capital construction) as the technique for travel time improvement.   
Requires Systems Alternative Analysis. 


Objective 3.6: Improve travel experience and safety of transportation system users. 
Measure 3.6.1: Extent option improves comfort, convenience, safety and 
reliability for users. 


Extent to which the option provides additional corridor capacity as an alternative to 
SOV congested travel.  This measure will be treated qualitatively based on: (a) 
capacity analysis computations; (b) review of existing system planning, 
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environmental, and/or engineering documents; and, (c) field reconnaissance.  
Requires Systems Alternative Analysis.  


Goal No. 4: Increase Community and Corridor Benefits 


Objective 4.1: Reduce adverse impacts on and promote positive benefits to existing 
communities, neighborhoods and people. 


Measure 4.1.1: Minimize extent of new or further division of well-defined 
communities or neighborhoods. 
This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plans, and on field reconnaissance.  Note:  All major capital projects 
within each option are currently proposed along existing railroad and/or highway 
right-of-way, and therefore create minimal adverse impacts to communities or 
neighborhoods. In the Options Feasibility study, only the I-290 HOV was considered 
to potentially adversely affect community cohesion – specifically in Oak Park, based 
on potential need to acquire additional right-of-way. 


Measure 4.1.2: Extent and severity of incidences where access to and/or 
circulation within a community or neighborhood are degraded. 


This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plans and on field reconnaissance. Requires Community Development 
and Land Use study. 


Measure 4.1.3: Extent and number of businesses or community facilities 
dislocated or rendered less accessible. 


This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plans and on field reconnaissance.  Requires Community Development 
and Land Use study. 


Measure 4.1.4: Extent and number of residences dislocated or rendered less 
accessible. 
This measure will be treated qualitatively based on an analysis of aerial 
photography/mapping, community comprehensive plans, and designated 
neighborhood plans, and on field reconnaissance.  Requires Community Development 
and Land Use study. 


Measure 4.1.5: Number of at grade rail crossings added. 
Measure to be qualitatively assessed as a function of aggregate delay and aggregate 
accident exposure (as well as number of rail grade crossings) on each option.  
Requires design. 


Objective 4.2: Enhance economic development / redevelopment opportunities. 
Measure 4.2.1: Area of brownfields sites within ½ mile of a major capital 
project (transit or highway). 
Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the acreage of Brownfield sites within ½ mile of an 
option’s major capital projects, and the express bus/commuter rail network in Radial 
Reliant Option 3.  Requires Community Development and Land Use study.  
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Measure 4.2.2: Area of existing and proposed employment centers within ½ 
mile of a transit stop / station or point-of-access to a new or improved 
roadway. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the acreage of employment centers within ½ mile 
of a transit stop/station on a major capital project.  Data source: Employment center 
geography as defined by American Consulting Engineers. 


Measure 4.2.3: Number of targeted redevelopment sites accessed. 
Number of redevelopment sites within ½ mile of a transit stop or station, or the point 
of access to a roadway improvement.  Requires Community Development and Land 
Use study. 


Measure 4.2.4: Number of centers of projected new development accessed. 
Number of new development sites within ½ mile of a transit stop or station, or the 
point of access to a roadway improvement.  Requires Community Development and 
Land Use study.  


Objective 4.3: Consider extent of and minimize adverse impacts of land acquisition. 
Measure 4.3.1: Classification of land impacted and area of new right-of-way 
required (includes related parking, roadway, and traffic improvements). 


Utilizing GIS analysis, total area of new right-of-way required will be accumulated by 
major land use classifications and the total across all classifications recorded. 
Requires design. 


Objective 4.4: Maximize achievement of Corridor Planning Standards. 
Measure 4.4.1: Number of households within ½ mile radius of a transit 
stop/station matched to suitable employment opportunities based on level 
of education needed. 


Utilizing GIS analysis of U.S. Census Transportation Planning Package (CTPP) data 
occurring in the half mile radii of transit stops/stations, matching the number of 
households by highest level of educational attainment consolidated into three levels 
(high school or less, some college or associate's degree, or bachelor's degree or 
higher) with employment opportunities present, classified by skill and education 
requirements of the same three levels. Additional processing of the CTPP occupation 
data was undertaken by comparing it to US Bureau of Labor Statistics information 
concerning the required educational levels of the same occupations listed in the 
CTPP, in order to derive the job levels by census tract.  Additional details of the 
methodology for this measure are contained in Chicago Area Workforce Spatial 
Analysis: Using GIS to Analyze Workforce Supply and Demand, Lindsay Banks, 
December 2004.   Data source: U.S. Census Transportation Planning Package (CTPP) 
data  


Measure 4.4.2: Promote seamless mode choice. 
This is a qualitative/composite assessment of whether an option: (1) incorporates 
improvements for more than one mode of travel (auto, bus, commuter rail, rapid 
transit), (2) provides efficient connections between modes, (3) provides for the 
entire trip, and (4) includes adequate integration amenities. 


 


Measure 4.4.3: Provide new or improved flexibility and efficiency of trips 
beyond traditional work hours. 
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This is qualitative/composite assessment of an option’s: (1) weekend/Saturday 
service, (2) midday service, (3) evening service, (4) 2nd/3rd shift service, (5) 
expanded evening service.  Main Line option 2 which includes a Blue Line extension 
to Oak Brook was rated “Good” because of CTA’s level and span of service.  Options 
that relied on the commuter rail network (Main Line 4, Radial Reliant 2, 3) were 
rated poor – again based on frequency and span of service.  All other options were 
rated moderate. 


Goal No. 5: Increase Regional Benefits 


Objective 5.1: Increase use of and integration with regional transportation system. 
Measure 5.1.1: Extent of interconnectivity of option with all other elements 
of existing transportation systems for all travel markets. 
This measure will be based on a visual assessment of the existing use of, and 
interconnectivity of the interstate system, major roadways, and regional rail system 
with each option.  High level of connectivity of all options with CTA and Pace buses 
results in bus interconnectivity not constituting a valid discriminate among the 
options. A qualitative evaluation approach will be utilized. This methodology includes 
performance measures generating a relative response of “Good,” “Moderate” or 
“Poor.”  Data source: GIS layers (provided by RTA) of Expressways, Major 
Roadways, Metra commuter rail, and CTA rapid transit. 


Measure 5.1.2: Total number of persons within a ½ mile radius of a transit 
stop/station or point-of-access to a new or improved roadway. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of persons within ½ mile of a transit 
stop or station on a major capital project.  Data source: US Census Bureau, 2000 
Census Tract Data. 


 


Objective 5.2: Ensure consistency with regional goals presented in the 2030 RTP and 
2040 Regional Framework Plan. 


Measure 5.2.1: Total number of 2030 RTP and 2040 Regional Framework 
Plan goals consistent with option. 
Enumerate the apparent number of consistencies with respect to goals statements in 
the CATS 2030 Regional Transportation Plan (adopted October 2003) and NIPC 2040 
Regional Framework Plan. The 2030 RTP has 3 Goals and 92 Objectives, the 2040 
Regional Framework Plan has 53 goal categories reduced to five general themes. The 
goals and objectives in both source documents map well onto the mobility goals and 
objectives for the Cook-DuPage Corridor.  Therefore, for the purpose of this measure 
evaluation the three (3) 2030 RTP goals and five (5) 2040 Regional Framework Plan 
themes are used. Data source: 2030 RTP (Section 1.3, pages 19-31) and 2040 
Regional Framework Plan (page 97), goals as presented therein. 


Objective 5.3: Reduce negative impacts on environmental justice communities/pop-
ulations. 


Measure 5.3.1: Number of housing units adversely impacted by noise, 
vibration or visual intrusion. 


Number of environmental justice housing impacts will be quantified based on GIS 
analysis and aerial photography/mapping of environmental justice neighborhoods, 
and on review of existing planning or environmental documents and by field 
reconnaissance.  Requires design. 
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Measure 5.3.2: Number of environmental justice Census Tracts within 100 
feet of a major capital project’s alignment. 
Number of environmental justice neighborhoods or communities (Census Tracts for 
Options Feasibility Phase) impacted will be quantified based on GIS analysis and 
aerial photography/mapping of environmental justice neighborhoods, and on review 
of existing planning or environmental documents and by field reconnaissance. 
Impacted census tracts are those that fall with 100 feet of either side of a major 
capital project’s alignment. Environmental Justice Neighborhoods are generally 
defined as a neighborhood composed predominately of persons of color or a 
substantial proportion of persons below the poverty line. The averages of both 
minority and poverty level populations across all census tracts in the study area were 
computed.  Census tracts that contained greater percentages than the averages for 
either category were designated as environmental justice tracts. Data source: US 
Census Bureau, 2000 Census Tract Data. 


Measure 5.3.3: Number of environmental justice homes or businesses 
dislocated. 
Number of environmental justice homes or businesses dislocated will be quantified 
based on GIS analysis and aerial photography/mapping of environmental justice 
neighborhoods, and on review of existing planning and environmental studies, 
supplemented by field reconnaissance.  Requires Community Development and Land 
Use study. 


Objective 5.4: Increase access to disadvantaged communities / populations. 


Measure 5.4.1: Number of disadvantaged persons within a ½ mile radius of 
a transit stop/station or point-of-access to a new or improved roadway. 


Using GIS analysis, quantify the number of disadvantaged persons (disabled, 
minority, or elderly individuals) within ½ mile of a transit stop or station on a major 
capital project.  Data source: US Census Bureau, 2000 Census Tract Data. 


Measure 5.4.2: Number of Households with zero vehicles within a ½ mile 
radius of a transit stop/station or point-of-access to a new or improved 
roadway. 


Using GIS analysis, quantify the number households with zero automobiles within ½ 
mile radius of a transit stop or station on a major capital project. Data source: US 
Census Bureau, 2000 Census Tract Data. 


Measure 5.4.3: Number of Households at the Poverty level within a ½ mile 
radius of a transit stop/station or point-of-access to a new or improved 
roadway. 
Using GIS analysis, quantify the number of households with family income below the 
poverty level within ½ mile radius of a transit stop or station on a major capital 
project. Data source: US Census Bureau, 2000 Census Tract Data. 


 


Goal No. 6: Reduce Adverse Environmental Impacts 


Objective 6.1: Ensure all applicable air quality standards are met. 


Measure 6.1.1: Does option improve compliance with current air quality 
standards? 
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Number of roadway congestion “hot spots” potentially eliminated or significantly 
improved.  Requires EA/EIS. 


Objective 6.2: Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to wetlands, floodplains, and critical 
habitats. 


Measure 6.2.1: Number of wetlands and floodplains within 100 feet of a 
major capital project’s alignment. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the acreage of wetlands and floodplains within 100 
feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the major capital projects.  
Data source: Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Q3 digital floodplain 
data and Illinois Department of Natural Resources 1996 wetland data. 


Objective 6.3: Reduce operating noise and vibration levels. 
Measure 6.3.1: Number of sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, churches, 
hospitals) potentially subjected to increased noise and vibration impacts. 
Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, 
churches, hospitals) within 100 feet of either side of the currently assumed 
alignment of the major capital projects.  Data Source:  United States Geological 
Survey, Environmental Systems Research Institute 2006 data. 


Objective 6.4: Avoid / reduce adverse impacts to sensitive land uses, historic properties 
and open space. 


Measure 6.4.1: Parklands and open space within 100 feet of a major capital 
project’s alignment. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the acreage of parklands and open space within 
100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the major capital 
projects.  Data source: NIPC 2001 Land Use data. 


Measure 6.4.2: Number of national historic landmarks within 100 feet of a 
major capital project’s alignment. 


Utilizing GIS analysis, enumerate the number of national historic landmarks within 
100 feet of either side of the currently assumed alignment of the major capital 
projects.  Data source: National Park Service (NPS) National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP 


Goal No. 7: Increase Cost Effectiveness 


Objective 7.1: Increase system value by balancing costs and benefits. 
Measure 7.1.1: Divide option’s effectiveness (as computed in the evaluation 
matrix for goals 1 thru 6) by the option’s total annual costs (capital + 
operating --in billions). 


To be computed as described in the Draft Evaluation Methodology and Options 
Evaluation Matrix dated August 24, 2006. 


Objective 7.2: Reduce construction costs. 
Measure 7.2.1: Total construction costs. 


Order of Magnitude program level capital construction and equipment costs. Concept 
level preliminary capital construction cost estimate includes costs gathered from 
similar national and local projects for the different modal technologies and then 
applied to the typical cross section within the limits.   
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Measure 7.2.2: Annualized construction costs (all modal components) 


Based on life cycle costing methods (as suggested by FTA or the sponsoring agency) 
the annualized construction costs for each option is computed as described in Draft 
Conceptualized Development of Systemwide Annualization Factors dated March 27, 
2007. 


Objective 7.3: Reduce long-term operating costs. 
Measure 7.3.1: Annual operating costs (all transit components). 
Based on the Systems and Options Operating Plans Report (March 2007), and 
operating cost data available (through RTA; from the modal operating agency; or, 
based on the national transit database), estimates of annual operating costs are 
made for proposed new transit services. 


Objective 7.4: Increase potential benefits. 
Measure 7.4.1: Overall effectiveness (as computed in the evaluation matrix 
for goals 1 thru 6). 


To be computed as described in the Draft Evaluation Methodology and Options 
Evaluation Matrix dated August 24, 2006. This measure of effectiveness is computed 
for each of goals 1 through 6 and then aggregated for all six goals. 


Objective 7.5: Increase compatibility with and capacity of existing, local, state, and 
federal funding sources for both capital and operating costs. 


Measure 7.5.1: Option’s horizon year cash surplus (through a cash-flow 
model, which incorporates both capital costs and operating costs with 
reasonable expectation of revenues from all fund sources). 
This is a very generalized cash flow analysis for each option that will consider, on an 
annual basis, all capital and operating costs as well as all potential revenue sources 
(local and sales taxes, fare box, State of Illinois, tolls, FTA, etc.).  The cash flow 
analysis is carried out through each year to the planning horizon year.  The single 
number reflective of the level of financial feasibility of each option is the cash surplus 
(or deficit) which exists at the planning horizon year.  This “bottom line” number is 
inclusive of short term borrowing (such as bond, grant anticipation notes (GANS), or 
grant anticipation revenue vehicles (GARVEES) and long term financing issued and 
paid back during the options development horizon which is assumed to be the year 
2030 consistent with the horizon year for the build out of the 2030 Regional 
Transportation Plan.  Requires Systems Alternative Analysis. 


### 
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Major Capital Investment 
Program Capital Construction Cost Assumptions 


 
 


A concept level preliminary capital construction cost estimate includes costs gathered from 
similar national and local projects for the different modal technologies and then applied to 
the typical cross section within the limits.  Similar capital cost data for technologies under 
consideration for this study and used as resources to develop this concept level cost 
estimate include Chicago (HRT & CRT), Vancouver (AGT), and New Jersey (DMU). These 
sources along with the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) Characteristics of Urban 
Transportation Supply (CUTS Manual), the Mass Transit Bus Rapid Transit Shows Promise, 
September 2001 by the United States General Accounting Office a Report to the 
Congressional Requesters (GAO-01-984 Bus Rapid Transit), the Transit Cooperative 
Research Program - TCRP Report 90 Bus Rapid Transit, 2003 by the Transportation 
Research Board (TRB) sponsored by the FTA, and the TCRP Synthesis 64 Bus Use of 
Shoulders, 2006 by the TRB sponsored by the FTA has been used to develop a cost per mile 
for each type of mode and have been adjusted to 2007 U.S. dollars.  The modes include 
Automated Guided Transit (AGT), Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) (median in controlled access, on 
shoulders in controlled access, and in arterial roadways), Commuter Rail Transit (CRT), 
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU), High-Occupancy Toll (HOT), High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV), 
Heavy Rail Transit (HRT), and Roadway.  Each cost per mile includes rail and/or roadway 
construction, structures, maintenance yards/garages, traffic control improvements, station 
costs, soft costs of 30% of construction total (preliminary engineering, final design, project 
management, construction management, testing, and insurance), and contingencies of 25% 
of construction total (utility relocation, drainage, lighting, maintenance of traffic, etc.). 
 


Automated Guided Transit (AGT) 
 
AGT will be on a separate elevated guideway.  This technology is fully automated (no crew) 
and can be on a fixed schedule or response to a passenger-activated call button. 
 
A similar AGT project, the Vancouver SkyTrain, as documented in On Track The SkyTrain 
Story, 2003 by the British Columbia Rapid Transit Co. Ltd for Translink has estimated this 
mode to have a capital construction cost of approximately $50 million/mile and $15 
million/station.  Elevated AGT systems that run in arterial roadways will require new traffic 
signals at a cost of $150,000/intersection because of impacts with turn lanes/medians.  
 


Bus Rapid Transit (in Median) on Controlled Access Facility 
 
Lanes are added to an existing system for bus/emergency vehicles.  Typically this will 
require additional right-of-way (ROW) to relocate the existing lanes outward for the BRT 
lanes to run in the median.  The BRT lanes will be fully separated from the expressway 
lanes with concrete barrier wall. 
 
The GAO-01-984 Bus Rapid Transit report states an average capital cost per mile for BRT 
Busways is $13.5 million based on 9 different existing United States BRT Busway facilities.  
Adjusted to 2007 dollars with an inflation rate of 4% this cost is $17.8 million/mile.   
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BRT running in HOV/HOT lanes include pedestrian stations, which may include escalators, 
elevators, stairs, ramps, shelters, and fair collection is estimated at $3 million/station and 
access ramps for buses at $5 million/interchange.  This cost per station is based on cost 
estimates from the Mid-City Transitway Physical Feasibility Study, 2005 by American 
Consulting Engineers (ACE) for the Chicago Department of Transportation (CDOT). 
 


Bus Rapid Transit (on Shoulder) on Controlled Access Facility 
 
Bus bypass shoulder operations (BBS) is the term used in the TCRP Synthesis 64 Bus Use of 
Shoulders to describe both the transit and highway perspectives on the bus us of shoulders.  
The Minnesota DOT (MnDOT) first established BBS in 1991.  An average construction cost to 
rebuild shoulders and drainage improvements along MnDOT highways is $100,000/mile 
which may also include striping, and signing.  Costs increase for additional ROW and 
structural widening.  The New Jersey DOT project to reconstruct US-9 in Middlesex County 
is estimated to cost $2 million/mile and would include full shoulder replacement, drainage 
improvements, pedestrian refuge areas, and sidewalks. 
 
Bus Rapid Transit within Arterial Corridor 
 
The specific location of a BRT within an arterial corridor will require adaptation to existing 
constraints, traffic patterns, and land use.  Exclusive bus/emergency vehicle lanes ideally 
will be located outside the roadway envelope to minimize conflicts with left turning vehicles 
and remove passengers from the roadway envelope.  A center running bus/emergency 
vehicle only lane allows for a curbside parking lane and typically requires reconstruction of 
the entire roadway.  Either option adds an additional lane in each direction and will require 
new traffic signals.  A median running BRT is estimated to cost $15 million/mile. 
 


Commuter Rail Transit (CRT) 
 
Upgrade projects include significant infrastructure and service level improvements.  Some of 
these upgrades include new signal systems, switches, existing track improvements, new 
cross-overs, station improvements, and the addition of new track where necessary. 
 
Commuter rail upgrades are estimated to cost $13.2 million/mile based on preliminary 
Metra working estimates. 
 


Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU – in both LRT and CRT operations) 
 
DMU vehicles can be run on existing railroad lines in mixed traffic with freight trains, but to 
reduce potential conflicts with freight trains, a new double-track system is assumed. 
 
The New Jersey Camden-Trenton: River Line Light Railway uses Diesel Electric Multiple Unit 
(DEMU) technology.  This double-track DMU LRT system was estimated to cost $32 
million/mile.  The Hillsborough Area Regional Transit Authority (HART) in Tampa, Florida 
estimates a capital cost $953.8 million for 30 miles ($31.8 million/mile) of DMU rail 
technology in two corridors as stated on the FTA website. 
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High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) and High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) 
 
HOV/HOT for the included capital improvement projects is defined as having an additional 
lane in each direction on existing highways separated by a painted striping buffer.  Vehicles 
that would use this mode can include buses, vanpools, carpools, and other high occupancy 
authorized vehicles. The estimated cost is $49.3 million/mile.  A single reversible HOV lane 
is estimated to cost $35 million/mile. 
 


IDOT HOV (I-290 HOV) 
I-290 BRT would run in the I-290 HOV, additional costs would be stations, access 
ramps, and vehicles.  The estimated cost is $3 million/station. 


 


Heavy Rail Transit (HRT) 
 
The Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) operates the HRT system in the Chicago-land area.   
 
The Mid-City Transitway Physical Feasibility Study, 2005 by American Consulting Engineers 
(ACE) for the Chicago Department of Transportation (CDOT) has estimated this technology 
to cost $100 million/mile to construct the tracks, communications, signals, and power, with 
railroad structures estimated to cost $600/sf, and stations are $20 million/each. 


 


Roadway 
 
An IDOT program cost of $2 million/mile/lane was used for the roadway improvement 
projects. 
 
The Elgin-O’Hare Expressway East Extension will involve the reconstruction of the existing 
roadway to a limited access expressway with interchanges at Prospect Ave., IL 83 (Kingery 
Hwy.), and at Elmhurst Rd.  The preliminary estimated cost for this project is $1 billion. 
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1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 1 2 3
1 2 Elgin-O'Hare Expressway East Extension x x x x x x x x 8
2 15 DuPage J-Line BRT x x x x x 5
3 5 Mid-City Transitway BRT x x x x x x x 7


4 4
I-290 HOV Lanes
(Hillside Interchange - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) x 1


5 5
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)) x 1


6 3 Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook x 1
7 5 Union Pacific West Intersuburban Plus x 1
8 1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave. x x x x x 5


9 3
I-290 HOV Lanes
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - Hillside Interchange) x


10 4
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.)) x


11 5 Cermak Road BRT x 1
12 10 I-290 / I-88 BRT (IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) - IL 59) x 1
13 6 I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - IL 59) x 1
14 10 I-355/I-290 BRT x x x 3
15 10 I-355/I-290 HOT x x x 3
16 10 I-290 + Extension BRT x 1
17 10 I-290 + Extension HOV x 1
18 4 IL 83 BRT x x 2
19 7 1st Avenue BRT x 1
20 3 IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th St.) x 1
21 8 I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - IL 59) x 1
22 6 Inner Circumferential DMU x 1
23 5 Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT x 1
24 8 I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Avenue - IL 59) x 1
25 4 IL 83 AGT x 1
26 7 1st Avenue AGT x 1
27 12 Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade x x 2
28 13 Union Pacific West Line Upgrade x x 2
29 13 BNSF Upgrade x x 2


30 10
I-290 Eisenhower Expy HOV + I-290 Extension 
Reverse HOV (Reverse Commute Orientation) x 1


31 6 I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - I-355) x 1
32 2 I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - I-355/Yorktown) x 1


33 7
I-290 Reversible HOV (Reverse Commute 
Orientation) x 1


34 4 IL 83 Shoulder Riding BRT x 1
35 10 I-355/I-290 Shoulder Riding BRT x 1


237 Total Major Capital Projects 5 4 4 6 4 11 7 6 10 7 0 64
Total Plan Sheets 31 25 27 30 27 77 42 27 81 60 0 427


1 1 Central Ave; extend over BNSF Yard
2 1 25th Ave; widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction
3 1 Franklin Ave; improve interchange with Mannheim Rd
4 1 Wolf Rd; extend over UP Proviso Yard
5 5 IL 83; Riverside Rd intersection improvement, widen 2 to 3 lanes in each direction - US 34 to 55th St and 63rd St to Midway Dr
6 1 22nd St; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction
7 2 Fullerton Ave/Grand Ave Corridor; extend west to Main St (Glen Ellyn) and east to Grand Ave
8 2 IL 59; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction
9 2 Eola Road; extend through Fermilab to IL 38


10 1 Elgin O'Hare Expy; extend one interchange west to County Farm Rd
11 I-290 Safety Improvments and Reconstruciton (Cicero to Mannheim)


17


BRT rides in new HOT/HOV lanes as part of that particular Option.


RADIAL RELIANT SYSTEM OPTIONS1000 Scale
Plan Sheets Major Capital Projects


1000 Scale
Plan Sheets Strategic Roadway Improvements


MAIN LINE SYSTEM OPTIONS CONCENTRIC SYSTEM OPTIONS
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Options_Plans
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1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 1 2 3
1 Elgin-O'Hare Expressway East Extension 1,000$      x x x x x x x x
2 DuPage J-Line BRT 645$         x x x x x
3 Mid-City Transitway BRT 773$         x x x x x x x


4
I-290 HOV Lanes
(Hillside Interchange - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) 188$         x


5
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)) 32$           x


6 Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook 950$         x
7 Union Pacific West Intersuburban Plus 153$         x
8 Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave. 89$           x x x x x


9
I-290 HOV Lanes
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - Hillside Interchange) 86$           x


10
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.)) 28$           x


11 Cermak Road BRT 244$         x
12 I-290 / I-88 BRT (IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) - IL 59) 89$           x
13 I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - IL 59) 685$         x
14 I-355/I-290 BRT 78$           x x x
15 I-355/I-290 HOT 1,277$      x x x
16 I-290 + Extension BRT 22$           x
17 I-290 + Extension HOV 284$         x
18 IL 83 BRT 163$         x x
19 1st Avenue BRT 122$         x
20 IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th St.) 79$           x
21 I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - IL 59) 716$         x
22 Inner Circumferential DMU 576$         x
23 Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT 2,024$      x
24 I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Avenue - IL 59) 1,351$      x
25 IL 83 AGT 1,159$      x
26 1st Avenue AGT 1,247$      x
27 Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade 66$           x x
28 Union Pacific West Line Upgrade 492$         x x
29 BNSF Upgrade 172$         x x


30
I-290 Eisenhower Expy HOV + I-290 Extension 
Reverse HOV (Reverse Commute Orientation)


230$         x


31 I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - I-355) 52$           x


32
I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - I-
355/Yorktown) 360$         x


33
I-290 Reversible HOV (Reverse Commute 
Orientation) 172$         x


34 IL 83 Shoulder Riding BRT 108$         x
35 I-355/I-290 Shoulder Riding BRT 130$         x


Total Major Capital Project Cost 2,637$        3,368$        2,571$        2,620$        2,662$        4,571$        4,507$        6,870$        2,978$          1,229$          -$             
Strategic Roadway Improvements 653$           653$           653$           653$           653$           653$           653$           653$           653$             653$             653$             
Soft Costs (30%) 987$           1,206$        967$           982$           995$           1,567$        1,548$        2,257$        1,089$          565$             196$             
Contingencies (25%) 823$           1,005$        806$           818$           829$           1,306$        1,290$        1,881$        908$             471$             163$             
Subtotal 5,101$        6,233$        4,998$        5,073$        5,138$        8,098$        7,999$        11,661$      5,628$          2,918$          1,013$          
Vehicle Cost 164$           244$           340$           177$           163$           185$           322$           735$           151$             145$             115$             
TOTAL COST 5,264$        6,477$        5,338$        5,251$        5,302$        8,283$        8,321$        12,395$      5,780$          3,062$          1,127$          


RADIAL RELIANT SYSTEM OPTIONS
Major Capital Projects


MAIN LINE SYSTEM OPTIONS CONCENTRIC SYSTEM OPTIONSCost
$Millions
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Options: Main Line 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
Concentric 1, 2, 3


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
I-290 to O'Hare Airport Reconstruct and widen Thorndale Ave. to a limited access highway.  Grade 


separated interchanges at Prospect Ave., IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.), and 
Elmhurst Rd. 4.4 227.3 1000


Total 4.4 $1,000


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $1,000


Cook DuPage Corridor
Elgin O'Hare Expressway East Extension


I-290 - O'Hare Airport
Preliminary Cost Assumptions


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
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1_Elgin Ohare Expy Ext
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS
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Options: Mainline 1, 2, 3, 4, 5


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Higgins from NWTC to I-290/IL 53 Mixed-traffic use, widen ramps, add queue jump bus preference system at 


I-290/IL 53. 0.5 15 15
I-290 from Higgins to Thorndale Bus only shoulder lanes during peak hour 3.6 4 14.4
I-290 at Thorndale Bus Only Ramps 0 15 15
Thorndale (Elgin O'Hare Expressway East 
Extension) from I-290 to O’Hare


Run in center median on shoulder or exclusive lane.
4.5 60 270


IL 83 from Thorndale to I-290 Shoulders become bus/emergency vehicle only lanes. 3.8 4 15.2
IL 83 from I-290 to St. Charles Shoulders become bus/emergency vehicle only lanes. Flyover at North 


Ave. Reconstruct Metra UP-W and CCP RR bridges for BRT lanes.
2.5 10.5 26.3


IL 83 from St. Charles to Oakbrook Center Mall Shoulders become bus/emergency vehicle only lanes
3 4 12


Oakbrook Center Mall (16th St. / Spring Rd. to WB 
I-88) (EB I-88 to Enterprise Dr. / 22nd St. / Spring 
Rd.)


Mixed traffic


0 0 0
I-88 at IL 83 Interchange Bus Only Ramps 0 15 15
I-88 from IL 83 to Naperville Rd. Shoulders become bus/emergency vehicle only lanes during peak hour.


10 4 40
Highland Ave. from I-88 to Yorktown Mixed traffic 0 0 0
Naperville Rd. from I-88 to Diehl Rd. Add shoulders (lane) for bus only traffic 0.3 4 1.2
Diehl Rd. from Naperville Rd. to IL 59 Add shoulders (lane) for bus only traffic 4.6 4 18.4
IL 59 from Diehl Rd. to 95th St. Median bus/emergency vehicle only lanes.  Push out existing lanes.  Grade 


separate at New York St. with vertical transfer to Fox Valley Shopping 
Center.  Grade separate Ogden Avenue. 6.1 10 61


95th St. from IL 59 to EJ&E RR Add shoulders (lane) for bus only traffic 1.5 4 6
Total 40.4 $509.5


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes


Traffic signal priority and queue jumping
42 0.15 $6.3


Rebuild BNSF Bridge at IL 59 1 25 $25.0
Bus Garages/Maintenance 2 10 $20.0


Total $51.3


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer, Multi-modal Transit Center Facility


10


2
Thorndale Avenue at Park Blvd./Hamilton Lakes 
[Itasca] Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 10


3
Thorndale Avenue at York Road (O’Hare Int’l. 
Airport west terminal) Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 10


4 IL 83 / Thorndale Ave. Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 3
5 MD-West / Irving Park Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 3


6
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at US 20 (Lake Street) 
[Elmhurst/Addison] Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1


7 North Avenue Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 3
8 UP-West Line Pedestrian transfer center 1
9 St Charles Road Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1


10 IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1


11
Spring Rd. at Harger Rd. (east side of Oakbrook 
Center Mall) Transit Center 10


12 Highland Avenue / Yorktown Transit Center 5
13 Walnut Avenue Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
14 IL 53 Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
15 Naperville Road Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
16 Washington Street Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
17 Mill Street Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
18 Winfield Road Transit Center 10
19 Raymond Drive Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
20 IL 59 / Diehl Road Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
21 IL 59 / BNSF Intermodal transfer center 5
22 IL 59 / Fox Valley Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1


23
95th St / EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line)


Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3
Total $84


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $645


Cook DuPage Corridor
DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
95th St./EJ&E Railroad - I-290/IL 72 (Schaumburg) - O'Hare
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Options: Main Line 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
Concentric 1, 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Lawrence Ave./Kimball Ave. at CTA Brown Line 2.3 4 9.2
UP Corridor
Jefferson Park to Ainslie At-grade ramp 0.1 4 0.4
Ainslie to Montrose Elevated on structure 1 25 25
Montrose to Berteau At-grade on fill in existing corridor 0.3 4 1.2
Berteau to Milwaukee Elevated over Metra Milwaukee District North Line 0.4 25 10
Milwaukee to Armitage At-grade on fill in existing corridor 2.3 4 9.2
Armitage to Grand Elevated over Metra Milwaukee District West Line 0.3 25 7.5
BRC Corridor
Grand to 31st St. At-grade on fill 5.2 4 20.8
31st St. to 35th Pl. Elevated over IC Railroad 0.6 25 15
35th Pl. to Chicago Sanitary Drainage and Ship 
Canal


At-grade on fill in existing corridor


0.5 4 2
Chicago Sanitary Drainage and Ship Canal to 42nd Pl. Elevated over Stevenson Expressway (I-55) and Canal


0.3 25 7.5
42nd Place to Archer At-grade on fill in existing corridor 1.1 4 4.4
On Street Corridor
Along Archer from BRC Railroad to Cicero On street 0.3 0 0
Along Cicero from Archer to CTA Midway Bus 
Terminal


On Street
1.3 0 0


CTA Midway Bus Terminal to Marquette Ave. Shared traffic along Cicero Ave. south to Marquette Ave. then east to entrance
1.4 0 0


BRC Corridor
Marquette Ave. to 71st St. and Kedvale Ave. At grade 2-lane roadway north side of existing BRC tracks 0.8 4 3.2
Kedvale Ave. and 71st St. to Pulaski Rd. Elevated roadway over Pulaski Ave.  SPUDI type of intersection of top of 


Pulaski Ave. bridge. 0.3 25 7.5
Pulaski Rd. to Lawndale Ave. At-grade on fill 0.3 4 1.2
Lawndale Ave. to Kedzie Ave. Elevated roadway over Central Park Ave. and Nabisco frontage road 0.8 25 20
Kedzie Ave. to Columbus Ave. At-grade on fill 0.7 4 2.8
Columbus Ave. to Damen Ave. Elevated roadway over Columbus Ave. and proposed CREATE CSX flyover


0.8 25 20
Damen Ave. to Halsted St.. At grade on fill 1.6 4 6.4
Halsted St. to 76th St. Lowered at Emerald Ave. and Union Ave. to pass under CREATE NS spur 


line at Union Ave. and under CREATE Metra flyover 0.3 25 7.5
76th St. to 79th St. At grade on fill 0.4 4 1.6
79th St. to Vincennes Elevated structure over CREATE BRC spur line to NS RR 0.6 25 15
Vincennes to Dan Ryan at 91st St. At grade on fill 1 4 4
Dan Ryan at 91st St. to Dan Ryan 87th St. At grade on fill that turns north through retail development 0.3 4 1.2


Total 25.3 $203


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes 2 0.15 $0.3
Relocation of UP RR tracks within ROW Various locations Montrose Ave. to Grand Ave. 1 45 $45.0
Relocation of BRC RR within ROW Various locations Grand Ave. to 91st and Dan Ryan Expy. 1 200 $200.0
Railroad signal upgrades 1 30 $30.0
Chicago Sanitary Drainage and Ship Canal Bridge 1 30 $30.0
Grade Separation Structures 15 2 $30.0
Retaining Walls 1 150 $150.0
Maintenance Facility / Garage 3 10 $30.0


Total $515.3


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Lawrence Ave./Kimball Ave. at CTA Brown Line Pedestrian transfer center 3


2
Milwaukee Ave. / I-90 at CTA Blue Line / Metra UP-
NW Line Jefferson Park station Use existing Transit Center 0


3
Cicero Ave. at Irving Park Rd. / Metra MD-N Line


Pedestrian transfer center 2
4 Belmont Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2
5 Fullerton Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2
6 Metra MD-W Line Pedestrian transfer center 2
7 IL 64 (North Ave.) Access Ramps, Pedestrian access center 6
8 Chicago Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2


9
Metra UP-W Line and CTA Green Line (Lake St.)


Pedestrian transfer center 2
10 I-290/CTA Blue Line Elevated Pedestrian transfer center 5
11 Cermak Rd./CTA Pink/Blue Line Pedestrian transfer center 2
12 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) Pedestrian transfer center 2
13 Metra Heritage Corridor Pedestrian transfer center 2
14 Archer Avenue Bus stop shelter 0.1
15 Midway Airport Use existing Transit Center 0
16 74th St. at Pulaski Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer center 6
17 75th St. at Kedzie Ave. Elevated Pedestrian transfer center 6
18 75th St. at Western Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2
19 75th St. at Ashland Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2
20 75th St. at Halsted St. Pedestrian transfer center 2
21 79th St. at Lowe Ave. Pedestrian transfer center 2
22 87th St. at I-94 (Dan Ryan Expy.) Transit Center, Park-n-ride 3


Total $55


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $773


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) - CTA Red Line/87th St.


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


3_Mid-City BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Hillside Interchange Construct median based HOV lanes 9.4 20 188


Total $188


No. Access Points Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 Wolf Rd. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $188


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes
Hillside Interchange - IL 50 (Cicero Avenue)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


4_I-290 HOV Lanes Hill-IL 50
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Main Line 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 


of Option 12.2 0 0
Total $0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance 1 1.5 $1.5
Total $1.5


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Access ramps, connection to Mid-City BRT 5
2 Des Plaines Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
3 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Access ramps 5
4 25th Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
5 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) On-line pedestrian transfer 3
6 Wolf Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
7 York Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
8 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramps 5


Total $30


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $32


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) J-Line Connector
IL 83 (Kingery Highway) - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


5_I-290 BRT J Connect IL83-IL50
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 2


Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Des Plaines Ave. to IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) at 22nd St. Includes track work, communications, signals, power, etc. from current 


south terminus in Blue Line Forest Park Yard to 750' east of 1st Ave. The 
alignment is located within the open area between the Eisenhower Expy. 
and Concordia Cemetery and ending east of the Maywood Health Center at 
a new station. 0.6 100 60


1st Ave. to York Rd. Elevated structure over westbound lanes of Eisenhower Expy. to elevated 
structure in center of existing roadway.  Elevated tracks drop down to at-
grade west of 1st. Ave. to pass under cross street bridges. Frontage roads 
with ramp access on both sides of highway limits CTA alignment to center 
of roadway.  Reconstruct Expressway to accommodate center running CTA 
tracks.


5.7 100 570
York Rd. to Oakbrook Center Mall (Spring Rd. and 
Harger Rd.)


Elevated structure from center roadway over westbound lanes of 
Eisenhower Expy. To center of existing Harger roadway corridor ending at 
DuPage J-Line station at Spring Rd.  Widen/reconstruct Harger Road to 
accommodate CTA tracks. 1.1 100 110


Total 7.4 $740.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bridges
Des Plaines River; 1st Ave over Eisenhower Expy; York St. over 
Eisenhower Expy.; 3 10 30


Maintenance Yard Location to be determined during future alignment studies and coordination 
with CTA.  1 60 60


Total $90.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1 I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) At-grade station 750' east of IL 171 (1st Ave.) 20
2 I-290 at 25th Ave./IHB At-grade station 20
3 I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) At-grade station 20
4 I-290 at Wolf Road At-grade station 20
5 I-88 at York Rd. At-grade station 20


6
Spring Rd. at Harger Rd. (east side of Oakbrook Center 
Mall) At-grade station that connects to DuPage J-Line BRT station 20


Total $120


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $950


Cook DuPage Corridor
Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
Des Plaines Ave. - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


6_Blue Line Ext to Oak Brook
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 3


Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions


River Forest to Elmhurst


Potential capital improvements include a new third main track from River 
Forest to Elmhurst, new crossovers on the west side of Chicago and west of 
Elmhurst to improve usable track capacity, and new hub stations at Cicero 
Avenue and IL 83 – the east and west ends of the main line.


5 19.4 97


Total $97


Cost Item Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Tracks Upgrade tracks, ties and ballast 2.6


Total $3


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) New Station that connects to CTA Green Line and Mid-City Transitway 


BRT 20
2 Marion St. Expand existing station 0.5
3 Thatcher Ave. Expand existing station 0.5
4 Fifth Ave. Expand existing station 0.5
5 Broadway Ave. Expand existing station 0.5
6 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Expand existing station 0.5
7 I-294/Richard Ave. Expand existing station 0.5
8 York Rd. Expand existing station 0.5
9 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) New Station that connects to DuPage J-Line BRT Station 30


Total $54


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $153


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


Metra - Union Pacific West Line (UP-W) Intersuburban Plus
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


7_UP W Intsub Plus
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 4
Concentric 2, 3
Radial Reliant 1, 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Des Plaines Ave. to IL 171 (1st Ave.) Includes track work, communications, signals, power, etc. from current 


south terminus in Blue Line Forest Park Yard to 750' east of 1st Ave. The 
alignment is located within the open area between the Eisenhower Expy. 
and Concordia Cemetery and ending east of the Maywood Health Center at 
a new station. 0.6 100 60


Total 0.6 $60.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Des Plaines River Bridge over river 1 8 8
Maintenance Yard modifications Existing yard at Des Plaines Ave. 1 0.5 $0.5


Total $8.5


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 171 (1st Ave.) At-grade station 750' east of IL 171 (1st Ave.); Park-n-ride 20


Total $20


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $89


Cook DuPage Corridor
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
Des Plaines Ave. to IL 171 (1st Ave.)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


8_Blue Line Ext to 1st Ave
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 4


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 171 (1st Ave.) to Hillside Interchange Construct median based HOV lanes 4.3 20 86


Total $86


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $86


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes
IL 171 (1st Avenue) - Hillside Interchange


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


9_I-290 HOV Lanes 1st-IL83
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Option: Main Line 4


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 171 (1st Ave.) to I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 


of Option 7.3 0 0
Total $0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance 1 1.5 $1.5
Total $1.5


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
IL 171 (1st Ave.)


Access ramps; connect to proposed Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave. station 5
2 25th Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer, Park-n-ride 3


3
US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.)


On-line pedestrian transfer, access ramps to connector service, Park-n-ride 5
4 Wolf Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer, Park-n-ride 3


5
York Rd.


On-line pedestrian transfer, access ramps to connector service, Park-n-ride 5
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramps to DuPage J-Line transit center at Oak Brook Mall 5


Total $26


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $28


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) J-Line Connector
IL 171 (1st Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


10_I-290 BRT J Connect 1st-IL83
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Main Line 5


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Butterfield at Highland 
Ave./Yorktown


Median Running BRT
14.2 15 213


Total 14.2 $213.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes 49 0.15 $7.4
Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0


Total $17.4


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)/CTA Blue/Pink Line


Expand proposed Mid-City Transitway BRT station  to include park-n-ride 0.5
2 Austin Blvd. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1
3 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3
4 25th Ave. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1
5 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3
6 Wolf Rd. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1
7 York Rd. Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3
8 IL 83 Use of proposed DuPage J-Line BRT Transit center at Oak Brook 0
9 IL 56 (Butterfield Rd.) Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1


10 Butterfield Rd. at Highland Ave./Yorktown Use of proposed DuPage J-Line BRT Transit center at York Town 0
Total $14


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $244


Cook DuPage Corridor
Cermak Road Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


11_Cermak Rd BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Hillside Interchange BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 


of Concentric 1 9.2 0 0
Hillside Interchange to IL 59 BRT runs in proposed center running I-88 HOT lanes constructed as part of 


Concentric 1 16.9 0 0
Total 26.1 $0.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0
Total $10.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Access ramps; Use of Mid-City Transitway BRT station 5
2 Des Plaines Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer, connects to existing Blue Line Station 3
3 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Access ramps; connect to 1st Ave. BRT Station 5
4 25th Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
5 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Access ramp to connector service 5
6 Wolf Road On-line pedestrian transfer 3
7 York Road Access ramp to connector service 5
8 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramps to connect to IL 83 BRT Transit Center; Park-n-ride 5
9 Midwest Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3


10 Meyers Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3


11
Highland Ave./Yorktown


Access ramps to connect to new Multi-modal Transit Center; Park-n-ride 7
12 I-355 Access ramps to connect to new Multi-modal Transit Center 7
13 IL 53 On-line pedestrian transfer 3
14 Naperville Rd. Access ramp to connector service; Park-n-ride 3
15 Washington St. On-line pedestrian transfer 5
16 Mill St. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
17 Winfield Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
18 Raymond Dr. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
19 IL 59 Access ramps to connect to IL 59 BRT Station; Park-n-ride 5


Total $79


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $89


Cook DuPage Corridor
I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 59
Preliminary Cost Assumptions


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


12_I-290 & I-88 BRT (Cic-IL 59)
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Hillside Interchange to IL 59 Reconstruct and widen roadway for median based HOT lanes 13.9 49.3 685


Total $685


No. Access Points Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 Highland Ave./Yorktown Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 I-355 Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
4 Naperville Rd. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
5 IL 59 Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $685


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-88 High Occupancy Toll (HOT)
Hillside Interchange - IL 59


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


13_I-88 HOT (Hill-IL59)
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1, 2
Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center to I-55 
(Stevenson Expy.)


BRT runs in I-355/I-290 HOT lanes constructed as part of Option
25.9 0 0


Total $0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garage/Maintenance Centrally located 1 1.5 $1.5
Total $1.5


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center Access Ramps, Multi-modal Transit Center Facility, Park-n-ride 10
2 Schaumburg Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
3 Devon Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
4 Thorndale Ave. Access ramps; Bus/pedestrian transfer center 5
5 Metra MD-W Line On-line pedestrian transfer to new Metra stop; Park-n-ride 5
6 I-290/I-355 Interchange Access ramps to Transit Center constructed for I-88 BRT 5
7 US 20 (Lake St. Access ramps to connector service 5
8 Fullerton Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
9 IL 64 (North Ave.) Access ramps to connector service; Park-n-ride 5


10 Metra UP-W Line On-line pedestrian transfer to new Metra stop; Park-n-ride 5
11 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Access ramps to connector service 3
12 IL 56 (Butterfield Rd.) On-line pedestrian transfer 3
13 I-88 Access ramps constructed in I-290/I-88 BRT 0
14 Metra BNSF On-line pedestrian transfer to new Metra stop; Park-n-ride 5
15 63rd St. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
16 75th St. Access ramps to connector service 5
17 83rd St. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
18 I-55 (Stevenson Expy.) Access ramps; Park-n-ride 5


Total $76


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $78


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-355 / I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
IL 58 (Golf Road) - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


14_I-355 & I-290 BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1, 2
Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center to I-55 
(Stevenson Expy.)


Widen and reconstruct roadway for median based HOT lanes
25.9 49.3 1277


Total $1,277


No. Access Points Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 Thorndale Ave. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 I-290/I-355 Interchange Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
4 US 20 (Lake St. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
5 IL 64 (North Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
6 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
7 I-88 Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
8 75th St. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
9 I-55 (Stevenson Expy.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $1,277


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-355 / I-290 High Occupancy Toll (HOT)
IL 58 (Golf Road) - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


15_I-355 & I-290 HOT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Hillside Interchange BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 


of Concentric 1 9.2 0 0
Hillside Interchange to I-290 at IL 83 (Kingery 
Hwy.)


BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 
of Concentric 1 5 0 0


Total 14.2 $0.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0 1.5 $0.0
Total $0.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
2 Des Plaines Ave. Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
3 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
4 25th Ave. Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
5 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
6 Wolf Rd. Cost of station included in I-290 & I-88 BRT project 0
7 IL 56 (Butterfield Rd.) On-line pedestrian transfer; Park-n-ride 3
8 St. Charles Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 5
9 Metra UP-W Line On-line pedestrian transfer to new Metra Stop 3


10 IL 64 (North Ave.) Access ramp to connector service 3
11 York Rd. Access ramp to connector service 3
12 IL 83 Access Ramps; Park-n-ride 5


Total $22


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $22


Cook-DuPage Corridor
I-290 & Extension Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


16_I-290 + Ext BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to I-290 at IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.)Construct median based HOV lanes


14.2 20 284
Total $284


No. Access Points Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
5 York Rd. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $284


Cook-DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 & Extension High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


17_I-290 + Ext HOV
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1
Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Thorndale Ave. to I-290 Additional lane constructed on outside for bus only lanes. 3.8 4 15
I-290 to St. Charles Rd. Shoulders become bus/emergency vehicle only lanes. Flyover at North Ave. 


Reconstruct Metra UP-W and CCP RR bridges for BRT lanes.
2.5 10.5 26


St. Charles Rd. to Oak Brook Mall (22nd St.) Additional lane constructed on outside for bus only lanes. 3.0 4 12
Oak Brook Shopping Center Flyover ramps to access a transit station serving Oak Brook Employment 


Center (22nd St./Oak Brook) 0 10 10
Oak Brook to I-55 Additional lane constructed on outside for bus only lanes. 7.4 4 30


Total 16.7 $93


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes


Traffic signal priority and queue jumping
15 0.15 $2.3


Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 1.5 $1.5
Flyover Ramps 2 10 $20.0


Total $23.8


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Thorndale Ave. Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
2 Metra MD-W Line / Irving Park Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center to new Metra Stop 5
3 US 20 (Lake St.) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Park-n-ride, Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 2
5 Metra UP-W Line Pedestrian transfer center to new Metra stop 5
6 St. Charles Rd. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
7 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
8 22nd St. / Oak Brook Transit Center 10
9 31st St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1


10 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
11 Metra BNSF Pedestrian transfer center to new Metra stop 5
12 55th St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
13 63rd St. Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
14 Plainfield Rd. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
15 75th St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
16 I-55 Park-n-ride, Access ramps 7


Total $46


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $163


Cook-DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


IL 83 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Thorndale Avenue - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


18_IL 83 BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
I-90 (Kennedy Expy.) to Chicago Ave. Additional outside bus only lane in each direction 6.2 4 24.8
Chicago Ave. to I-55 (Stevenson Expy.) Mixed used traffic (limited right-of-way) 8.1 0.05 0.405
Archer Ave./55th St. from IL 43 (Harlem Ave) to IL 50 
(Cicero Ave.)


Bus only lanes in median. Outside third lane eliminated. Possible use of 
existing parking. 4.1 15 61.5


IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Midway Airport CTA terminal Mixed used traffic on Cicero Ave. to Midway Airport CTA terminal
0.9 0 0


Total 19.3 $86.7


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Improvements Along Arterial Route 48 0.15 $7.2
Yard and Maintenance Facilities 2 10 $20.0


Total $27.2


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1  I-90/CTA Blue Line Use existing CTA transit terminal at I-90 and Cumberland Ave. 0
2 Lawrence Ave. Bus stop shelter 0.1
3 IL 19 (Irving Park Rd.) Bus stop shelter 0.1
4 Metra MD-W Line Bus stop shelter. Use existing Metra Park-n-ride 0.1
5 IL 64 (North Ave.) Bus stop shelter, Park-n-ride 1
6 Lake St. / Metra UP-W Line Bus stop shelter 0.1
7 I-290 Bus stop shelter, Connect to I-290/I-88 BRT/HOV 0.1
8 Roosevelt Rd. Bus stop shelter 0.1
9 Cermak Rd. Bus stop shelter, Park-n-ride 1


10 31st Street Bus stop shelter 0.1
11 Metra BNSF Bus stop shelter, Vertical pedestrian transfer station 4
12 Ogden Ave. Bus stop shelter, Park-n-ride 1
13 47th St. Bus stop shelter 0.1
14 55th St. at IL 43 (Harlem Ave.) Bus stop shelter 0.1
15 55th St. at Austin Blvd. Bus stop shelter 0.1
16 55th St. at IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) / Midway Airport Connect to existing CTA terminal at Midway Airport 0


Total $8


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $122


Cook-DuPage Corridor
1st Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) - Midway Airport


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


19_1st Ave BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
I-88 to 95th Street/EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR 
Line) Add lanes on outside of roadway for bus/emergency vehicles only lanes 7.7 4 31


 $31


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes 14 0.15 $2.1
Rebuild BNSF Bridge 1 25 $25.0
Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0


Total $37.1


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 I-88 / Diehl Rd. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center; Connection with I-88 BRT 1
2 Metra BNSF Pedestrian transfer center 1
3 Aurora Ave./Fox Valley Mall Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3
4 75th St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
5 83rd St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
6 95th St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
7 95th St./EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line) Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 3


Total $11


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $79


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


IL 59 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
I-88 (Reagan Tollway) - 95th Street/EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


20_IL 59 BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1st Ave. to IL 59 Reconstruct and widen median for single lane in each direction bus lanes 


with cross street access 21.2 30 636
Total $636.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0
Total $10.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
IL 171 (1st Ave.) Access ramps to 1st Ave; Connection with Blue Extension to 1st Ave. 


station 5
2 25th Ave. Use existing ramps to access Inner Circumferential DMU station 0
3 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Access ramp to connector service 5
4 Wolf Road On-line pedestrian transfer 3
5 York Road Access ramp to connector service 5
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramp to connector service, Park-n-ride 7
7 Midwest Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
8 Meyers Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
9 Highland Ave./Yorktown Access ramp to connector service, Park-n-ride 7


10 I-355 Access ramps to connect to new Multi-modal transit center 7
11 IL 53 On-line pedestrian transfer 3
12 Naperville Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
13 Washington St. Park-n-ride, on-line pedestrian transfer station 5
14 Mill St. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
15 Winfield Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
16 Raymond Dr. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
17 IL 59 Park-n-ride, on-line pedestrian transfer station 5


Total $70


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $716


Cook DuPage Corridor
I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
IL 171 (1st Ave.) - IL 59


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


21_I-290 & I-88 BRT (1st-IL59)
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Metra NCS Line at O'Hare Airport to Grand Ave.


Double-track system 4.3 21.5 92
Grand Ave. (along IHB RR corridor) to Midway 
Airport Double-track system 16.7 21.5 359


Total 21 $452


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Metra NCS/O'Hare Transfer - existing Expand/Upgrade existing Metra station 1
2 Metra NCS/Rosemont - existing Expand/Upgrade existing Metra station 1


3
Metra NCS/25th Ave. at IL 19 (Irving Park Rd.) - 
existing Expand/Upgrade existing Metra station 1


4 Metra NCS/Belmont Avenue - existing Expand/Upgrade existing Metra station 1
5 IHB/25th Ave. at IL 64 (North Ave.) Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
6 Metra UP-W Line Pedestrian Transfer Station to New Metra stop 10
7 I-290 Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
8 Roosevelt Rd. Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
9 Cermak Rd. Pedestrian Transfer Station 10


10 31st St. Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
11 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
12 55th St./Joliet Ave. Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
13 Metra Heritage Corridor Pedestrian Transfer Station to New Metra stop 10
14 IL 43 (Harlem Ave.) Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
15 BRC at Central Ave. Pedestrian Transfer Station 10
16 Midway Airport Pedestrian Transfer Station 10


Total $124


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $576


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


Inner Circumferential Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU)
Metra NCS/O'Hare Airport - Midway Airport


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


22_Inner Circum DMU
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 3


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Lawrence Ave./Kimball Ave. to Cicero Ave. On fill double-track system 2.3 50 115
Cicero Ave. to Milwaukee Ave. Elevated double-track system 1.2 50 60
Milwaukee Ave. to Armitage Ave. On fill double-track system 2.3 50 115
Armitage Ave. to North Ave. Elevated double-track system 0.5 50 25
North Ave. to 31st St. On fill double-track system 5.7 50 285
31st St. to 32nd Pl. Elevated double-track system 0.3 50 15
32nd Pl. to Chicago Sanitary Drainage & Ship Canal


On fill double-track system 0.6 50 30
Chicago Sanitary Drainage & Ship Canal to 43rd St.


Elevated double-track system 0.5 50 25
43rd St. to Archer Ave. On fill double-track system 1.1 50 55
Archer Ave. to BRC Clearing Yard Connect to Orange Line and Extension 2.5 0 0
BRC Clearing Yard to 69th St. Elevated double-track system 0.3 50 15
69th St. to 73rd St. On fill double-track system 0.9 50 45
73rd St. to Damen Ave. Elevated double-track system 2.5 50 125
Damen Ave. to Halsted St. On fill double-track system 1.5 50 75
Halsted St. to 76th St. Lowered at Emerald Ave. and Union Ave. to pass under CREATE NS spur 


line at Union Ave. and under CREATE Metra flyover 0.3 50 15
76th St. to 79th St. On fill double-track system 0.4 50 20
79th St. to Vincennes Ave. Elevated double-track system 0.6 50 30
Vincennes Ave. to Dan Ryan / 91st St. On fill double-track system 1 50 50
Dan Ryan at 91st St. to Dan Ryan 87th St. At grade on fill that turns north through retail development 0.3 50 15


Total 24.8 $1,115


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Relocation of UP RR tracks within ROW Various locations Montrose Ave. to Grand Ave. 1 45 45
Relocation of BRC RR tracks within ROW Various locations Grand Ave. to 91st St. and Dan Ryan Expy. 1 200 200
Railroad signal upgrades 1 30 30
Chicago Sanitary Drainage and Ship Canal Bridge


1 30 30
Grade Separation Structures 15 2 30
Retaining Walls 1 150 150
Yards and Maintenance 4 30 $120.0


Total $605.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1
Lawrence Ave./Kimball Ave. at CTA Brown Line


On-fill center platform 15


2
Milwaukee Ave. / I-90 at CTA Blue Line / Metra UP
NW Line Jefferson Park station Upgrade existing Transit Center 2


3
Cicero Ave. at Irving Park Rd. / Metra MD-N Line


Elevated outer platform 15
4 Belmont Ave. On-fill center platform 15
5 Fullerton Ave. On-fill center platform 15
6 Metra MD-W Line On-fill center platform 15
7 IL 64 (North Ave.) On-fill center platform 15
8 Chicago Ave. On-fill center platform 15


9
Metra UP-W Line and CTA Green Line (Lake St.)


On-fill center platform 15
10 I-290/CTA Blue Line Elevated outer platform 15
11 Cermak Rd./CTA Pink/Blue Line On-fill center platform 15
12 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) On-fill center platform 15
13 Metra Heritage Corridor On-fill center platform 15
14 Archer Avenue At-grade center platform 15
15 Midway Airport Upgrade existing Transit Center 2
16 74th St. at Pulaski Rd. Elevated outer platform 15
17 75th St. at Kedzie Ave. Elevated outer platform 15
18 75th St. at Western Ave. Elevated outer platform 15
19 75th St. at Ashland Ave. On-fill center platform 15
20 75th St. at Halsted Ave. On-fill center platform 15
21 79th St. at Lowe Ave. On-fill center platform 15
22 87th St. at I-94 (Dan Ryan Expy.) On-fill center platform 15


Total $304


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $2,024


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


Mid-City Transitway Automated Guided Transit/Rapid Transit (AGT/RT)
I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) - CTA Red Line/87th St.


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


23_Mid-City AGT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 3


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 171 (1st Ave.) to IL 59 Aerial/grade separated median running AGT 21.2 50 1060


Total $1,060.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Vehicle / Maintenance Yards Centrally located 2 30 $60.0
Total $60.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Assumed cost in 1st Ave. AGT station 0
2 25th Ave. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
3 Mannheim Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
4 Wolf Road Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
5 York Road Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Assumed cost in IL 83 AGT station 0
7 Midwest Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
8 Meyers Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
9 Highland Ave./Yorktown Elevated Pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17


10 I-355 Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
11 IL 53 Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
12 Naperville Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
13 Washington St. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
14 Mill St. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
15 Winfield Rd. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
16 Raymond Dr. Elevated Pedestrian transfer station 15
17 IL 59 Elevated Pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17


Total $231


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $1,351


Cook DuPage Corridor
I-290 & I-88 Automated Guided Transit (AGT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
IL 171 (1st Ave.) - IL 59


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


24_I-290 & I-88 AGT (1st-IL59)
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 3


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Thorndale Ave. to I-55 Elevated AGT running in median or roadway 16.9 50 845


Total 16.9 $845


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes


Impacts to roadway intersection channelization will be impacted by the 
elevated structure 15 0.15 $2.3


Storage & Maintenance Yards 2 30 $60.0
 Total $62.3


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Thorndale Ave. Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
2 Metra MD-W Line / Irving Park Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
3 Lake St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
5 Metra UP-W Line Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
6 St. Charles Rd. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
7 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
8 22nd St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
9 31st St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15


10 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
11 Metra BNSF Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
12 55th St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
13 63rd St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17
14 Plainfield Rd. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
15 75th St. Elevated pedestrian transfer station 15
16 I-55 Elevated pedestrian transfer station, Park-n-ride 17


Total $252


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $1,159


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


IL 83 Automated Guided Transit (AGT)
Thorndale Avenue - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


25_IL 83 AGT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Concentric 3


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
I-90 (Kennedy Expy.) to IL 19 (Irving Park Rd.) Elevated center pier with double-track down center of roadway 2.2 50 110
IL 19 (Irving Park Rd.) to IL 64 (North Ave.) Elevated center pier with double-track down center of roadway, ROW 


expanded 66' to 100' 3.0 50 150
IL 64 (North Ave.) to Chicago Ave. Elevated center pier with double-track down center of roadway 1.0 50 50
Chicago Ave. to I-55/Archer Ave./55th St. Elevated center pier with double-track down center of roadway, ROW 


expanded 66' to 100' 8.1 50 405
I-55/Archer Ave./55th St. from IL 43 (Harlem Ave.) to 
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)


Elevated center pier with double-track down center of roadway, eliminate 
existing parking along 55th St. 4.1 50 205


IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Midway Airport CTA terminal Elevated center pier with double-track to BRC RR Corridor, then south to 
CTA terminal 0.7 50 35


Total 19.1 $955.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Improvements Along Arterial Route Impacts to roadway intersection channelization will be impacted by the 
elevated structure 45 0.15 $6.8


Storage Yards and Maintenance Facilities 2 30 $60.0
Total $66.8


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions


1  I-90/CTA Blue Line
Elevated center pedestrian platform connect to Cumberland CTA Blue Line 
platform (Existing CTA Park-n-ride) 15


2 Lawrence Ave. Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
3 IL 19 (Irving Park Rd.) Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
4 Metra MD-W Line Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
5 IL 64 (North Ave.) Elevated center pedestrian platform, Park-n-ride 17
6 Lake St. / Metra UP-W Line Elevated center pedestrian platform, Park-n-ride 17
7 I-290 Expand Blue Line Ext. at 1st Station 5
8 Roosevelt Rd. Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
9 Cermak Rd. Elevated center pedestrian platform 15


10 31st Street Elevated center pedestrian platform, Park-n-ride 17
11 Metra BNSF Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
12 Ogden Ave. Elevated center pedestrian platform, Park-n-ride 17
13 47th St. Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
14 55th St. at IL 43 (Harlem Ave.) Elevated center pedestrian platform, Park-n-ride 17
15 55th St. at Austin Blvd. Elevated center pedestrian platform 15
16 55th St. at IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) / Midway Airport Spur to Mid-City AGT with station costs included in Mid-City AGT 0


Total $225


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $1,247


Cook DuPage Corridor
1st Avenue Automated Guided Transit (AGT)


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
I-90 (Kennedy Expressway) - Midway Airport


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


26_1st Ave AGT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1, 2


Cost Item Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Crossovers Bartlett station 9
Tracks Upgrade tracks, ties and ballast 17.2


$26


No. Proposed Station Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 83 New Station 20
2 I-290 New Station 20


$40


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $66


Cook DuPage Corridor
Metra - Milwaukee District West Line (MD-W) Upgrade


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
Union Station - Elgin


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


27_MDW Upgrade
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1, 2


Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
River Forest to Elmhurst Add new third main track 5 19.4 97
Ogilvie Transportation Center to Geneva Upgrade signal system on entire line to Centralized Traffic Control 30.3 3.7 112.1


Total $209


Cost Item Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Crossovers Add universal type from Elmhurst to West Chicago 62.5
Tracks Upgrade tracks, ties and ballast 15.8
A-2 Crossover Relocation 184.4


$263


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) New Station 20


Total $20


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $492


Cook DuPage Corridor
Metra - Union Pacific West (UP-W) Upgrade


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
Ogilvie Transportation Center - Geneva


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


28_UPW Upgrade
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1, 2


Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 53 to IL 59 Add new fourth track 7 19.4 135.8


Total 7 $136


Cost Item Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Tracks Upgrade tracks, ties and ballast 16.5


$17


No. Proposed Station Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Kedzie Ave New Station 20
2 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) New Station 20
3 I-355/Walnut Ave. New Station 20


$20


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $172


Cook DuPage Corridor
Metra - Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Upgrade


Preliminary Cost Assumptions
Union Station - Aurora


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


29_BNSF Upgrade
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to Hillside Interchange Construct  2-way median based HOV lanes 8.8 20 176
Hillside Interchange to I-290 at IL 83 (Kingery 
Hwy.)


Widen and reconstruct roadway for single lane reversible HOVs with barrier
5.4 10 54


Total 14.2 $230


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
5 York Rd. Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $230


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 Eisenhower Expressway High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) and
I-290 Extension Reversible HOV Lane (reverse commute orientation)


IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


30_I-290 + Ext HOV
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1st Ave. to Hillside Interchange BRT runs in proposed center running I-290 HOV lanes constructed as part 


of Option 4.3 0 0
Hillside Interchange to I-355 Interchange BRT runs in proposed center running I-88 HOT lanes constructed as part of 


Option 7.3 0 0
Total 11.6 $0.0


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0
Total $10.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Access ramps to connect Blue Line Ext. to 1st Ave. station 5
2 25th Ave. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
3 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Access ramp to connector service 5
4 Wolf Road On-line pedestrian transfer 3
5 York Road On-line pedestrian transfer 3
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramps to connect IL 83 BRT Transit Center; Park-n-ride 5
7 Midwest Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
8 Meyers Rd. On-line pedestrian transfer 3
9 Highland Ave./Yorktown Access ramp to new Multi-Modal Transit Center; Park-n-ride 7


10 I-355 Access ramp to new Multi-Modal Transit Center from I-355 BRT 5
Total $42


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $52


Cook DuPage Corridor
I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)


IL 171 (1st Avenue) to I-355/Yorktown Area
Preliminary Cost Assumptions


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


31_I-290 & I-88 BRT (1st-I355)
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 1


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Hillside Interchange to I-355 Reconstruct and widen roadway for median based HOT lanes 7.3 49.3 360


Total $360


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
2 Highland Ave./Yorktown Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0
3 I-355 Cost for access ramps included in BRT project 0


Total $0


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $360


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-88 High Occupancy Toll (HOT)
Hillside Interchange - I-355/Yorktown Area


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


32_I-88 HOT Hill-I355
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) to I-290 at IL 83 (Kingery Hwy) Construct  single lane median based HOV lane for reverse commute 


orientation 14.2 10 142
Total $142


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) Access ramps 5
2 IL 171 (1st Ave.) Access ramps 5
3 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Rd.) Access ramps 5
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Access ramps 5
5 York Rd. Access ramps 5
6 IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) Access ramps 5


Total $30


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $172


Cook-DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-290 Reversible High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes (reverse commute orientation)
IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) - IL 83 (Kingery Highway)


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


33_I-290 Reversible HOV
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Thorndale Ave. to I-55 Upgrade shoulders for bus usage 16.9 3.5 59


Total $59


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Traffic Signal Priority and Improvements Along 
Arterial Routes Traffic signal priority and queue jumping 15 0.15 $2.3
Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0


Total $12.3


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Thorndale Ave. Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
2 Metra MD-W Line / Irving Park Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
3 US 20 (Lake St.) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
4 IL 64 (North Ave.) Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
5 Metra UP-W Line Pedestrian transfer center to new Metra Stop 2
6 St. Charles Rd. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
7 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
8 22nd St. / Oak Brook Transit Center 10
9 31st St. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1


10 US 34 (Ogden Ave.) Bu/Pedestrian transfer center 1
11 Metra BNSF Pedestrian transfer center to new Metra Stop 2
12 55th St. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
13 63rd St. Park-n-ride, Bus/pedestrian transfer center 2
14 Plainfield Rd. Bus/pedestrian transfer center 1
15 75th St. Bus/Pedestrian transfer center 1
16 I-55 Park-n-ride, Access ramps 7


Total $37


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $108


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


IL 83 Shoulder Riding Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Thorndale Avenue - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


34_IL 83 Shld BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







Options: Radial Reliant 2


Roadway Limits Description Miles
$ Millions


Mile
Capital Cost


$ Millions
Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center to
I-55 (Stevenson Expy.)


Upgrade shoulders
25.9 2 52


Total $52


Cost Item Locations Number
$ Millions
Location


Capital Cost
$ Millions


Bus Garages/Maintenance Centrally located 1 10 $10.0
Total $10.0


No. Stations Type/Description
Capital Cost


$ Millions
1 Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center Access Ramps, Multi-modal Transit Center, Park-n-ride 10
2 Schaumburg Rd. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
3 Devon Ave. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
4 Thorndale Ave. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
5 Metra MD-W Line Pedestrian transfer station to new Metra stop 2
6 I-290/I-355 Interchange Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
7 US 20 (Lake St. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
8 Fullerton Ave. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
9 IL 64 (North Ave.) Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3


10 Metra UP-W Line Pedestrian transfer station to new Metra stop, Park-n-ride 5
11 IL 38 (Roosevelt Rd.) Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
12 IL 56 (Butterfield Rd.) Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
13 I-88 Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
14 Metra BNSF Pedestrian transfer station to new Metra stop, Park-n-ride 5
15 63rd St. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
16 75th St. Access ramps, Bus/pedestrian transfer station 5
17 83rd St. Bus/pedestrian transfer station 3
18 I-55 (Stevenson Expy.) Access Ramps, Multi-modal Transit Center, Park-n-ride 5


Total $68


Preliminary Capital Construction Costs ($ Millions) $130


Cook DuPage Corridor


Preliminary Cost Assumptions


I-355 / I-290 Shoulder Riding Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
IL 58 (Golf Road) - I-55


4/30/2007
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR 


35_I-355 & I-290 Shld BRT
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS


APRIL 27, 2007







1 IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at I-90/CTA Blue Line [Chicago/Park Ridge]
2 IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at Lawrence Avenue [Chicago/Norridge]
3 IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at IL 19 (Irving Park Road) [Chicago]
4 IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Metra MD-W Line [River Grove]
5 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Melrose Park]
6 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Lake Street / Metra UP-W Line [Maywood]
7 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at I-290 [Maywood]
8 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Roosevelt Road [Broadview/Forest Park]
9 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Cermak Road [Broadview/North Riverside]
10 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at 31st Street [Riverside/Brookfield]
11 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Metra BNSF [Brookfield]
12 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Ogden Avenue [Lyons]
13 IL 171 (1st Avenue) at 47th Street [Lyons/McCook]
14 55th Street at IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) [Chicago/Summit]
15 55th Street at Austin Blvd. [Chicago]
16 55th Street at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) / Midway Airport [Chicago]


1 I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood]
2 I-290 at 25th Avenue/IHB [Bellwood/Broadview]
3 I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) [Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood]
4 I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside]
5 I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook]
6 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 22nd Street [Oak Brook]


Note:  The Blue Line extension has two different extents under consideration:


1 Cermak Road at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue)/CTA Blue/Pink Line [Cicero]
2 Cermak Road at Austin Blvd. [Cicero]
3 Cermak Road at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [North Riverside]
4 Cermak Road at 25th Avenue [Broadview]
5 Cermak Road at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) [Westchester]
6 Cermak Road at Wolf Road [Westchester]
7 Cermak Road at York Road [Oak Brook]
8 Cermak Road at IL 83 [Oak Brook/Oakbrook Terrace]
9 Cermak Road at IL 56 (Butterfield Road) [Oak Brook, Oakbrook Terrace]
10 Butterfield Road at Highland Avenue/Yorktown [Lombard/Downers Grove] 


1 Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center [Schaumburg]
2 Thorndale Avenue at Park Blvd. [Itasca]
3 Thorndale Avenue/York Road (O’Hare Int’l. Airport west terminal)
4 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Thorndale Avenue [Bensenville/Elk Grove Village/Wood Dale]
5 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra MD-W Line [Wood Dale/Bensenville]
6 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at US 20 (Lake Street[Elmhurst/Addison]
7 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Elmhurst/Addison/Villa Park]
8 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra UP-W Line [Elmhurst/Villa Park]
9 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at St. Charles Road [Elmhurst/Villa Park]
10 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) [Oakbrook Terrace/Oak Brook/Villa Park/Elmhurst]
11 Spring Road at Harger Road / east side of Oakbrook Center Mall [Oak Brook]
12 I-88 at Highland Avenue / Yorktown [Lombard/Downers Grove]
13 I-88 at I-355/Walnut Avenue [Downers Grove/Lisle]
14 I-88 at IL 53 [Lisle]
15 Diehl Road at Naperville Road [Naperville/Lisle]
16 Diehl Road at Washington Street [Naperville]
17 Diehl Road at Mill Street [Naperville/Warrenville]
18 Diehl Road at Winfield Road [Warrenville]
19 Diehl Road at Raymond Drive [Naperville/Warrenville]
20 IL 59 at Diehl Road [Naperville]
21 IL 59 at Metra BNSF [Naperville/Aurora]
22 IL 59 at Aurora Avenue/Fox Valley Mall [Naperville/Aurora]
23 95th Street / EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line) [Naperville]


1 I-290 at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) [Chicago]
2 I-290 at DesPlaines Avenue [Forest Park]
3 I-290 at 1st Avenue [Maywood]
4 I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview]
5 I-290 at Mannheim Road [Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood]
6 I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside]
7 I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook]
8 I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Oak Brook]
9 I-88 at Midwest Road [Oak Brook]
10 I-88 at Meyers Road [Oak Brook]
11 I-88 at Highland Avenue/Yorktown [Lombard/Downers Grove]
12 I-88 at I-355 [Downers Grove/Lisle]
13 I-88 at IL 53 [Lisle]
14 I-88 at Naperville Road [Naperville/Lisle]
15 I-88 at Washington Street [Naperville]
16 I-88 at Mill Street [Naperville/Warrenville
17 I-88 at Winfield Road [Warrenville]
18 I-88 at Raymond Drive [Naperville/Warrenville]
19 I-88 at IL 59 [Naperville]


Note:  The I-290 / I-88 BRT has four different extents under consideration:


1 I-290 at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) [Chicago]
2 I-290 at Des Plaines Avenue [Forest Park] 
3 I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood]
4 I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview]
5 I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) [Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood]
6 I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside]
7 I-290 at IL 56 (Butterfield Road) [Berkeley/Hillside]
8 I-290 at St. Charles Road [Berkeley/Elmhurst]
9 I-290 at Metra UP-W Line [Berkeley/Elmhurst]
10 I-290 at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Elmhurst/Northlake]
11 I-290 at York Road [Elmhurst]
12 I-290 at IL 83 / J-Line [Elmhurst/Addison]


Note:  Shoulder riding bus on I-290/I-88 would have access points at existing
 interchanges and access/egress ramp locations


1 Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center [Schaumburg]
2 I-290 at Schaumburg Road [Schaumburg]
3 I-290 at Devon Avenue [Schaumburg/Rolling Meadows]
4 I-290 at Thorndale Avenue [Itasca]
5 I-290 at Metra MD-W Line [Itasca]
6 I-290/I-355 interchange [Addison/Itasca]
7 I-355 at US 20 (Lake Street) [Addison]
8 I-355 at Fullerton Avenue [Addison]
9 I-355 at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Lombard/Addison/Glendale Heights]
10 I-355 at Metra UP-W Line [Lombard/Glen Ellyn]
11 I-355 at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) [Lombard/Glen Ellyn]
12 I-355 at IL 56 (Butterfield Road) [Downers Grove]
13 I-355 at I-88 [Downers Grove/Lisle]
14 I-355 at Metra BNSF [Downers Grove/Lisle]
15 I-355 at 63rd Street [Woodridge/Downers Grove]
16 I-355 at 75th Street [Woodridge]
17 I-355 at 83rd Street [Woodridge/Bolingbrook]
18 I-355 at I-55 [Bolingbrook]


1 IL 59 at I-88 / Diehl Road (Naperville)
2 IL 59 at Metra BNSF (Naperville/Aurora)
3 IL 59 at Aurora Avenue/Fox Valley Mall (Naperville/Aurora)
4 IL 59 at 75th Street (Naperville/Aurora)
5 IL 59 at 83rd Street (Naperville/Aurora)
6 IL 59 at 95th Street (Naperville)
7 95th Street at EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line)


1 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale Ave.  [Bensenville/Elk Grove Village/Wood Dale]
2 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra MD-W Line [Wood Dale/Bensenville]
3 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at I-290 [Elmhurst/Addison]
4 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Elmhurst/Addison/Villa Park]
5 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra UP-W Line [Elmhurst/Villa Park]
6 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at St. Charles Road [Elmhurst/Villa Park]
7 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) [Oakbrook Terrace, Oak Brook, Villa Park/Elmhurst]
8 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 22nd Street [Oakbrook Terrace/Oak Brook]
9 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 31st Street [Oak Brook]
10 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at US 34 (Ogden Avenue) [Westmont Clarendon Hills/Hinsdale]
11 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra BNSF [Clarendon Hills/Hinsdale]
12 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 55th Street [Clarendon Hills/Hinsdale/Willowbrook]
13 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 63rd Street [Hinsdale/Willowbrook]
14 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Plainfield Road [Darien/Hinsdale]
15 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 75th Street [Darien/Hinsdale]
16 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at I-55 [Burr Ridge]


1 Metra NCS / O’Hare Transfer - existing [Rosemont]
2 Metra NCS / Rosemont (I-294 at Balmoral Ave.) - existing [Rosemont]
3 Metra NCS / 25th Avenue at IL 19 (Irving Park Road) - existing [Schiller Park]
4 Metra NCS / Belmont Avenue (at 25th Avenue) - existing [Franklin Park]
5 IHB/25th Avenue at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Melrose Park]
6 IHB/25th Avenue at Metra UP-W Line [Bellwood/Melrose Park]
7 IHB/25th Avenue at I-290 / CTA Blue Line (extended) [Bellwood/Broadview]
8 IHB/25th Avenue at Roosevelt Road [Broadview]
9 IHB/25th Avenue at Cermak Road [Broadview]
10 IHB/25th Avenue at 31st Street [LaGrange Park]
11 IHB at US 34 (Ogden Avenue) / BNSF [LaGrange]
12 IHB at 55th Street/Joliet Avenue [McCook]
13 IHB at Metra Heritage Corridor [Bedford Park/Summit]
14 IHB at IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) [Summit/Chicago]
15 BRC at Central Avenue [Chicago]
16 Midway Airport [Chicago]


1 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Bensenville, Wood Dale)
2 I-290 [Itasca]


1 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue [Chicago]


1 Kedzie Avenue [Chicago]
2 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Hinsdale, Clarendon Hills]
3 I-355/Walnut Avenue [Downers Grove, Lisle]


1 Lawrence Avenue/Kimball Avenue at CTA Brown Line [Chicago]
2 Milwaukee Avenue / I-90 at CTA Blue Line/Metra UP-NW Line Jefferson Park station [Chicago]
3 Cicero Avenue at Irving Park Road / Metra MD-N Line [Chicago]
4 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Belmont Avenue [Chicago]
5 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Fullerton Avenue [Chicago]
6 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra MD-W Line/Grand Avenue [Chicago]
7 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Chicago]
8 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Chicago Avenue [Chicago]
9 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra UP-W Line and CTA Green Line (Lake Street) [Chicago]
10 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-290/CTA Blue Line [Chicago]
11 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road/CTA Pink/Blue Line [Cicero]
12 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at US 34 (Ogden Avenue)/BNSF [Cicero]
13 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra Heritage Corridor [Chicago]
14 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Archer Avenue [Chicago]
15 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Midway Airport [Chicago]


16 Pulaski/74th
17 Kedzie/75th
18 Western/75th
19 Ashland/75th
20 Halsted/75th
21 BRC/79th
22 CTA Redline/Dan Ryan/87th


1 IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) [Chicago] 
2 Marion Street [Oak Park]
3 Thatcher Avenue [River Forest]
4 Fifth Avenue [Maywood]
5 Broadway Avenue (19th Avenue) [Melrose Park]
6 US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) [Bellwood]
7 I-294/Richard Avenue [Berkeley]
8 York Road [Elmhurst]
9 IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Elmhurst/Villa Park]


Union Pacific West Intersuburban Plus


Metra Line Upgrades


Mid-City Transitway East-West Leg


1st Avenue BRT / AGT


IL 59 BRT


IL 83 BRT / AGT


I-355 BRT  


I-290 Extension BRT


Blue Line Extension


Cermak Road BRT 


Mid-City Transitway


Inner Circumferential 


DuPage J-Line BRT


I-290 / I-88 BRT


     IL 171 (1 st  Avenue) to IL 59 for Concentric options 2 and 3; and
     IL 171 (1 st  Avenue) to I-355 for Radial Reliant option 1.


Milwaukee District West Line (MD-W): current + 2 new locations


Union Pacific West Line (UP-W): current + 1 new location


Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF): current + 3 new  locations


     DesPlaines Avenue to IL 83 (Kingery Highway) for Main Line option 2;
     DesPlaines Avenue to IL 171 (1 st  Avenue) for Main Line option 4; Concentric options 2, 3; Radial Reliant options 1, 2.


     IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) to IL 83 (Kingery Highway) for the I-290 BRT as J Line Connector in Main Line options 1 and 4;
     IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) to IL 59 for Concentric option 1;
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Stations
CAPITAL COST ASSUMPTIONS
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1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 1 2 3
Roadway $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000
BRT $1,449 $1,418 $1,418 $1,445 $1,662 $1,325 $1,567 $292
HOV $188 $86 $284 $230 $172
HRT $950 $89 $89 $89 $89 $89
CRT/DMU $153 $576
HOT $1,962 $1,277 $1,637
AGT $5,781
CRT Upgrade $730 $730
Shoulder BRT $238
Total Major Capital Project Cost 2,637$       3,368$       2,571$       2,620$       2,662$       4,571$       4,507$       6,870$       2,978$         1,229$         -$             
Strategic Roadway Improvements 653$          653$          653$          653$          653$          653$          653$          653$          653$            653$            653$            
Soft Costs (30%) 987$          1,206$       967$          982$          995$          1,567$       1,548$       2,257$       1,089$         565$            196$            
Contingencies (25%) 823$          1,005$       806$          818$          829$          1,306$       1,290$       1,881$       908$            471$            163$            
Subtotal 5,101$       6,233$       4,998$       5,073$       5,138$       8,098$       7,999$       11,661$     5,628$         2,918$         1,013$         
Vehicle Cost 164$          244$          340$          177$          163$          185$          322$          735$          151$            145$            115$            
TOTAL COST 5,264$       6,477$       5,338$       5,251$       5,302$       8,283$       8,321$       12,395$     5,780$         3,062$         1,127$         


RADIAL RELIANT SYSTEM OPTIONS
Major Capital Project Mode


MAIN LINE SYSTEM OPTIONS CONCENTRIC SYSTEM OPTIONS


4/30/2007
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Mode Major Capital Investments Miles
$Million/


Mile Stations
$Million/
Station Notes


1 Expy Elgin-O'Hare Expressway East Extension 4.4 227.3 $1,000
2 BRT DuPage J-Line BRT 40.4 7 22 2 $645
3 BRT Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 5 22 4 $773


4 HOV
I-290 HOV Lanes
(Hillside Interchange - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) 9.4 10 6 0 $188


5 BRT
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.) - IL 50 (Cicero Ave.)) 12.2 8 $32


6 HRT Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook 7.4 100 6 20 $950
7 CRT Union Pacific West Intersuburban Plus 5.0 13.2 9 1 $153
8 HRT Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave. 0.6 100 1 20 $89


9 HOV
I-290 HOV Lanes
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - Hillside Interchange) 4.3 10 4 0 $86


10 HOV/BRT
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector
(IL 171 (1st Ave.) - IL 83 (Kingery Hwy.)) 7.3 0 6 4 $28


11 BRT Cermak Road BRT 14.2 30 10 $244
12 BRT I-290 / I-88 BRT (IL 50 (Cicero Ave.) - IL 59) 26.1 0 19 4 $89
13 HOT I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - IL 59) 13.9 49.3 12 4 $685
14 BRT I-355/I-290 BRT 25.9 0 18 4 $78
15 HOT/BRT I-355/I-290 HOT 25.9 49.3 18 0 $1,277
16 BRT I-290 + Extension BRT 14.2 0 12 4 $22
17 HOV I-290 + Extension HOV 14.2 10 12 0 $284
18 BRT IL 83 BRT 16.7 4 16 4 $163
19 BRT 1st Avenue BRT 19.3 9 16 2 $122
20 BRT IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th St.) 7.7 5 7 4 $79
21 BRT I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - IL 59) 21.2 0 17 4 $716
22 DMU Inner Circumferential DMU 21.0 21.5 15 10 $576
23 AGT Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT 24.8 45 22 15 $2,024
24 AGT I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Avenue - IL 59) 21.2 50 17 15 $1,351
25 AGT IL 83 AGT 16.9 50 16 15 $1,159
26 AGT 1st Avenue AGT 19.1 50 16 15 $1,247
27 CRT Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade 32.9 13.2 $66
28 CRT Union Pacific West Line Upgrade 30.3 13.2 $492
29 CRT BNSF Upgrade 31.7 13.2 $172


30 HOV
I-290 Eisenhower Expy HOV + I-290 Extension 
Reverse HOV (Reverse Commute Orientation) 14.2 20 12 0 $230


31 BRT I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Avenue - I-355) 11.6 0 10 4 $52
32 HOT I-88 HOT (Hillside Interchange - I-355/Yorktown) 7.3 49.3 5 0 $360


33 HOV
I-290 Reversible HOV (Reverse Commute 
Orientation) 14.2 10 12 0 $172


34 SHLD IL 83 Shoulder Riding BRT 16.9 3.5 16 3 $108
35 SHLD I-355/I-290 Shoulder Riding BRT 25.9 3.5 18 3 $130
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$Millions Miles
1 Central Ave.; extend over BNSF Cicero Yard $18.720 0.5
2 25th Ave.; widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction (IL 64 - US 20) $4.795 1
3 Franklin Ave.; improve interchange with Mannheim Rd. $15.280 0
4 Wolf Rd.; extend over UP Proviso Yard (Lake St. - St. Charles Rd.) $19.810 0.8


5a
IL 83 (Kingery Highway); Riverside Dr./Monroe St. intersection grade 
separate with collector-distributor to Roosevelt Rd. $12.000 0.9


5b IL 83 (Kingery Highway); (US 34 - 55th St.) $30.000 1.8
5c IL 83 (Kingery Highway); (63rd St. - Midway Drive) $12.000 1.9


5d
IL 83 (Kingery Highway); 75th St. intersection 2 turn lanes on IL 83 north 
leg $0.750 0


6 22nd St; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction (IL 83 - IL 56) $12.000 1.5


7
Fullerton Ave./Grand Ave. Corridor; extend west to Main St. (Glen Ellyn) 
and east to Grand Ave. $17.917 5.5


8 IL 59; widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction (New York St. - Ferry Rd.) $50.000 3.5


9
Eola Road; extend through Fermilab to IL 38 (Butterfield Rd./IL 56 - 
Roosevelt Rd/IL 38) $31.640 4.5


10 Elgin O'Hare Expy; extend one interchange west to County Farm Rd. $12.407 0.6
11 I-290 Safety Improvements and Reconstruction (Mannheim to Cicero) $416.000 7.2


$653.319


Strategic Roadway Cost Summary
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
The Systems & Options Operating Plan identifies operating plan assumptions, 
operating requirements (i.e., miles, hours, vehicles) and operating and maintenance 
(O&M) cost estimates for each of the 11 options (within three systems) that have 
been developed to improve mobility in the Cook DuPage Corridor.  This plan is 
generated and used to provide needed inputs for the evaluation of each study 
alternative.  Assumptions regarding service alignments, service levels (i.e., 
frequency and span of service) and transit facilities locations are established in this 
plan and used to complete operating plans for each option.  Operating requirements 
are generated from these plans and are used to estimate incremental annual O&M 
costs and vehicle requirements (used as input to capital cost estimation). 
 
1.1 Description of Cook-DuPage Corridor 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor, shown in blue in Figure 1 extends approximately 27 
miles east to west from Cicero Avenue (IL 50) in the city of Chicago to the 
Kane/DuPage county line. Metra’s Milwaukee District-West and Burlington Northern 
Santa-Fe commuter lines form the north and south boundaries, respectively. The 
corridor spans two counties, 51 suburban municipalities and the Austin neighborhood 
of Chicago; furthermore, the Corridor represents over 1 million residents, 750,000 
jobs and nearly 800,000 daily work trips that either begin or end in the corridor. The 
Cook-DuPage Corridor comprises 13% of the region’s population, 15% of the region’s 
employment and 22% of the region’s daily work trips. 
 
Jobs exceed the resident workforce in the corridor; the corridor must import workers. 
Employment is projected to continue to outpace population growth, meaning reliance 
on people living outside the corridor to fill jobs inside the corridor will increase. The 
six key employment centers in and around the corridor are as follows: 
 
(a) Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle; 
(b) Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook area; 
(c) Elmhurst/Addison; 
(d) Thorndale Avenue Corridor; 
(e) Schaumburg (along IL 53/I-290); and 
(f) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital (Maywood). 
 
1.2 Systems and Options Overview 
 
Three potential future transportation systems have been developed to significantly 
improve mobility in the Cook DuPage Corridor: 
 
Main Line, 
Concentric, and 
Radial Reliant. 
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Figure 1 Cook-DuPage Corridor                     Source: Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
 
 
These three future transportation systems represent distinctly different system 
designs for addressing corridor mobility needs.   
 
Within each of the three systems, specific investments options are proposed. The 
options represent different modes and locations of potential major capital investment 
to achieve the corresponding system design. Each option is intended to achieve 
seamless travel and system interoperability. 
 
All options are integrated with and rely upon the existing transportation system and 
the mobility provided today.  They also include the same following essential 
improvements 
 
Smart corridors 
Key arterial roadways where information technology, intersection improvements and 
traffic management strategies can be applied to enhance travel flow for the benefit 
of ALL users: autos, transit and commercial [truck]. 
 
Connector services 
New north-south and east-west bus service with limited stops that provide an 
essential and basic grid of public transportation throughout the Cook DuPage 
Corridor. 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 3 of 127 


 
Distribution/circulation services 
Service areas for distribution systems (e.g., transit, bicycle, pedestrian and/or other) 
within each major employment center to help transit users get to their place of work. 
 
Strategic (select) roadway improvements 
Minor capital improvements (less than $100 million each) to the existing system that 
have been specifically identified for their potential to improve roadway connectivity 
and relieve traffic bottlenecks for ALL users of the roadway system. 
 
Improvements common to all options are also depicted in Figures 2 and 3. A brief 
description of the distinguishing characteristics of each of the three systems follows. 
 


 
 
Figure 2 – Smart Corridors, Connector Service and Strategic Roadway Improvements (all 
Systems) 
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Figure 3 – Employment Center Distribution Service Areas, Existing Fixed Guideway Service and 
Ongoing New Starts Alternatives Analysis (AA) Corridors (All Systems)  
 
 
Main Line System 
 
This system is focused on a high-performance “main line” corridor between west 
Cook and east DuPage counties to improve east-west travel for intersuburban and 
reverse commuters. Major north-south capital improvements at both the east end 
and the west end of the main line corridor, as well as existing CTA bus and rapid rail, 
collect trips near their point of origin and provide access to the main line service. 
 
To improve mobility for trips that either begin or end within the main line corridor, 
new north-south connector bus services in smart corridors enable access to and 
operate in conjunction with, the main line. 
 
New and improved access to non-Loop workplaces in Chicago is provided for the 
traditional commuter with major north-south capital improvement on the east end of 
the main line, whether used in conjunction with existing commuter and rapid rail or 
the main line. 
 
Five main line system options have been developed to explore different modes 
and/or locations for the east-west main line service. 
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Concentric System 
 
This system focuses on new, concentric bands of north-south transportation 
improvements, in conjunction with a central east west mainline service, to provide 
improved travel opportunities to corridor employment centers. These north-south 
capital investments and main line service, combined with the existing radial rail 
system, create a strong grid that is able to serve intersuburban, traditional and 
reverse commute travel markets. 
 
In the Concentric System, new north-south transportation improvements connect 
radial expressways and transit services. Park-and-ride/park-and-pool lots beyond the 
corridor’s [commuter rail] boundaries improve access to the corridor’s existing 
commuter rail lines for traditional commuters. North-south investments in west Cook 
provide a transit option to O’Hare and Midway airports                          
for nearly all residents of the corridor. The north-south investments in DuPage 
increase the directness of transit service to the Schaumburg and Thorndale 
employment centers. New access to workplaces in Chicago is provided for traditional 
commuters by a major north-south capital improvement on the east end of the main 
line.  
 
The three Options within the Concentric System explore different locations and 
modes of potential north-south concentric bands of transportation facilities/services. 
The Main Line axis is the same in each of the Concentric options in order to more 
closely examine (isolate) the benefits of various potential north-south improvements. 
 
Radial Reliant System 
 
This system relies extensively upon the radial rail and expressway infrastructure in 
place today to provide new and improved mobility to intersuburban and reverse 
commuters. The Radial Reliant system emphasizes major capital investment in the 
existing rail and expressway system to achieve operational flexibility and capacity to 
better serve the needs of intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets. 
 
The Radial Reliant system requires supplementation by north-south elements, due to 
the lack of proximity of Metra rail lines to the corridor’s employment centers which 
are located in major expressway corridors. Thus, a few minimal north-south capital 
investments are proposed in the center of the corridor, as well as extension of the 
Blue Line to Maywood, to ensure connectivity to the identified corridor employment 
centers. 
 
The three options in this system represent varying investment levels and managed 
lane strategies. 
 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 6 of 127 


2.0 EXISTING TRANSIT SERVICE 
 
Transit services currently operating in the Cook DuPage Corridor include Metra 
commuter rail, CTA rapid transit service and fixed route bus service, and Pace bus 
service (Figure 4) 


 
2.1 Commuter Rail Service 
 


Metra lines that serve the Cook-DuPage Corridor include the Burlington 
Northern Santa-Fe (BNSF), the Union Pacific West (UP-W) and the 
Milwaukee District West (MD-W) lines. Like all other Metra commuter rail 
lines, the BNSF, UP-W, and MD-W are oriented toward downtown Chicago 
and function primarily to bring suburban workers to and from job locations 
in downtown Chicago Monday through Friday. Train schedules are designed 
to optimize travel times between the suburbs and downtown Chicago in the 
morning, and in the reverse direction in the evening. Other types of 
corridor travel, such as trips between suburban communities (intermediate 
trips) and reverse commute trips from Chicago to the suburbs during the 
morning peak are also served, but within the context of Metra’s peak 
direction schedule.  


 
 


Figure 4 Existing Transit Service, 2005         Source: Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
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Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 12 - 30 All day 60 - 120 All day 120


AM Peak 3-6 peak direction, 5-20 
reverse peak direction


Midday 60 - 120


PM Peak
4-12 peak direction, 15-


60 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 60
Late Evening 60


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:48 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 6:25 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


Following is a brief description of the existing Metra commuter rail service 
within the Cook DuPage Corridor. 
 


Burlington Northern Santa Fe: This line extends west from downtown 
Chicago (Union Station) to Aurora, a one-way distance of approximately 38 
miles. This is the most heavily used rail line through the corridor, serving 
communities in Cook, DuPage, and Kane counties. This triple-track railroad 
line has been designed to support intense operations and is used by 106 
daily commuter trains including deadheads (trains that return to the 
terminal providing no passenger service), over 100 freight trains and six 
daily Amtrak trains with stops at LaGrange and Naperville. 
 
On a typical weekday 48 trains operate inbound to Chicago from the 
western suburbs. Of these, 31 are scheduled during the a.m. peak period 
and seven during the p.m. peak. Outbound service consists of 47 trains per 
weekday. Of the outbound trains, nine operate in the a.m. peak and 23 in 
the p.m. peak. Not all of these Metra commuter trains operate over the 
complete length of the line. Stations with the highest number of weekday 
boardings include Route 59, Naperville, Downers Grove, and Lisle. 
 
With its frequent service and fast peak-period express trains, the BNSF 
carries more commuters than any other Metra line. In 2002, the line 
averaged 52,479 weekday trips (26,370 inbound and 26,109 outbound), or 
19 percent of Metra’s total weekday passengers for all lines. Ninety percent 
of these passenger trips occur during the a.m. and p.m. peak periods 
spanning a total of eight hours. Nearly all (23) of the line’s 26 stations are 
located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Route 59 and Naperville stations 
rank first and second in terms of total weekday boardings out of 236 
outlying Metra stations with 5,001 and 3,734 boardings, respectively. The 
Downers Grove Main Street station and Lisle station rank fourth and sixth 
with 2,371 and 2,204 boardings, respectively. 
 
Park-and-ride facilities along the BNSF are among Metra’s largest in 
capacity. Each of the BNSF’s three westernmost stations (Aurora, Route 
59, and Naperville) had more than 1,000 parking spaces available in 2001. 
The Route 59 station is Metra’s largest park and ride facility and has a 
capacity of nearly 4,000 parking spaces. Additionally, the BNSF has five 
remote park-and-ride lots in Naperville, Bolingbrook, and Burr Ridge with 
connections provided by Pace bus routes. 
 
The BNSF Line operates service headways designed to meet specific route 
patterns (i.e., each trip varies on number of stations served). Table 1 
below identifies service headways based on Chicago Union Station 
departures/arrivals.  


 
 


Table 1 Existing BNSF Service Headways, 
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule dated 11/22/04 
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Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 16 - 30 All day 60 - 120 All day 120


AM Peak
4-20 peak direction, 18-


60 reverse peak 
direction


Midday 60


PM Peak 4-30 peak direction, 60 
reverse peak direction


Early Evening 60
Late Evening 60


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:48 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 6:25 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


 
Union Pacific-West (UP-West) Line: This line extends west from 
downtown Chicago (Ogilvie Transportation Center) through Geneva to 
Elburn, a one-way distance of approximately 44 miles. The line runs 
through the center of DuPage County and into central Kane County. This 
line is also a major freight route, being the UP’s mainline between Chicago 
and the west coast. Double and triple track territory alternate on the UP-W 
Line between downtown Chicago and Elburn but it operates more like a 
double track railroad as far as Metra is concerned. The rail line averages 
140 trains each weekday, which is composed of 67 Metra trains, including 
dead heads, and between 70 and 75 freight trains. Metra commuter service 
was extended west from Geneva to Elburn (about 8 miles) in January 
2006. 
 
There are 29 inbound trains each weekday under current schedules for the 
UP-W Line. Of these, 14 operate during the a.m. peak and three during the 
p.m. peak. Outbound service consists of 30 daily trains, with six in the 
a.m. peak and 14 in the p.m. peak. Not all of the Metra commuter trains 
operate over the complete length of the line. Stations with the highest 
number of weekday boardings include Elmhurst, Geneva, Glen Ellyn and 
Wheaton.  
 
In 2002, the UP-West Line averaged 24,369 weekday trips (12,187 
inbound and 12,182 outbound), or nine percent of Metra’s total weekday 
passengers for all lines. Eighty-three percent of these trips occur during 
the a.m. and p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours. Nearly all (14) of the 
line’s 18 outlying stations are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The 
only exceptions are the Geneva, LaFox and Elburn stations in Kane County 
and the Kedzie station, a little used station in the city of Chicago. The 
Elmhurst and Geneva stations rank eighth and tenth in terms of total 
weekday boardings out of 236 outlying Metra stations with 1,785 and 
1,698 boardings, respectively. The Glen Ellyn and Wheaton stations both 
rank 11th with 1,665 boardings each. 
 
The UP-W’s largest park-and-ride facility is located in the middle of the 
line, at the Elmhurst station. Geneva has the second greatest parking 
capacity along the UP-W, providing almost 1,000 parking spaces in 2001. 
During weekdays, most UP-W park-and-ride facilities exceed 85 percent 
utilization. 
 
The UP-W Line operates service headways designed to meet specific route 
patterns (i.e., each trip varies on number of stations served). Table 2 
below identifies service headways based on Ogilvie Transportation Center 
departures/arrivals.  


 
 


Table 2 Existing UP-W Service Headways, 
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule dated 4/17/06 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 9 of 127 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 30 - 50 All day 60 All day 120


AM Peak
3-20 peak direction, 30-


60 reverse peak 
direction


Midday 60


PM Peak
4-20 peak direction, 45-


60 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 60
Late Evening 60


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:17 a.m. - 1:59 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


 
Milwaukee District West (MD-W) Line: This line extends west from 
downtown Chicago (Union Station) to Elgin, a one-way distance of nearly 
40 miles. The line travels through the near west suburbs of Cook county, 
northeastern DuPage County, the far northwest portion of Cook County, 
and into eastern Kane County. It is a double track line for most of its 
length with triple track territory east of Franklin Park, and has a moderate 
amount of daily freight traffic in addition to the commuter service. On 
weekdays, there are 58 scheduled commuter trains, although not all of 
these operate over the complete length of the line, and 11 freight trains. 
 
Inbound trains currently total 29 each weekday. Of these, 14 operate 
during the a.m. peak period and four during the p.m. peak. Outbound 
service totals 29 trains per weekday, with five in the a.m. peak and 13 in 
the p.m. peak. 
 
In 2002, the MD-W Line averaged 21,017 weekday trips (10,423 inbound 
and 10,594 outbound), or eight percent of Metra’s total weekday trips for 
all lines. Seventy-two percent of these trips occurred during the a.m. and 
p.m. peak periods spanning eight hours. Sixteen of the line’s 22 stations 
are located in the Cook-DuPage Corridor. The Schaumburg station has the 
highest number of total weekday boardings of any station on the line and 
ranks 16th out of 236 outlying stations with 1,609 boardings. 
 
The MD-W’s most significant park-and-ride facilities are found at Hanover 
Park, Schaumburg, and Roselle. Each of these facilities accommodates 
more than 1,000 automobiles. As in the case of the BNSF and the UP-W, 
most MD-W park-and-ride facilities are well utilized during the weekdays, 
with stations averaging 80 percent utilization. 
 
The MD-W Line operates service headways designed to meet specific route 
patterns (i.e., each trip varies on number of stations served). Table 3 
below identifies service headways based on Union Station 
departures/arrives  


 
 


Table 3 Existing MD-W Service Headways, 
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule dated 12/11/06 
 


2.2 Rapid Transit Service 
 


Three CTA rapid transit routes extend into the Cook-DuPage Corridor. 
These are the Green Line and the Forest Park and Cermak branches of the 
Blue Line (also known as the Congress and Douglas branches, 
respectively). In total there are 14 CTA rapid transit stations located within 
the corridor – seven Green Line stations, five Forest Park Branch stations, 
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and two Cermak Branch stations. These lines are part of an extensive 
system of rapid transit and bus services in the city of Chicago that can 
provide access to and from virtually any destination within the city. Like 
the commuter rail system, the CTA’s rapid transit lines also converge in the 
downtown Chicago area. Rapid transit service levels vary by time of day, 
but are the same in both directions. This reflects the different travel 
markets served by Metra and the CTA, the different development patterns 
in which each service functions (suburban versus urban development), and 
the different operational constraints of each service. With the exception of 
the Purple Line Express which operates during peak periods, rapid transit 
trains make all stops in both the inbound and outbound direction.  
 
The Green Line, which follows Lake Street between Chicago’s Loop and 
Central Avenue, where it joins the alignment of Metra’s UP-W Line, 
terminates at the Harlem/Lake station in Oak Park. The Blue Line Forest 
Park Branch follows the Eisenhower Expressway and terminates at Des 
Plaines Avenue in Forest Park. The Cermak Branch parallels Cermak Road 
and terminates at 54th Avenue in the town of Cicero.  
 
Each of these stations has park-and-ride lots to accommodate the larger 
catchment areas typically served by terminal stations. Forest Park offers 
the second largest park-and-ride facility in the CTA system with a capacity 
of 1,051 spaces. In 2000, the parking was 90 percent full on an average 
weekday. The 54th/Cermak terminal offers 175 spaces with a reported 21 
percent utilization in 2000, reflecting in part the low ridership at that 
station. At the Harlem/Lake terminal, 229 general-purpose parking spaces 
are available on a first come first served basis in four village lots.  
 
The Harlem/Lake, Forest Park and 54th/Cermak terminals also are major 
transfer points between suburban buses and the CTA rapid transit system. 
The Forest Park terminal in particular offers extensive transfer 
opportunities with connections to twelve Pace suburban bus routes; 
including express routes to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates, the 
Schaumburg/Woodfield area and the Oak Brook area. The Harlem/Lake 
station in Oak Park is a major intermodal transfer point where it is possible 
to change between all possible services on the region’s transit network, 
including CTA rapid transit, CTA bus, Metra commuter rail and Pace 
suburban bus.  
 
The Green Line Lake Street Branch is in operation seven days a week. 
Travel time from the Harlem/Lake station to the Loop is approximately 23 
minutes. On weekdays, the Green Line operates 21 hours per day (from 
4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.).   Table 4 identifies service headways by time 
period and by service day (based on existing service as of 12/20/06). 
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:10 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 10 - 20 6:00 a.m. - 10:00 p.m. 10 6:30 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 15
6:00 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 8 10:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 10
10:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. 10
3:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. 8
7:00 p.m. - 10:00 p.m. 10
10:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 15


Sunday
6:30 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


Weekday
4:10 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


Saturday
6:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 4 Existing CTA Green Line Service Headways,  
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule as of 12/20/06 
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The Blue Line Forest Park Branch operates seven days of the week 24 
hours a day. The Blue Line also operates 30-minute service along the 
Cermak branch (now served by the Pink Line) during peak periods only. 
Travel time to the downtown area from Forest Park is currently scheduled 
at 26 minutes. Table 5 identifies service headways by time period and by 
service day (based on existing service as of 12/20/06). 


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 8 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 10 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 12 - 15
6:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 10 7:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 8 7:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. 7 - 8 8:00 a.m. - 8:00 p.m. 7 - 8 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 15 - 30
3:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. 7 8:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
4:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. 4 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30
5:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 7 - 8
11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30


Weekday Saturday Sunday
24 hours 24 hours 24 hours


 
Table 5 Existing CTA Blue Line Service Headways,  
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule as of 12/20/06 


 
The Pink Line operates between the Downtown Loop and 54th / Cermak, via 
the existing Green Line to the Ashland Station, then south following the 
Cermak branch of the Blue line. Table 6 identifies service headways by 
time period and by service day (based on existing service as of 12/20/06). 
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 10 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 12 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 12
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 7 - 8 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 10 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 10
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 10 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 12 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 12
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 7 - 8
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 10
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 15


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 6 Existing CTA Pink Line Service Headways,  
Source: Existing Published Train Schedule as of 12/20/06 


 
Of the three rapid transit branches within the corridor, the Forest Park Blue 
line branch has the greatest number of entries, averaging more than 
24,000 per weekday. The Lake Green line branch averages nearly 20,000 
entries per weekday, while the Cermak Blue line branch averages a little 
more than 9,000 entries per weekday (now largely served by the Pink 
Line). 


 
2.3 Corridor Bus Service 


 
Bus service in the corridor is mainly provided by CTA and Pace. CTA 
provides bus service in the eastern, more urbanized portion of the corridor, 
while Pace provides service throughout the entire corridor. Coordination 
between the two operations allows for enhanced connectivity between the 
services. 
 
CTA Bus Service: Nineteen CTA bus routes serve the corridor. Within the 
Cook-DuPage corridor, CTA bus service is primarily available in the 
easternmost area of the corridor. CTA bus service primarily accommodates 
destinations in Chicago, intermediate destinations, and connections to 
CTA’s Blue Line, Pink Line and Green Line rapid transit routes. On average, 
the majority of routes run at less than 15-minute headways. For the most 
part, all weekday routes provide peak, midday and evening service. Most 
routes operate at least 12 hours per day and provide weekend service. 
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As part of its west side/west suburban service improvements, in summer 
2006 the CTA undertook changes to almost half of its bus routes serving 
the corridor. These changes were designed to reduce travel times, improve 
connections between rail and bus, and improve access to major 
destinations in and around the west side of Chicago. The most notable 
changes that affect the corridor were new express bus routes on Madison 
Street and Cicero Avenue, and extension or elimination of segmentation of 
routes on Cermak Road and Harlem Avenue. 
 
Pace Bus Service: A total of 90 Pace bus routes operate in or through the 
study area. Pace bus service exhibits several different characteristics, 
depending on location within the corridor. In the eastern end of the 
corridor, routes tend to be suburban line-haul services operating on major 
arterials accessing housing and employment centers as well as commuter 
rail and rapid transit stations. Further west in DuPage, the nature of the 
bus routes shifts to suburban circulators and commuter rail feeder routes. 
Many of the routes in the outer suburban areas operate weekdays only, or 
provide service only during peak periods/in the peak direction of travel.  
 
Route 322 Cermak Road/22nd Street, Route 307 Harlem and Route 330 
Mannheim-LaGrange Road are among the routes with the most service 
provided during the weekday, each averaging more than 60 revenue-hours 
per weekday. Route 307 Harlem and Route 322 Cermak Road/22nd Street 
have the highest ridership levels, each averaging more than 3,000 
boardings per weekday. Pace’s service in the corridor remains quite 
extensive during the weekday evening hours as most routes remain in 
operation after 7:00 p.m.  However, the midday suburban bus service is 
considerably scaled back. As Pace’s feeder services to Metra wind down 
after the morning rush period, midday Pace service becomes mainly 
concentrated in the eastern portion of the corridor (east of I-294) and 
largely consists of CTA connector routes. 
 
Although approximately one-quarter of Pace routes (25 of 90) are classified 
as CTA connector routes, the connector service represents greater than 70 
percent of Pace’s revenue hours operated within the corridor each 
weekday.  
 
The Hillside park-and-ride lot, located along I-290 at Wolf Road has a 
capacity of approximately 80 spaces and is served by Route 767 
Congress/Douglas Prairie Stone Connection. Route 767 provides 
connections to Prairie Stone in Hoffman Estates from the Blue Line Forest 
Park Station and the 54th Avenue Blue Line Station. 
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3.0 PROPOSED SYSTEM OPTIONS SERVICE ASSUMPTIONS 
 
The following sections of this report describe each option identified under the three 
proposed systems: Main Line, Concentric and Radial Reliant. Eleven Options have 
been identified in the following manner: 
 
Main Line System Options 1 – 5 
Concentric System Options 1 – 3 
Radial Reliant System Options 1 - 3 
 
Existing rail and bus service is assumed to operate at current service frequencies and 
hours of service, unless otherwise noted. Service frequencies are noted for each 
proposed new capital improvement, with hours of service to be similar to that of the 
CTA Pink Line, 4:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.  This assumption is made for all proposed 
major capital improvements to emphasize the importance of interoperability among 
combinations of improvements and equitable analysis.  Actual service hours and 
detailed operating plans would be refined as an improvement progresses toward 
implementation, and may be altered over time as new elements are added to the 
system.  At the conclusion of these descriptions are maps illustrating the major 
capital improvement projects identified for each system option, proposed connectors 
and existing transit services.  
 
3.1 Main Line System Option 1 
 
Main Line system option 1 provides improved mobility through a number of Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT) routes which operate along north-south and east-west 
alignments. The Main Line service along the east-west alignment for this option is 
the I-290 BRT / J Route Connector. Maintaining one mode (BRT) for each of the 
major capital investment projects allows for system interoperability resulting in a 
seamless system and reduced transfers.  Thus, BRT service can operate in several 
operational configurations, allowing buses to travel along individual BRT lines, 
between lines (interlining BRT lines together through common end-of-line locations), 
and between segments of individual BRT lines (e.g., serve I-290 BRT line west to 
Oak Brook, then continue north on the J-Line to the Woodfield Transit Center in 
Schaumburg). Below is a list of major capital improvements identified for Main Line 
System Option 1. 
 
3.1.1 Main Line System Option 1 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules. 


2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.1.2 Main Line System Option 1 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - The J-Line BRT would provide 
a high speed link from O‘Hare Airport and Schaumburg through Oak Brook, 
to Naperville and Aurora and to 95th Street and the EJ&E Railroad 
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(proposed STAR Line) (41.2 miles). This major capital investment would 
provide BRT connections between five of the six key employment centers 
within the study area.  In this early stage of planning, stations are 
assumed at the following locations: 


a. Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center [Schaumburg] 
b. Thorndale Avenue at Park Blvd./Hamilton Lakes [Itasca] 
c. York Road / Thorndale Avenue (O’Hare International Airport 


west terminal) 
d. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Thorndale Avenue 


[Bensenville/Elk Grove Village/Wood Dale] 
e. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra MD-West Line [Wood 


Dale/Bensenville] 
f. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at US 20/I-290 [Elmhurst/Addison] 
g. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 


[Elmhurst/Addison/Villa Park]  
h. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra UP-W Line [Elmhurst/Villa 


Park] 
i. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at St. Charles Road [Elmhurst/Villa 


Park] 
j. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) 


[Oakbrook Terrace/Oak Brook/Villa Park/Elmhurst] 
k. Spring Road at Harger Road (east side of Oakbrook Center 


Mall [Oak Brook] 
l. I-88 at Highland Avenue / Yorktown [Lombard/Downers 


Grove] 
m. I-88 at I-355/Walnut Avenue [Downers Grove/Lisle] 
n. I-88 at IL 53 [Lisle] 
o. Diehl Road at Naperville Road [Naperville/Lisle] 
p. Diehl Road at Washington Street [Naperville] 
q. Diehl Road at Mill Street [Naperville/Warrenville] 
r. Diehl Road at Winfield Road [Warrenville] 
s. Diehl Road at Raymond Drive [Naperville/Warrenville] 
t. IL 59 at Diehl Road [Naperville] 
u. IL 59 at Metra BNSF [Naperville/Aurora] 
v. IL 59 at Aurora Avenue/Fox Valley Mall [Naperville/Aurora] 
w. 95th Street / EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line) 


 
Table 7 identifies assumed service headways by time period and by service 
day. 
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 7 Proposed DuPage J-Line BRT Service Headways  
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Table 8 identifies service plan operating requirements for the DuPage J-
Line BRT Service based on the above assumed level of service. 


 


Table 8 DuPage J-Line Service Plan Operating Requirements 
 
 


2. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – This 21-mile 
circumferential corridor extends from Jefferson Park station on the CTA 
Blue Line south to Midway Airport on the Union Pacific and Belt Railway 
right-of-way and then southeast and east along the Belt Railway right-of-
way to the 87th Street station on the CTA Red Line.  Stations are assumed 
at the following locations: 


a. Lawrence Avenue/Kimball Avenue at CTA Brown Line 
[Chicago] 


b. Milwaukee Avenue / I-290 at CTA Blue Line/Metra UP-NW 
Line Jefferson Park station [Chicago] 


c. Cicero Avenue at Irving Park Road / Metra MD-N Line 
[Chicago] 


d. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Belmont Avenue [Chicago] 
e. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Fullerton Avenue [Chicago] 
f. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra MD-W Line/Grand Avenue 


[Chicago] 
g. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Chicago] 
h. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Chicago Avenue [Chicago] 
i. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra UP-W Line and CTA Green 


Line (Lake Street) [Chicago] 
j. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at I-290/CTA Blue Line [Chicago] 
k. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Cermak Road/CTA Pink/Blue Line 


[Cicero] 
l. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at US 34 (Ogden Avenue)/BNSF 


[Cicero] 
m. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Metra Heritage Corridor [Chicago] 
n. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Archer Avenue [Chicago] 
o. IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) at Midway Airport  [Chicago] 
p. 74th Street at Pulaski [Chicago] 
q. 75th Street at Kedzie Avenue [Chicago] 
r. 75th Street at Western Avenue [chicago] 
s. 75th Street at Ashland Avenue [Chicago] 
t. 75th Street at Halsted Street [Chicago] 
u. 87th Street at I-94 (Dan Ryan Expressway) [Chicago] 


 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Bus-Miles Bus-Hrs


Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E 98.88 41.2 M-F 10 15 15 20 23 28 1,849,100 88,700
Sat n/a 15 20 20 321,400 15,600
Sun n/a 15 20 20 358,400 17,400


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 23 28 2,528,900 121,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time). 
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Table 9 identifies assumed service headways by time period and by service 
day. 


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 10 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 20
6:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 10 7:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 10 7:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m. 15
8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 15 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 30
3:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. 10 5:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
4:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. 10 6:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 15
5:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 15 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 20 - 30
11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 20 - 30


24 hours 24 hours 24 hours
Weekday Saturday Sunday


 
Table 9 Proposed Mid-City Transitway BRT Service Headways  
 


Table 10 identifies service plan operating requirements for the assumed 
Mid-City Transitway BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


Jefferson Park Red Line 70.00 21 M-F 5 10 10 10 34 41 1,606,500 108,400
87th St. Station Sat n/a 10 15 15 235,900 16,200


Sun n/a 15 20 20 182,700 13,100


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 34 41 2,025,100 137,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 10 Mid-City Transitway Service Plan Operating Requirements 
 


3. I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) as J Route Connector – This 12.1 mile 
BRT line would operate on the I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes 
(major capital improvement project, described further below) between the 
Mid-City Transitway (IL 50) and the Transit Center located in the Oak 
Brook Employment Center (connection to the DuPage J-Line), along I-290 / 
I-88.  Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. I-290 at IL 50 (Mid-City Transitway / Cicero Avenue) 
[Chicago] 


b. I-290 at Des Plaines Avenue [Forest Park] 
c. I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood] 
d. I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview] 
e. I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) 


[Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood] 
f. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
g. I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook] 
h. Spring Road at Harger Road (east side of Oakbrook Center 


Mall [Oak Brook] 
 


Table 11 identifies assumed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 11 Proposed I-190 BRT as J-Line Connector Service Headways  
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Table 12 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 BRT 
as J-Line Connector Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


IL 50 IL 83 24.20 12.1 M-F 10 15 15 20 6 7 543,000 22,400
Sat n/a 15 20 20 94,400 3,900
Sun n/a 15 20 20 105,300 4,400


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 6 7 742,700 30,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 12 I-290 BRT as J-Line Connector Service Plan Operating Requirements 


 
 


4. I-290 HOV Lanes – High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes (one lane in 
each direction) are proposed on I-290 from the Hillside Interchange to 
Cicero Avenue. The expressway serves a corridor with existing transit 
service and high transit ridership. The I-290 HOV facility is intended to 
provide increased through person travel capacity in a congested travel 
corridor by providing a special lane for transit and other high-occupancy 
vehicles. The I-290 BRT service would operate on this facility, serving as a 
J-Line route connector. 


 
5. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – The east extension of the 


Elgin-O’Hare Expressway provides new access to O’Hare Airport.  This 
phase of implementation also provides for a western access point to O’Hare 
Airport for the proposed DuPage J-Line BRT. The J-Line BRT service would 
access the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway from IL 83 and travel east to the 
O’Hare Airport transit station via the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east 
extension. 


 
3.1.3 Main Line System Option 1 – Proposed Bus Service Plan Route 
Descriptions 
 
This section describes the overall bus network which consists of connector routes, 
fixed routes and employment center circulator routes.  Connector services are north-
south and east-west bus services with limited stops that provide an essential and 
basic grid of public transportation throughout the Cook-DuPage Corridor. In DuPage 
County, the connectors are those presented in the DuPage Area Transit Plan and are 
mostly new service.  In Cook County portion of the Corridor, the connectors are also 
mostly new service in major arterial corridors.  Fixed routes have a set schedule and 
routing similar to connectors, and are existing services in the corridor.  Employment 
center circulators help transit users get to their place of work and are designed to 
work in conjuction with the major capital investments, connectors and fixed routes.  
Following a description of the connector routes are Figures 1.3 through 1.10 which 
break the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study area into eight sub-areas to display route 
alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map presents the major capital investment 
projects, connector routes and local fixed routes. Employment Center circulator 
routes are displayed on separate maps in Figures 5 through 12 near the end of this 
section.    
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DuPage County Connector Routes: 
 


DuPage Connector 1 – County Farm Road / IL 59 
 


Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Milwaukee 
District – West Line Hanover Park Metra Station to the Fox Valley Mall. This route 
would travel south along County Farm Road, southwest on Jewell Road, south on 
Winfield Road, serve the Union Pacific–West Line Winfield Station, continue 
south, west on Butterfield Road, northwest on Batavia Road, south on IL 59, 
serve the BNSF Route 59 Station and terminate at the Fox Valley Mall.  


 
Distance: 19.5 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD West Line – Hanover Park station 
• UP West Line – Winfield station 
• BNSF – Route 59 station 
• DuPage J-Line – BNSF Route 59 and Fox Valley stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 2 – College of DuPage / Naperville / Wheaton 
Connector (Pace), existing Route 714 
 
Existing Route 714: This route currently operates between the Union Pacific 
West Line Wheaton station and Edward Hospital in Naperville.  This service 
operates at 30 minute peak and 60 minute frequencies midday and early 
evenings. 
 
Proposed Changes: This route’s alignment is proposed to connect the Fox 
Valley Center, Naperville, Wheaton, Stratford Square Mall and Schaumburg 
(Northwest Transportation Center).  The route would travel along the following 
alignment: Fox Valley Center south on IL 59, east and north on 95th Street / 
Knoch Knolls Road / Washington Street, east on Ogden Avenue, north on 
Naperville Road, northeast on Blanchard Street, east on 22nd Street, serve the 
College of DuPage, north on Lorraine Road, west on Roosevelt Road, north on 
President Street, west on Crescent Street, south on Washington Street, west on 
Willow Avenue, north on Main Street, west on Liberty Drive, north on Bridge 
Street, east on Front Street, north on Main Street / Schmale Road, west on Army 
Trail Road, north through the Stratford Square Mall, east on Schick Road, north 
on Bloomingdale Road / Roselle Road, east on Golf Road, south on Meacham 
Road, East on Woodfield Road, south on Mall Drive and east on Kimberly Drive to 
the Northwest Transportation Center. 
 
Distance: 42.5 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Fox Valley, Naperville Road and Woodfield / 
Northwest Transportation Center stations 


• BNSF – Naperville station 
• UP-West Line – College Avenue and Wheaton stations 
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Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 3 – Meacham Road /Main Street / College of 
DuPage/ Park Boulevard / IL 53 Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Northwest 
Transportation Center to the College of DuPage.  From the Northwest 
Transportation Center service would travel west on Woodfield Road, south on 
Meacham Road / Medinah Road, serve the MD-West Line Medinah station, west 
on Lake Street, south on Glen Ellyn Road, continue south on Main Street, serve 
the UP-West Line Glen Ellyn station, east on Hill Avenue, south on Park 
Boulevard, and serve the College of DuPage.  From the College of DuPage service 
would travel south on Park Boulevard / Main Street / IL 53 to the Bolingbrook 
park-n-ride (I-55). 
 
Distance: 28.2 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD West Line – Medinah station 
• UP West Line – Glen Ellyn station 
• DuPage J-Line – IL 53 station 
• BNSF – Lisle station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 4 – Joliet-Yorktown-Elk Grove Village (Pace), 
existing Route 834 
 
Existing Route 834: This route currently operates between Joliet and the 
Yorktown Shopping Center. This route currently operates at only 60 minute 
frequency on weekdays and 120 minute frequency on Saturdays. 
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to extend north of the Yorktown 
Shopping Center to Elk Grove Village. From the Yorktown Shopping Center, the 
route would continue west on 22nd Street, north on Main Street, east on North 
Avenue, north on Addison Road, west on Irving Park Road, north on Walnut 
Avenue, east on North Street, north on Arlington Heights Road, west on 
Biesterfield Road, north on Beisner Road, east on Gloucester Drive, north on 
Leicester Road, east and south on Wellington Avenue, return east on Biesterfield 
Road. 
 
Distance: 16.6 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• BNSF – Downers Grove station 
• DuPage J-Line – Highland Avenue/Yorktown station 
• UP-West Line – Lombard station 
• MD-West Line – Itasca station 


 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 20 of 127 


Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 5 – York St. / IL 83 / Cass Ave. Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Milwaukee 
District – West Line Itasca station to the I-55 park-n-ride at Cass Avenue. From 
the Itasca station, this route travels southeast along Irving Park Road, serving 
the MD-West Line Wood Dale station. This route continues south on York Road, 
serving the MD-West Line Bensenville station and the UP-West Line Elmhurst 
station, southwest along Butterfield Road, and south along Kingery Highway (IL 
83) to the J-Line Oak Brook station. From the Oak Brook station, this route 
continues south on Kingery Highway (IL 83), west on Ogden Avenue, and south 
on Cass Avenue, serving the BNSF Westmont station, continuing on to the I-55 
park-n-ride. 
 
Distance: 22.8 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD West Line – Itasca, Wood Dale and Bensenville stations 
• UP West Line – Elmhurst station 
• DuPage J-Line MD-West and Oak Brook stations 
• BNSF Westmont station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 6 – Lake Street Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Milwaukee 
District West Line Hanover Park station to the Union Pacific West Line Elmhurst 
station. From the Hanover Park station this route travels southwest on Lake 
Street and south on York Street to the Elmhurst station. 
 
Distance: 13.1 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD West Line – Hanover Park station 
• UP West Line – Elmhurst station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 7 – Army Trail Road / Schick Rd. Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Milwaukee 
District West Line Hanover Park station to the Union Pacific West Line Villa Park 
station. From the Hanover Park station this route travels northwest on Lake 
Street, west on North Avenue and south on Oak Avenue to the MD-W Bartlett 
station.  From this station, service would continue south on Bartlett Road, east on 
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Schick Road, south through the Stratford Square Mall, east on Army Trail Road, 
south on Addison Road, east on North Avenue, and south on IL 83 to the Union 
Pacific West Line IL 83 station. 
 
Distance: 18.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD West Line – Bartlett station 
• UP West Line – IL 83 station 
• DuPage J-Line – North Avenue and UP-W stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 8 – North Avenue Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Charlestowne 
Mall to the Union Pacific West Line Elmhurst station. From the Charlestowne Mall, 
this route travels east along North Avenue (IL 64), then south along York Street 
to the UP-W Elmhurst station. 
 
Distance: 17.5 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• UP West Line – Elmhurst station 
• DuPage J-Line – North Avenue station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 9 –Roosevelt Road Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the J-Line Oak Brook 
station to the Union Pacific West line West Chicago station.  From the J-Line Oak 
Brook station, this route travels north on Kingery Highway (IL 83), west on 
Roosevelt Road to West Chicago, then north on IL 59 (Neltnor Boulevard) and 
west on Main Street to the West Chicago station. This route would continue west 
/ northwest on Main Street and west on Washington Street to the STAR Line West 
Chicago station.  
 
Distance: 14.6 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• UP West Line – West Chicago station 
• DuPage J-Line – Roosevelt Road and Oak Brook stations 
• STAR Line – West Chicago station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 
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DuPage Connector 10 – Ogden Avenue Corridor 
 


Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the CTA Blue Line 
Forest Park branch Cicero Avenue station (also Mid-City Transitway station), to 
the Fox Valley Mall (IL 59).  From the Cicero Avenue station, this route travels 
south on Cicero Avenue, west / southwest on Ogden Avenue and north on IL 59 
to the Fox Valley Mall.  
 
Distance: 27.2 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch - Cicero Avenue station 
• I-290 BRT & Mid-City Transitway Cicero Avenue station (same 


station) 
• Metra BNSF – Cicero Avenue, LaGrange Road and Lisle stations 
• DuPage J-Line – Fox Valley Mall and Walnut Avenue/I-355 stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 11 – 75th Street Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the Fox Valley Mall 
south on IL 59, east on 75th Street, and north on IL 83 to the Oak Brook Mall J-
Line station.  
 
Distance: 21.2 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• DuPage J-Line – Fox Valley Mall and Oak Brook stations 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
DuPage Connector 12 – Butterfield Road Corridor 


 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along the western 
segment of the existing Route 322 from the Oakbrook Center Mall J-Line station 
to Diehl Road.  
 
Distance: 15.3 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• DuPage J-Line – Oakbrook Mall and Diehl Road/Mill Street stations 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 
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Cook County Connector Routes: 
 


Cook Connector 1– Mannheim / LaGrange Corridor (Pace), 
existing Route 330 (Pace) 
 
Existing Route 330: This route currently operates along Mannheim Road / 
LaGrange Road between Joliet Road and the O’Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly lot, serving 
the Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) Rosemont station.  
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve 
headways (see below). 
 
Distance: 20.5 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• BNSF – LaGrange Road station 
• I-290 BRT – Mannheim Road station 
• UP-West Line - Bellwood station 
• MD-West Line – Mannheim Road station 
• Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) – Rosemont station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 2 – Cumberland / 1st Avenue Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate from the CTA Blue Line 
O’Hare branch Cumberland Avenue station to Midway Airport.  From the 
Cumberland Avenue station, this route travels south on Cumberland Avenue / 1st 
Avenue, east on Archer Avenue / 55th Street, south on Cicero Avenue to Midway 
Airport.  
 
Distance: 18.2 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• CTA Blue Line O’Hare branch – Cumberland station 
• MD-West Line – River Grove station 
• UP-West Line – Maywood station 
• I-290 BRT – 1st Avenue/Maywood station 
• BNSF – Hollywood station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 3 – Harlem Avenue Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Harlem Avenue from 
the Norwood Park station on the UP-NW Line to Archer Avenue (south of I-55). 
 
Distance: 14.0 miles 
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Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  
• UP-Northwest Line – Norwood Park station 
• CTA Blue Line O’Hare branch – Harlem station 
• CTA Green Line – Harlem/Lake station  
• CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch – Harlem station 
• BNSF – Harlem station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 4 – Austin Avenue Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Austin Avenue 
between the MD-West Line and the BNSF Line.  From the MD-West Line 
Galewood station, this route would travel north on Narragansett Avenue, 
southeast on Grand Avenue, and south on Austin Avenue to the BNSF Clyde 
station. 
 
Distance: 6.7 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD-West Line – Galewood station 
• CTA Green Line – Austin station  
• CTA Blur Line Forest Park branch – Austin station 
• BNSF – Clyde station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 5 – Grand Avenue Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Grand Avenue 
between the MD-West Line River Grove station and the DuPage J-Line I-290/Lake 
Street station. From the MD-West Line River Grove station, this route would 
travel west on Grand Avenue, south on Church Street, and northwest on Lake 
Street to the DuPage J-Line I-290 station. 
 
Distance: 8.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• MD-West Line – River Grove station 
• DuPage J-Line - I-290 station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 6 – North Avenue Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along North Avenue 
between the Mid-City Transitway North Avenue station and the DuPage J-Line I-
290/Lake Street station. From the Mid-City Transitway the route would travel 
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west on North Avenue, north on Walnut Street, west on Grantley Avenue, north 
on West Avenue and northwest on Lake Street to the DuPage J-Line I-290 
station. 
 
Distance: 12.3 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Mid-City Transitway – North Avenue station 
• DuPage J-Line - I-290 station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 7 – Madison Street Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Madison Street 
between the CTA Green Line Cicero station and the CTA Blue Line Forest Park 
branch Forest Park station. From the Green Line Cicero station the route would 
travel south on Cicero Avenue, west on Madison Street, and south on DesPlaines 
Avenue to the Blue Line Forest Park station. 
 
Distance: 4.4 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• CTA Green Line - Cicero station  
• CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch - Forest Park station 


 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook Connector 8 – Roosevelt Road Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Roosevelt Road 
between the CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch Cicero Avenue station (also a Mid-
City Transitway station and an I-290 BRT station), to the DuPage J-Line Oak 
Brook station (also an I-290 BRT Station). From the Cicero Avenue station the 
route would travel south on Cicero Avenue, west on Roosevelt Road and south on 
IL 83 to the DuPage J-Line Oak Brook station at Spring Road and Harger Road on 
the east side of Oakbrook Center Mall. 
 
Distance: 11.8 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch - Cicero Avenue station 
• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 26 of 127 


Cook Connector 9 – Cermak Road Corridor 
 
Proposed New Route: This new route would operate along Cermak Road 
between the CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch Cicero Avenue station (also a Mid-
City Transitway station and an I-290 BRT station), to the DuPage J-Line Oak 
Brook station (also an I-290 BRT station). From the Cicero Avenue station the 
route would travel south on Cicero Avenue, west on Cermak Road and north on 
IL 83 to the DuPage J-Line Oak Brook station. 
 
Distance: 12.6 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch - Cicero Avenue station 
• CTA Pink/Blue Line Cermak branch – Cicero and 54th/Cermak 


stations 
• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
 


 


 
Figure 5 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 1 
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Figure 6 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 2 


 


 
Figure 7 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 3 
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Figure 8– Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 4 
 


 
Figure 9 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 5 
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Figure 10 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 6 
 


 
Figure 11 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub-Area 7 
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Figure 12 – Main Line System Option 1: Sub Area 8
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Fixed Route Service Plan: 
 
Pace operates 90 bus routes in or through the corridor. Many of the Pace fixed routes 
operate as commuter rail feeder routes, operating weekdays only, or provide service 
only during peak periods/in the peak direction of travel. These routes serve a specific 
purpose and have not been modified as part of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Systems 
and Options operating plans. The following route descriptions identify those routes 
within the Corridor that have been identified for route alignment and/or service level 
changes to complement the major capital investment projects and provide greater 
mobility throughout the Corridor. 
 


Route 301 – Roosevelt Road (Pace) 
 


Existing Route: This route currently operates from the Forest Park Transit 
Center at the Forest Park station on the CTA Blue Line, along Roosevelt Road to 
Wolf Road serving the West Point Shopping Center and the Pace Hillside Park-n-
Ride.  
 
Proposed Changes: Extend Route 301 east along Roosevelt Road to Cicero 
Avenue and north to the Mid-City Transitway BRT I-290 station.  Additionally, 
extend the route west along Roosevelt Road to the J-Line Oak Brook station and 
improve headways (see below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Mid-City Transitway BRT – I-290 station 
• Blue Line – Forest Park station 
• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Route 302 – Ogden / Stanley (Pace), renamed Stanley/Riverside 
Park Mall (Pace) 


 
Existing Route: This route currently operates between the Cermak Blue Line 
Cicero station and the BNSF LaGrange Road station. This route operates along 
Cermak/22nd Street, Laramie Avenue, 25th & 26th Streets, Ridgeland Avenue, 
Stanley Avenue, Harlem Avenue and Ogden Avenue.   
 
Proposed Changes: Modify Route 302 from Stanley Avenue & Harlem Avenue, 
north on Harlem Avenue to the North Riverside Park Mall.  Eliminate Ogden 
Avenue segment and replace with DuPage Connector Route 10. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Mid-City Transitway BRT – Cermak Road station 
• Pink Line – Cicero Avenue station 
• BNSF -  La Vergne, Berwyn and Harlem stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 60 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 
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Route 303 – Madison / 19th Ave. (Pace) 
 


Existing Route: This route operates from the Forest Park Transit Center at the 
Forest Park Station on the CTA Blue Line, north along DesPlaines Avenue, west 
along Madison Street, north along 19th Avenue, and east on North Avenue to 
Winston Plaza / North Avenue and 9th Avenue (Target).   
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve 
headways (see below) 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Blue Line – Forest Park station 
• UP West Line – Melrose Park station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Route 304 Cicero / LaGrange (Pace) 


 
Existing Route: This route operates between the BNSF LaGrange Road station 
and the North Riverside Park Mall, seven days a week.  Weekday service extends 
east of the North Riverside Park Mall to the Pink Line 54th Avenue station. 
 
Proposed Changes: Extend east to the Pink Line Cicero Avenue station 
(seven days a week). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• BNSF - LaGrange Road station 
• Pink Line – Cicero Avenue station 
• Mid-City Transitway – Cermak Road station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 60 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 305 Cicero-River Forest (Pace) 


 
Existing Route: This route operates between Morton College and the CTA Green 
Line Harlem station, with select trips only traveling to Dominican University and 
Thatcher Avenue & Bloomingdale Avenue (end-of-line turn around).  
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to operate only between Morton 
College and the Blue Line Forest Park branch Cicero Avenue station (serves only 
the existing southern segment). The route would travel north on Laramie Avenue, 
east on Roosevelt Road and north on Cicero Avenue to the Blue Line Cicero 
station. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Blue Line Forest Park branch – Cicero Avenue station 
• Mid-City Transitway – I-290 station 
• I-290 BRT – Cicero Avenue station 
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Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 307 – Harlem (Pace) 


 
Existing Route: This route operates primarily on Harlem Avenue between 63rd 
Street & Archer Avenue, and on Grand Avenue, with select trips operating to 
Thatcher Avenue & Grand Avenue.   
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to operate on Harlem Avenue 
between 63rd Street & Archer Avenue and the Milwaukee District West Line Mont 
Clare station.  Service frequencies are improved on weekdays and weekends. 
Improve headways (see below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• BNSF – Harlem Avenue station 
• Blue Line – Harlem Avenue station 
• Green Line – Harlem Avenue station 
• I-290 BRT – Harlem Avenue station 
• UP West – Oak Park station 
• MD West – Mont Clare station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 20 all day 


 
Route 308 – Medical Center (Pace) 


 
Existing Route: This route currently operates as a collector distributor circulator 
route serving the Hines Hospital / Loyola University Medical Center area, with 
connections to the Forest Park Blue Line Transit Center. 
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve headways (see 
below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Blue Line – Forest Park station / transit center  
• I-290 BRT – Forest Park station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 10 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
Route 309 – Lake Street (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates primarily along Lake Street 
between the UP-West Line Elmhurst station and Austin Avenue.   
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to be extended along Lake Street 
east of Austin Avenue to Cicero Avenue, and south to the Blue Line Cicero 
station. Improve headways (see below) 
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Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  
• Blue Line – Cicero Avenue station  
• I-290 BRT – Cicero Avenue station 
• Mid-City Transitway – Lake Street and I-290/Harrison station 
• UP West Line – Elmhurst and Oak Park stations 
• Green Line – Cicero Avenue station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 20 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Route 310 – Madison / Hillside (Pace) 
No changes proposed. 
 
Route 311 – Oak Park Avenue (Pace) 
No changes proposed. 
 
Route 312 – Ogden / 31st (Pace) 
Route eliminated and replaced by DuPage Connector Route 10. 
 
Route 313 – St. Charles Road (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates between Yorktown Center and 
Lake Street & Austin Avenue.  
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to be terminated at the UP-West 
Line Maywood station. The existing route segment east of the Maywood station 
would be served by improved route 309 service. Additionally, a new connection is 
proposed to the UP West Line Berkeley station via Arthur Avenue. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• DuPage J-Line – St. Charles Road station 
• UP West Line – Berkeley, Melrose Park and Maywood stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Route 315 – Austin – Ridgeland (Pace) 
 
Existing Route:  This route currently operates north-south connector service 
along Austin Avenue and Ridgeland Avenue.   
 
Proposed Changes: The Austin Avenue segment of this route is proposed to be 
extended north to serve the Green Line Austin station, terminating at Lake 
Street.  Improve headways (see below) 
 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• BNSF – La Vergne and Clyde stations 
• Blue Line – Austin Avenue station  
• I-290 BRT – Austin Avenue station 
• Green Line – Ridgeland and Austin stations 
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Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Route 317 – Westchester (Pace) 
No changes proposed. 
 
Route 318 – West North Avenue (Pace) 
No changes proposed. 
 
Route 319 – Grand Avenue (Pace) 
No changes proposed. 
 
Route 320 – Madison Street (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently provides collector/circulator service and 
operates between the Blue Line Forest Park transit center along Madison Street to 
Austin Avenue. 
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to be extended north along Austin 
Avenue to Lake Street, serving the Green Line Austin Avenue station.  Improve 
headways (see below) 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Blue Line – Forest Park station  
• I-290 BRT – Forest Park station 
• Green Line – Austin Avenue station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 322 – Cermak Road / 22nd Street (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently serves the Cermak Road corridor, operating 
between Yorktown Center and the Pink Line 54th Avenue station.  
 
Proposed Changes: This route is proposed to be extended east along Cermak 
Road and north on Cicero Avenue to the Blue Line Cicero station.  Additionally, 
this route is proposed to be extended west of the Yorktown Center along  
Butterfield Road, south on Winfield Road, east on Diehl Road, north on Mill 
Street, west on Ferry Road and returning north on Winfield Road.   
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:  


• Blue Line – Cicero Avenue station  
• I-290 BRT – Cicero Avenue and Oak Brook stations 
• Mid-City Transitway – I-290/Harrison, Cermak Road and BNSF 


stations 
• BNSF – Cicero Avenue, Congress Park stations 
• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook and Diehl Road/Mill Street stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 10 Peak / 15 midday Cicero to Oak Brook, 20 Peak / 30 
midday west of Oak Brook 


• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day entire route 
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Route 325 – 25th Avenue (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates along 25th Avenue between 
Cermak Road and the Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) Rosemont station.  
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve headways (see 
below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• I-290 BRT – 25th Avenue station 
• MD-West Line – Franklin Park station 
• Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) – Rosemont station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 330 – Mannheim / LaGrange (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates along Mannheim Road / LaGrange 
Road between Joliet Road and the O’Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly lot, serving the Blue 
Line (O’Hare Branch) Rosemont station.  
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve headways (see 
below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• BNSF – LaGrange Road station 
• I-290 BRT – Mannheim Road station 
• UP-West Line - Bellwood station 
• MD-West Line – Mannheim Road station 
• Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) – Rosemont station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 331 – Cumberland / 5th Avenue (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route operates between the BNSF Brookfield station and 
the O’Hare Blue Line Cumberland station.  The route primarily follows the 1st 
Avenue / 5th Avenue / Cumberland Avenue alignment.  
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve weekend service 
(see below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• BNSF – Brookfield station 
• I-290 BRT – 1st Ave./Maywood station 
• UP-West Line - Maywood station 
• MD-West Line – River Grove station 
• Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) – Cumberland station 
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Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 332 – River-York Roads (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates between the Oakbrook Center and 
the O’Hare Blue Line Rosemont station. Service is primarily provided along York 
Road and Irving Park Road. 
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve weekend service 
(see below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• I-290 BRT – York Road and Oak Brook stations 
• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 
• UP-West Line – Elmhurst station 
• MD-West Line – Bensenville station 
• Blue Line (O’Hare Branch) – Rosemont station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 60 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 535 – Fox Valley Shuttle (Pace)  
  
Existing Route: This route provides circulator service to the Fox Valley area, 
connecting the Fox Valley Center to the BNSF Route 59 station. This route current 
operates Monday through Saturday only.   
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve weekday service 
frequency and weekend service (see below). 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Diehl Road and Fox Valley stations 
• BNSF – Route 59 station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 30 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 714 – College of DuPage / Naperville / Wheaton Connector 
(Pace) 
Route modified into DuPage Connector Route 2 (see description in 
Section 3.13. 
 
Route 715 – Central DuPage (Pace) 
 
Existing Route: This route currently operates between the Brookhaven Plaza on 
Cass Avenue and 75th Street, and the UP West Line Wheaton station.   
 
Proposed Changes: No proposed alignment changes. Improve weekday and 
weekend service (see below). 
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Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   
• BNSF – Westmont station 
• DuPage J-Line – Highland Avenue/Yorktown station 
• UP-West Line – Glen Ellyn, College Avenue and Wheaton stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 30 Peak / 60 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 60 all day 


 
Route 747 – DuPage Connection (Pace) 
Route eliminated and replaced by I-290 BRT and DuPage Connector Route 9. 
 
Route 834 – Joliet-Yorktown-Elk Grove Village (Pace) 
Route modified into DuPage Connector Route 4 (see description in 
Section 3.13). 
 


The Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) operates 19 bus routes in the easternmost area 
of the corridor.  There is very little CTA service west of Harlem Avenue.  There are no 
modifications to CTA bus routes at this time as a result of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
systems and options.  The systems and options do not significantly extend in to the 
CTA service area, nor do they serve areas that are different than currently served by 
the CTA.  Most of the CTA service is a grid and serves the area quite well.  If one of 
the major capital investments such as the Mid City transitway proceeds to a New 
Starts Alternatives Analysis, there would need to be a more complex assessment of 
restructuring of CTA service that may impact an area much greater than just the 
vicinity of the major capital project.  This level of analysis/restructuring is more 
appropriate for an Alternatives Analysis. 
 


 
Employment Center Circulator Route Service: 
 
Six key employment centers have been identified in and around the Cook-DuPage 
Corridor. These employment centers include: 
 


(a) Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle; 
(b) Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook area; 
(c) Elmhurst/Addison; 
(d) Thorndale Avenue Corridor; 
(e) Schaumburg (along IL 53/I-290); and 
(f) Loyola University Medical Center/Hines VA Hospital (Maywood). 


 
Transit circulators have been identified within each employment center to provide 
collection / distribution of transit riders to and from the major capital investment 
projects identified in the service plan option.  Following are brief descriptions of each 
transit circulator route for each of the key employment centers. 
 
Warrenville/Naperville/Lisle 
 
The following four transit circulator routes have been proposed for the Warrenville / 
Naperville / Lisle (WNL) employment center. Figures 13 and 14 illustrate these 
circulator routes. 
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WNL Circulator 1 – Lucent: This circulator route serves the Lucent 
Technologies Indian Hill Main Campus Building and the Software Center, 
Computer Associates, Corporate West, the Hilton, and the Central Park of Lisle.  
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Diehl Road/Naperville Road station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
WNL Circulator 2 – Diehl Road:  This circulator route serves Diehl Road 
between Naperville Road and IL 59, with several deviations to provide closer 
service to employment locations. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – stations at Diehl Road and Naperville Road, 
Washington Street, Mill Street, Winfield Road, Raymond Drive 
and IL 59.  


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 10 Peak / 10 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 20 all day 


 
WNL Circulator 3 – Warrenville Road: This circulator route serves the 
Warrenville Road area between Naperville Road and Mill Street. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Diehl Road at Mill Street and Washington Street 
stations 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
WNL Circulator 4 – Ferry Road:  This circulator route serves the Lucent 
Technologies Indian Hill Main Campus Building and the Software Center, 
Computer Associates, Corporate West, the Hilton, and the Central Park of Lisle.  
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Diehl Road/Naperville Road station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 
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Figure 13 - Warrenville / Naperville / Lisle Circulator Routes (west side) 
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Figure 14 - Warrenville / Naperville / Lisle Circulator Routes (east side) 
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Yorktown (Lombard)/Oak Brook  
 
The following six transit circulator routes have been identified for the Yorktown 
(Lombard)/Oak Brook (YOB) employment center. Figures 15 and 16 illustrate these 
circulator routes. 
 


YOB Circulator 1 – 22nd Street East: This circulator route serves 22nd Street 
east of the Oakbrook Center Mall, serving Enterprise Drive and Windsor/Swift 
Drive. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 
• I-290 BRT – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
YOB Circulator 2 – Yorkfield / Central Park: This circulator route serves the 
south Oak Brook Business Park area consisting of Jorie Boulevard and Kensington 
Road. This route also serves areas north of the Roosevelt Road in the Yorkfield 
area. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 
• I-290 BRT – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
YOB Circulator 3 – Commerce Drive / Drury Lane: This circulator route 
serves areas more immediate to the Oakbrook Center Mall, serving Spring Road / 
Drury Lane and Commerce Drive. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 
• I-290 BRT – Oak Brook station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
YOB Circulator 4 – Oak Brook / Yorktown: This circulator route serves 22nd 
Street / Butterfield Road between the Oakbrook Center Mall and the Yorktown 
Center, with deviations to provide closer access to higher density employment 
sites. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Oak Brook station 
• I-290 BRT – Oak Brook station 
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Headway Assumptions (min): 
• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
YOB Circulator 5 – Opus Place: This circulator route serves the area 
immediately south and southwest of the Yorktown Center, including employment 
locations between Butterfield Road and I-88. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Yorktown station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
YOB Circulator 6 – Finley Road Industrial: This circulator route serves the 
industrial park employment area west of the Yorktown Center with access from 
Finley Road. 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 


J-Line


Circ 6


Circ 5


Circ 4


 
Figure 15 – Yorktown / Oak Brook Circulator Routes (west side) 
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Figure 16 – Yorktown / Oak Brook Circulator Routes (east side) 


 
Elmhurst/Addison 
 
The following two transit circulator routes have been proposed for the 
Elmhurst/Addison (EA) employment center. Figures 17 and 18 illustrate these 
circulator routes. 
 


EA Circulator 1 – I-355/Army Trail Road to Grand Avenue/Church Road: 
This circulator route serves industrial park employment areas near I-355 and 
Army Trail Road as well as employment concentrations between I-355 and IL 83 
along Fullerton Avenue and North Avenue, terminating on the east side of this 
employment center near Grand Avenue and Church Road. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


DuPage J-Line – North Avenue station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
EA Circulator 2 – Rohlwing Road/North Avenue to Grand Avenue/York 
Street: This circulator route serves industrial park employment areas near I-355 
and North Avenue as well as employment concentrations between I-355 and IL 
83 along North Avenue, terminating on the east side of this employment center 
near Grand Avenue and York Street. 
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Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   
• DuPage J-Line – North Avenue station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 


Circ 1


Circ 1


Circ 2


Circ 2


 
Figure 17 – Elmhurst / Addison Circulator Routes (west side) 
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Figure 18 – Elmhurst / Addison Circulator Routes (east side) 
 
Thorndale Avenue Corridor 
 
The following three transit circulator routes have been proposed for the Thorndale 
Avenue employment center. Figure 19 illustrates these circulator routes. 
 


T1 Circulator – North Thorndale: This circulator route serves the north side of 
the Thorndale industrial employment center, serving Nicholas Boulevard, Touhy 
Avenue and Lively Boulevard. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Thorndale Avenue station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
T2 Circulator – West Thorndale: This circulator route serves the west side of 
the Thorndale industrial employment center, serving Mittel Boulevard, Sivert 
Drive and the southern segment of Lively Boulevard. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Thorndale Avenue station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 
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T3 Circulator – East Thorndale: This circulator route serves the east side of 
the Thorndale industrial employment center, serving Supreme Drive, North Ellis 
Street, Foster Avenue and Meyer Road. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Thorndale Avenue station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 


J-Line
Circ 3


Circ 1


Circ 2


 
Figure 19 – Thorndale Circulator Routes 
 
Schaumburg  
 
The following five transit circulator routes have been proposed for the Schaumburg 
employment center. Figure 20 illustrates these circulator routes. 
 


S1 Circulator – East Golf Road / East Algonquin Road: This circulator route 
serves East Golf Road east of the Woodfield Mall as well as the employment 
concentrations on East Algonguin Road between New Wilke Road and Rolling 
Meadows. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Schaumburg station (Northwest Transit Center) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 
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S2 Circulator – McConnor Parkway / Arbor Drive: This circulator route 
serves the western segment of McConnor Parkway, North Thoreau Drive and 
Arbor Drive. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Schaumburg station (Northwest Transit Center) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
S3 Circulator – Motorola / William Rainey Harper College:  This circulator 
route serves Motorola, the western segment of Algonquin Road between 
Meacham Road and the William Rainey Harper College.  
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Schaumburg station (Northwest Transit Center) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
S4 Circulator – Remington Road / Valley Lake Drive:  This circulator route 
serves North Meacham Road, Remington Road and Valley Lake Drive. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Schaumburg station (Northwest Transit Center) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 


 
S5 Circulator – East State Parkway / Commerce Drive:  This circulator route 
serves Woodfield Road, North Plum Grove Road, East State Parkway and 
Commerce Drive. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• DuPage J-Line – Schaumburg station (Northwest Transit Center) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 Peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 
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Figure 20 – Schaumburg Circulator Routes  


 
 
Loyola / Maywood 
 
In addition to the existing service (e.g., route 308) and proposed changes to existing 
service (e.g., route 331), the following transit circulator route is proposed for the 
Loyola / Maywood employment center. Figure 21 illustrates this circulator route. 
 


LM1 Circulator – Loyola / Maywood: This route provides additional circulator 
service between the Forest Park Blue Line station / I-290 BRT station and the 
Loyola Medical Campus and the Maywood employment centers. 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit:   


• Blue Line – Forest Park station 
• I-290 BRT – Forest Park station 


 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 10 Peak / 10 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 15 all day 
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Figure 21 – Loyola / Maywood Circulator Routes  
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3.2 Main Line System Option 2 
 
Main Line system option 2 provides the same improved mobility as Main Line System 
Option 1 through a system of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) services which operate along 
north-south and east-west alignments.  However Option 2 differs from Option 1 in 
the manner in which the east-west connection is provided between Cook and DuPage 
Counties. Whereas Option 1 proposes a BRT network for all north-south and east-
west alignments, Option 2 proposes Rapid Transit service (CTA Blue Line extension) 
as the Main Line service along the east-west alignment connecting the central and 
eastern portions of the Cook DuPage corridor. Interoperability between major capital 
improvements is eliminated under this option as a result of the different transit 
modes operated on these lines. Below is a list of major capital improvements 
identified for Main Line System Option 2. 
 
3.2.1 Main Line System Option 2 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules. 


2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.2.2 Main Line System Option 2 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 


 
2. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 


under Main Line System Option 1. 
 


3. Blue Line extension to Oak Brook – This improvement would include an 
extension of the existing CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch, from the 
existing Forest Park terminus station to Oak Brook, connecting at a 
common station with the J-Line near the Oakbrook Center Mall. Existing 
Blue Line service frequencies and hours of service would be extended along 
this alignment to Oak Brook. Stations are proposed at the following general 
locations: 


a. I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood] 
b. I-290 at 25th Avenue/IHB [Bellwood/Broadview] 
c. I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road)[Hillside/ 


Westchester/Bellwood] 
d. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
e. I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook] 
f. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 22nd Street [Oak Brook] 
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Table 13 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 8 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 10 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 12 - 15
6:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 10 7:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 8 7:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. 7 - 8 8:00 a.m. - 8:00 p.m. 7 - 8 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 15 - 30
3:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. 7 8:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
4:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. 4 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30
5:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 7 - 8
11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30
Notes: 
Same service headways as currently operated on Blue Line to Forest Park


Weekday Saturday Sunday
24 hours 24 hours 24 hours


 
Table 13 Proposed Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook Service Headways  


 
Table 14 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Blue Line 
extension to Oak Brook Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Forest Park IL 83 20.16 8.4 M-F 8 7 8 8 48 58 3,727,100 178,500 38,500
Station Oak Brook Sat n/a 8 10 20 471,700 23,700 5,900


Sun n/a 10 15 20 432,600 23,000 5,700


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 48 58 4,631,400 225,200 50,100


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 24 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).
(5) Incremental Sercvice Requirements over existing Blue Line Service  
Table 14 Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook Service Plan Operating Requirements (Incremental 
over existing Blue Line Service) 
 


4. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – The east extension of the 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway provides new access to O’Hare Airport.  This 
phase of implementation allows for a western access point to O’Hare 
Airport for the proposed DuPage J-Line BRT. The J-Line BRT service would 
access the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway from IL 83 and travel east to the 
O’Hare Airport transit station. 


 
3.2.3 Main Line System Option 2 – Proposed Bus Service Plan Route 
Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 22 and 23 identify those areas that reflect changes in 
major capital investments, connector routes and local bus route services from Main 
Line System Option 1.  
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 - Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5, 11 and 12 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1, however these connectors now serve the Blue Line 
extension at the Oak Brook station instead of the I-290 BRT service. 
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Cook County Connector Routes: 
 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 7, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1, however these connectors now serve the Blue Line 
extension at the Oak Brook station instead of the I-290 BRT service. 
 
Cook Connector 3, 4, 5 and 6 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1. 
 


 
Figure 22 – Main Line System Option 2: Sub-Area 2 


 
Figure 23 – Main Line System Option 2: Sub-Area 4 
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3.3 Main Line System Option 3 
 
Main Line system option 3 provides the same improved mobility as Main Line System 
Option 1 through a system of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) services which operate along 
north-south and east-west alignments. This Option differs from Option 1 in the 
manner in which the Main Line east-west connection is provided between Cook and 
DuPage Counties. Whereas Option 1 proposes a BRT network for all north-south and 
east-west alignments, Option 3 proposes improved commuter rail service on the 
Metra Union Pacific West Line (see below), operating between the Mid-City 
Transitway and the DuPage J-line. Below is a list of major capital improvements 
identified for Main Line System Option 3. 
 
3.3.1 Main Line System Option 3 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules. 


2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.3.2 Main Line System Option 3 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 


 
2. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 


under Main Line System Option 1. 
 


3. Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus – The Union Pacific Intersuburban 
Plus relies on the Union Pacific West Line as a high performance main line 
service between west Cook and east DuPage counties to improve east-
west travel for intersuburban and reverse commuters.  There are a 
number of outbound (reverse direction) local and semi-express trains 
already running on the Union Pacific West Line to many key stations for 
the reverse and intersuburban commute: Oak Park, Maywood, 25th 
Avenue (proposed combined Melrose Park and Bellwood) and Elmhurst.  
Potential service improvements include additional stops for existing trains 
at Cicero Avenue, Oak Park and Maywood.  Service improvements will 
maintain Elmhurst station as a transfer point between local and express 
service in both directions.  Potential capital improvements include a new 
third main track from River Forest to Elmhurst, new crossovers on the 
west side of Chicago and west of Elmhurst to improve usable track 
capacity, and new hub stations at Cicero Avenue and IL 83 – the east and 
west ends of the main line. 


 
Capital and operating costs are not estimated as part of this Options 
Feasibility study.  While a specific service segment is known for the Union 
Pacific Intersuburban Plus, the implications for current freight and 
commuter operations; and the specific type and location of potential 
capital improvements require more detailed study. 
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Table 15 identifies assumed service headways by time period and by 
service day. 


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 16 - 30 All day 30 - 60 All day 60


AM Peak
4-20 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Midday 30


PM Peak
4-30 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 30
Late Evening 60
Notes: 
Service Headways based on Ogilvie Transportation Center departures/arrivals


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:48 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 6:25 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


Table 15 Proposed Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus Service Headways 
 


Table 16 identifies service plan operating requirements for the assumed 
Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus Service. 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


IL 50 IL 83 24.12 12.06 M-F 10 15 15 20 10 3 2 2 60 72 2,435,600 101,000 22,400
Sat n/a 15 20 20 0 3 2 2 248,300 10,300 3,900
Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 3 2 2 277,000 11,500 4,400


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 60 72 2,960,900 122,800 30,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue CRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 16 Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus Service Plan Operating Requirements 
 


4. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – The east extension of the 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway provides new access to O’Hare Airport.  This 
phase of implementation allows for a western access point to O’Hare 
Airport for the proposed DuPage J-Line BRT. The J-Line BRT service would 
access the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway from IL 83 and travel east to the 
O’Hare Airport transit station. 


 
3.3.3 Main Line System Option 3 – Proposed Bus Service Plan Route 
Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 24 and 25 identify those areas that reflect changes in 
major capital investments, connector routes and local bus route services from Main 
Line System Option 1.  
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 - Same as described 
under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5, 7 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, however these connectors now serve the Union Pacific 
Intersuburban Plus service. 
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Cook County Connector Routes: 
 
Cook Connector 1, 3, 4, 5 and 7 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1, however these connectors now serve the Union Pacific 
Intersuburban Plus service. 
 
Cook Connector 2, 6, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1. 


 


 
Figure 24 – Main Line System Option 3: Sub-Area 2 
 


 
Figure 25 – Main Line System Option 3: Sub-Area 4 
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3.4 Main Line System Option 4 
 
Main Line system option 4 is identical to Option 1 with three exceptions to the Main 
Line east-west connection: 1) this option includes a proposed extension of the Blue 
Line to 1st Avenue, 2) the BRT service proposed to operate on I-290 would begin at 
1st Avenue (end of extended Blue Line) and operate to the transit center located in 
the Oak Brook Employment Center (with a connection to the J-line), and 3) the High 
Occupancy Vehicle Lanes begin at 1st Avenue and extend west to the Hillside 
interchange. Below is a list of major capital improvements identified for Main Line 
System Option 4. 
 
3.4.1 Main Line System Option 4 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules. 


2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.4.2 Main Line System Option 4 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 


 
2. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 


under Main Line System Option 1. 
 


3. I-290 HOV Lanes – Same as described under Main Line System Option 
1, but starting at 1st Avenue / IL 171. 


 
4. I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) as J Route Connector – This 7.5 mile 


BRT line would operate on the I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes 
between 1st Avenue (IL 171) and the Transit Center located in the Oak 
Brook Employment Center (connection to the DuPage J-Line), along I-290 
/ I-88.  Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood] 
b. I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview] 
c. I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) 


[Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood] 
d. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
e. I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook] 
f. I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Oak Brook] (at Mall) 


 
Table 17 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 17 Proposed I-190 BRT as J-Line Connector Service Headways  
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Table 18 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 BRT 
as J-Line Connector Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


IL 171 IL 83 15.00 7.5 M-F 10 15 15 20 4 5 336,600 16,100
Sat n/a 15 20 20 58,500 2,800
Sun n/a 15 20 20 65,300 3,100


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 4 5 460,400 22,000


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 18 I-290 BRT as J-Line Connector Service Plan Operating Requirements 


 
5. Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue – This improvement would include 


an extension of the CTA Blue Line Forest Park branch, from the existing 
Forest Park terminus station to IL 171 (1st Avenue). Existing Blue Line 
service frequencies and hours of service would be extended along this 
alignment to 1st Avenue. Table 19 identifies proposed service headways by 
time period and by service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 8 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 10 4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 12 - 15
6:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 10 7:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 8 7:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. 7 - 8 8:00 a.m. - 8:00 p.m. 7 - 8 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 15 - 30
3:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. 7 8:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 10
4:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. 4 11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30
5:00 p.m. - 11:00 p.m. 7 - 8
11:00 p.m. - 4:00 a.m. 10 - 30
Notes: 
Same service headways as currently operated on Blue Line to Forest Park


Weekday Saturday Sunday
24 hours 24 hours 24 hours


 
Table 19 Proposed Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Service Headways  
 


Table 20 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Blue Line 
extension to 1st Avenue. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Forest Park 1st Avenue 3.00 1 M-F 8 7 8 8 8 10 443,700 35,700 7,900
Station Station Sat n/a 8 10 20 56,200 5,000 1,200


Sun n/a 10 15 20 51,500 5,600 1,400


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 8 10 551,400 46,300 10,500


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 24 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 20 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Service Plan Operating Requirements (Incremental 
over existing Blue Line Service) 
 


6. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – The east extension of the 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway provides new access to O’Hare Airport.  This 
phase of implementation allows for a western access point to O’Hare 
Airport for the proposed DuPage J-Line BRT. The J-Line BRT service would 
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access the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway from IL 83 and travel east to the 
O’Hare Airport transit station. 


 
3.4.3 Main Line System Option 4 – Proposed Bus Service Plan Route 
Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figure 26 identifies sub-area 2 that reflect changes in major 
capital investments, connector routes and local bus route services from Main Line 
System Option 1.  
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11 and 12 - Same as 
described under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 10 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 
1, however does not connect to the I-290 BRT Line at Cicero Avenue and I-
290. 
 


Cook County Connector Routes: 
 
Cook Connector 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 9 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1.  
 
Cook Connector 2 and 7 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, however now serve the Blue Line extension at the 1st Avenue 
station in addition to the I-290 BRT service. 
 
Cook Connector 8 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
however does not connect to the I-290 BRT Line at Cicero Avenue and I-290. 


 


 
Figure 26 – Main Line System Option 4: Sub-Area 2 
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3.5 Main Line System Option 5 
 
Main Line system option 5 provides the same improved mobility as Main Line System 
Option 1 through a system of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) services which operate along 
north-south and east-west alignments. This Option varies from Option 1 in the 
manner in which the Main Line east-west connection is provided between Cook and 
DuPage Counties. Whereas Option 1 proposes BRT service on I-290 for the east-west 
alignment, Option 5 proposes BRT service on Cermak Road between the Mid-City 
Transitway and the DuPage J-line (at Oak Brook). Below is a list of major capital 
improvements identified for Main Line System Option 5. 
 
3.5.1 Main Line System Option 5 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 
Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.5.2 Main Line System Option 5 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 


1. DuPage J-Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 


 
2. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 


under Main Line System Option 1. 
 


3. Cermak Road Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – This improvement would 
include a new BRT line operating along Cermak Road between IL 50 
(Cicero Avenue) and Oak Brook, connecting at a common station with the 
J-Line near the Oakbrook Center Mall.  Stations are proposed at the 
following locations: 


a. Cermak Road at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue)/CTA Blue/Pink Line 
[Cicero] 


b. Cermak Road at Austin Boulevard [Cicero] 
c. Cermak Road at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [North Riverside] 
d. Cermak Road at 25th Avenue [Broadview] 
e. Cermak Road at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) 


[Westchester] 
f. Cermak Road at Wolf Road [Westchester] 
g. Cermak Road at York Road [Oak Brook] 
h. Cermak Road at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Oak Brook] (at 


Mall) 
 
Table 21 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 21 Proposed Cermak Road BRT Service Headways  
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Table 22 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Cermak 
Road BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Bus-Miles Bus-Hrs


IL 50 IL 83 33.30 11.1 M-F 10 15 15 20 8 10 498,200 32,100
Sat n/a 15 20 20 86,600 5,600
Sun n/a 15 20 20 96,600 6,300


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 8 10 681,400 44,000


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 22 Cermak Road BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 


4. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – The east extension of the 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway provides new access to O’Hare Airport.  This 
phase of implementation allows for a western access point to O’Hare 
Airport for the proposed DuPage J-Line BRT. The J-Line BRT service would 
access the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway from IL 83 and travel east to the 
O’Hare Airport transit station. 


 
3.5.3 Main Line System Option 5 – Proposed Bus Service Plan Route 
Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 27 and 28 identify those areas that reflect changes in 
major capital investments, connector routes and local bus route services from Main 
Line System Option 1.  
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 and 9 - Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 10, 11 and 12 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1, however now connect to the Cermak BRT at the Oak Brook 
station (DP 11 and 12) and at Cermak Road and Cicero Avenue (DP 10). 
 


Cook County Connector Routes: 
 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 3, 4 and 8 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1, however now connect to the Cermak BRT instead of the I-
290 BRT service. 
 
Cook Connector 5 and 6 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 7 – Modified to end at the Blue Line Forest Park branch 
DesPlaines Avenue Station. 
 
Cook Connector 9 – Route eliminated and replaced with Cermak Road BRT 
service. 
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Figure 27 – Main Line System Option 5: Sub-Area 2 
 


 
Figure 28 – Main Line System Option 5: Sub-Area 4 
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3.6 Concentric System Option 1 
 
Concentric system option 1 includes the largest number of major capital 
improvements of all of the system options. This option provides improved mobility 
through a system of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) services which operate along north-
south and east-west alignments. As with Main Line System Option 1, this option 
maintains one mode (BRT) for each of the major capital investment projects, 
allowing for system interoperability, which results in a seamless system and reduced 
transfers.  Thus, BRT service can operate in several operational configurations, 
allowing buses to travel along individual BRT lines, between lines (interlining BRT 
lines together through common end-of-line locations), and between segments of 
individual BRT lines (e.g., serve I-290 BRT line west to Oak Brook, then continue 
north on the J-Line to the Northwest Transportation Center in Schaumburg). Below is 
a list of major capital improvements identified for Concentric System Option 1. 
 
3.6.1 Concentric System Option 1 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


 
2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 


Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.6.2 Concentric System Option 1 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 
under Main Line System Option 1. 


 
2. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – Same as described under 


Main Line System Option 1.  
 
3. I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – This BRT line would operate 


on the I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes (described further 
below) between the Mid-City Transitway and the Hillside Interchange, and 
on the proposed I-88 High Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes from the Hillside 
Interchange to the transit center located in the Oak Brook Employment 
Center (connection to J-line). From the Oak Brook transit center, BRT 
service would continue west along I-88 in the HOT lanes, terminating at IL 
59.  The I-290/I-88 BRT service would operate on the HOT lanes serving 
on-line stations. Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. I-290 at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) [Chicago] 
b. I-290 at DesPlaines Avenue [Forest Park] 
c. I-290 at 1st Avenue [Maywood] 
d. I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview] 
e. I-290 at Mannheim Road [Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood] 
f. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
g. I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook] 
h. I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Oak Brook] (at Mall) 
i. I-88 at Midwest Road [Oak Brook] 
j. I-88 at Meyers Road [Oak Brook] 
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k. I-88 at Highland Avenue/Yorktown [Lombard/Downers 
Grove] 


l. I-88 at I-355 [Downers Grove/Lisle] 
m. I-88 at IL 53 [Lisle] 
n. I-88 at Naperville Road [Naperville/Lisle] 
o. I-88 at Washington Street [Naperville] 
p. I-88 at Mill Street [Naperville/Warrenville] 
q. I-88 at Winfield Road [Warrenville] 
r. I-88 at Raymond Drive [Naperville/Warrenville] 
s. I-88 at IL 59 [Naperville] 


 
Table 23 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 23 Proposed I-290 / I-88 BRT Service Headways  


 
Table 24 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 / I-88 
BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Bus-Miles Bus-Hrs


IL 50 IL 59 56.60 28.3 M-F 10 15 15 20 14 17 1,270,100 54,600
Sat n/a 15 20 20 220,700 9,500
Sun n/a 15 20 20 246,200 10,600


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 14 17 1,737,000 74,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 24 I-290 / I-88 BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 


4. I-88 HOT - High Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes are proposed along I-88 
between the Hillside interchange and IL 59.  These lanes would be utilized 
by the BRT service proposed to operate on I-88 and I-290, and other Pace 
express bus services. 


 
5. I-355 / I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - This BRT line would operate 


on I-290 HOT lanes from the Northwest Transportation Center south on I-
290, transitioning to I-355 HOT lanes south to I-55. The I-355 / I-290 
BRT service would operate along the HOT lanes serving on-line stations. 
Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. Woodfield/Northwest Transportation Center [Schaumburg] 
b. I-290 at Schaumburg Road [Schaumburg] 
c. I-290 at Devon Avenue [Schaumburg/Rolling Meadows] 
d. I-290 at Thorndale Avenue [Itasca] 
e. I-290 at Metra MD-West Line [Itasca] 
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f. I-290 / I-355 interchange [Addison/Itasca] 
g. I-355 at US 20 (Lake Street) [Addison] 
h. I-355 at Fullerton Avenue [Addison] 
i. I-355 at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Lombard/Addison/Glendale 


Heights] 
j. I-355 at Metra UP-West Line [Lombard/Glen Ellyn] 
k. I-355 at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) [Lombard/Glen Ellyn] 
l. I-355 at IL 56 (Butterfield Road) [Downers Grove] 
m. I-355 at I-88 [Downers Grove/Lisle] 
n. I-355 at Metra BNSF [Downers Grove/Lisle] 
o. I-355 at 63rd Street [Woodridge/Downers Grove] 
p. I-355 at 75th Street [Woodridge] 
q. I-355 at 83rd Street [Woodridge/Bolingbrook] 
r. I-355 at I-55 [Bolingbrook] 


 
Table 25 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 25 Proposed I-355 / I-290 BRT Service Headways  


 
Table 26 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-355 / I-
290 BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Bus-Miles Bus-Hrs


I-55 IL 58 43.37 25.3 M-F 10 15 15 20 10 12 1,135,500 39,500
(Golf Rd.) Sat n/a 15 20 20 197,300 7,200


Sun n/a 15 20 20 220,100 8,000


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 10 12 1,552,900 54,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 26 I-355 / I-290 BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  


 
6. I-355 / I-290 HOT - High occupancy toll lanes are proposed along I-290 


between Golf Road and I-355, as well as along I-355 from I-290 to I-55.  
These lanes would be utilized by the BRT service proposed to operate 
along I-290 and I-355, and other Pace express bus services. 


 
7. I-290 + Extension Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - This BRT line would 


operate along the I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes (described 
further below) between the Mid-City Transitway and IL 83 (Kingery 
Highway), with connections to the IL 83 BRT Line. The I-290 BRT service 
would operate along this facility, serving on-line stations located on the 
HOV facility. Stations are proposed at the following locations: 
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a. I-290 at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) [Chicago] 
b. I-290 at DesPlaines Avenue [Forest Park] 
c. I-290 at IL 171 (1st Avenue) [Maywood] 
d. I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview] 
e. I-290 at US 12/20/45 (Mannheim Road) [Hillside / Westchester 


/ Bellwood] 
f. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
g. I-290 at IL 56 (Butterfield Road) [Berkeley/Hillside] 
h. I-290 at St. Charles Road [Berkeley/Elmhurst] 
i. I-290 at Metra UP-West Line [Berkeley/Elmhurst] 
j. I-290 at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Elmhurst/Northlake] 
k. I-290 at York Road [Elmhurst] 
l. I-290 at IL 83 [Elmhurst/Addison] 


 
Table 27 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 27 Proposed I-290 + Extension BRT Service Headways  


 
Table 28 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 + 
Extension BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


IL 50 IL 83 28.20 14.1 M-F 10 15 15 20 7 9 632,800 27,800
Sat n/a 15 20 20 110,000 5,000
Sun n/a 15 20 20 122,700 5,600


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 7 9 865,500 38,400


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 28 I-290 + Extension BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  


 
 


8. I-290 + Extension HOV - High-Occupancy Vehicle lanes (one lane in 
each direction) are proposed along I-290 from IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) to IL 
83 (Kingery Highway). These lanes would be utilized for both the I-290/I-
88 and I-290+ Extension BRT (described above) and other Pace express 
bus services. 


 
9. IL 83 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - This BRT line would operate on IL 83 


between Thorndale Avenue (with connector service to O’Hare Airport and 
the Northwest Transportation Center in Schaumburg), south to I-55. 
Connections would be made with the I-290 + Extension BRT Line at I-290, 
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and with the I-290 / I-88 BRT line at the Oak Brook Employment Center. 
Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale Avenue [Bensenville/Elk 
Grove Village/Wood Dale] 


b. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra MD-West Line [Wood 
Dale/Bensenville] 


c. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at I-290 [Elmhurst/Addison] 
d. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 64 (North Avenue) 


[Elmhurst/Addison/Villa Park] 
e. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra UP-West Line [Elmhurst/Villa 


Park] 
f. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at St. Charles Rd [Elmhurst/Villa Park] 
g. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at IL 38 (Roosevelt Road) [Oakbrook 


Terrace, Oak Brook, Villa Park/Elmhurst] 
h. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 22nd Street [Oakbrook Terrace/Oak 


Brook] 
i. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 31st Street [Oak Brook] 
j. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at US 34 (Ogden Avenue) [Westmont 


Clarendon Hills/Hinsdale] 
k. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Metra BNSF [Clarendon 


Hills/Hinsdale] 
l. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 55th Street [Clarendon 


Hills/Hinsdale/Willowbrook] 
m. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 63rd Street [Hinsdale/Willowbrook] 
n. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at Plainfield Road [Darien/Hinsdale] 
o. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at 75th Street [Darien/Hinsdale] 
p. IL 83 (Kingery Highway) at I-55 [Burr Ridge] 


 
Table 29 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 29 Proposed IL 83 BRT Service Headways  
 


Table 30 identifies service plan operating requirements for the IL 83 BRT 
Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


I-55 Thorndale Ave. 33.60 16.8 M-F 10 15 15 20 8 10 754,000 32,100
Sat n/a 15 20 20 131,000 5,600
Sun n/a 15 20 20 146,200 6,300


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 8 10 1,031,200 44,000


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 30 IL 83 BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
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10. 1st Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - This BRT line would operate on 
Cumberland Avenue / 1st Avenue from I-90 to IL-50/55th Street. This 
BRT Line provides north-south service with connections to the Blue Line 
O’Hare branch, the MD-West Line, UP-West Line, I-290 BRT and BNSF.  
Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


a. IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at I-90/CTA Blue Line 
[Chicago/Park Ridge] 


b. IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at Lawrence Avenue 
[Chicago/Norridge] 


c. IL 171 (Cumberland Avenue) at IL19 (Irving Park Road) 
[Chicago] 


d. IL 171 (Thatcher Avenue) at Metra MD-West Line [River Grove] 
e. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Melrose Park] 
f. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Lake Street / Metra UP-West Line 


[Maywood] 
g. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at I-290 [Maywood] 
h. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Roosevelt Road [Broadview/Forest Park] 
i. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Cermak Road [Broadview/North 


Riverside] 
j. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at 31st Street [Riverside/Brookfield] 
k. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Metra BNSF [Brookfield] 
l. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at Ogden Avenue [Lyons] 
m. IL 171 (1st Avenue) at 47th Street [Lyons/McCook] 
n. 55th Street at IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) [Chicago/Summit] 
o. 55th Street at Austin Boulevard [Chicago] 
p. 55th Street at IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) / Midway Airport [Chicago] 


 
Table 31 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 31 Proposed 1st Avenue BRT Service Headways  
 


Table 32 identifies service plan operating requirements for the 1st Avenue 
BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


I-90 IL 50/55th St. 43.68 18.2 M-F 10 15 15 20 11 14 816,800 43,900
Kennedy Expwy. Sat n/a 15 20 20 142,000 7,800


Sun n/a 15 20 20 158,300 8,700


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 11 14 1,117,100 60,400


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 32 1st Avenue BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
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11. IL 59 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - This BRT line would operate on IL 59 


from I-88 (Reagan Tollway) to 95th Street / EJ&E Railroad (proposed 
STAR Line).  Connections are made to the I-88 / I-290 BRT and to 
connector routes at the Fox Valley Mall. Stations are proposed at the 
following locations: 


a. IL 59 at I-88 / Diehl Road [Naperville] 
b. IL 59 at BNSF [Naperville/Aurora] 
c. IL 59 at Aurora Avenue/Fox Valley Mall [Naperville/Aurora] 
d. IL 59 at 75th Street [Naperville/Aurora] 
e. IL 59 at 83rd Street [Naperville/Aurora] 
f. IL 59 at 95th Street [Naperville] 
g. 95th Street at EJ&E Railroad (proposed STAR Line) 


 
Table 33 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 33 Proposed IL 59 BRT Service Headways  
 


Table 34 identifies service plan operating requirements for the IL 59 BRT 
Service. 


 


 
Table 34 IL 59 BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 
3.6.3 Concentric System Option 1 – Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 29 thru 36 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor into eight 
sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map presents the 
major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed routes associated 
with Concentric System Option 1. 
 
 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Train-Hrs


I-88 95th / EJ&E 19.20 8 M-F 10 15 15 20 5 6 359,000 21,400
Sat n/a 15 20 20 62,400 3,900
Sun n/a 15 20 20 69,600 4,400


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 5 6 491,000 29,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time). 
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DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 - Same as 
described under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended west along Irving Park Road to 
connect to the I-290 / I-355 BRT at the MD-West Line station. 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center and the future O’Hare International Airport 
West Terminal.  From the Northwest Transportation Center service would 
travel west on Woodfield Road, south on Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare 
Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal. 
 
Distance: 10.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• IL 83 BRT – IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 3 and 4 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, however these connectors now serve the I-290 + Extension BRT 
service. 
 
Cook Connector 2 - Route eliminated and replace with 1st Avenue BRT 
service. 
 
Cook Connector 5, 6, 8 and 9 – Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, however these connectors now serve the 1st Avenue BRT 
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Figure 29 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 1 
 
 


 
Figure 30 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 2 
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Figure 31 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 3 


 


 
Figure 32 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 4 


 







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 72 of 127 


 
Figure 33 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 5 


 


 
Figure 34 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 6 
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Figure 35 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 7 


 


 
Figure 36 – Concentric System Option 1: Sub-Area 8 
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3.7 Concentric System Option 2 
 
Concentric system option 2 proposes two BRT lines (Mid City Transitway and I-290/I-
355) and one DMU line (Inner Circumferential) to serve as the concentric bands of 
north-south transit service. These services are connected together by the I-290 / I-
88 east-west BRT line. Below is a list of major capital improvements identified for 
Concentric System Option 2. 
 
3.7.1 Concentric System Option 2 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


 
2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 


Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.7.2 Concentric System Option 2 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. Mid-City Transitway Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - Same as described 
under Main Line System Option 1.  


 
2. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – Same as described under 


Main Line System Option 1.  
 


3. I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – This BRT line would operate 
between 1st Avenue and the transit center located in the Oak Brook 
Employment Center. From the Oak Brook transit center, BRT service 
would continue west along I-88, terminating at IL 59. Stations are 
proposed at the following locations: 


a. I-290 at 1st Avenue [Maywood] 
b. I-290 at 25th Avenue [Bellwood/Broadview] 
c. I-290 at Mannheim Road [Hillside/Westchester/Bellwood] 
d. I-290 at Wolf Road [Hillside] 
e. I-88 at York Road [Oak Brook] 
f. I-88 at IL 83 (Kingery Highway) [Oak Brook] (at Mall) 
g. I-88 at Midwest Road [Oak Brook] 
h. I-88 at Meyers Road [Oak Brook] 
i. I-88 at Highland Avenue/Yorktown [Lombard/Downers Grove] 
j. I-88 at I-355 [Downers Grove/Lisle] 
k. I-88 at IL 53 [Lisle] 
l. I-88 at Naperville Road [Naperville/Lisle] 
m. I-88 at Washington Street [Naperville] 
n. I-88 at Mill Street [Naperville/Warrenville] 
o. I-88 at Winfield Road [Warrenville] 
p. I-88 at Raymond Drive [Naperville/Warrenville] 
q. I-88 at IL 59 [Naperville] 
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Table 35 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 35 Proposed I-290 / I-88 BRT Service Headways  


 
Table 36 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 / I-88 
BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Bus-Miles Bus-Hrs


1st Avenue IL 59 47.40 23.7 M-F 10 15 15 20 12 15 1,063,700 44,900
Sat n/a 15 20 20 184,900 7,800
Sun n/a 15 20 20 206,200 8,700


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 12 15 1,454,800 61,400


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 36 I-290 / I-88 BRT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 


4. Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue – Same as Main Line System Option 
4. 


 
5. I-355 / I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as Concentric System 


Option 1. 
 


6. I-355 / I-290 HOT - Same as Concentric System Option 1. 
 


7. Inner Circumferential DMU - This DMU line is proposed along the 
Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad (IHB) / Belt Railway of Chicago (BRC) in 
western Cook County between Midway and O'Hare Airports. The facility 
will provide suburb-to-suburb and north-south travel, plus connections to 
existing Metra lines and the I-290/I-88 BRT Line between Midway and 
O'Hare Airports. Stations are proposed at the following locations: 


1. Metra NCS / O’Hare Transfer -existing [Rosemont] 
2. Metra NCS / Rosemont (I-294 at Balmoral Ave.) – existing 


[Rosemont] 
3. Metra NCS / 25th Avenue at IL 19 (Irving Park Road) - existing 


[Schiller Park] 
4. Metra NCS / Belmont Avenue (at 25th Avenue) - existing 


[Franklin Park] 
5. IHB / 25th Avenue at IL 64 (North Avenue) [Melrose Park] 
6. IHB / 25th Avenue at Metra UP-West Line [Bellwood/Melrose 


Park] 
7. IHB / 25th Avenue at I-290 / CTA Blue Line (extended) 


[Bellwood/Broadview] 
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8. IHB / 25th Avenue at Roosevelt Road [Broadview] 
9. IHB / 25th Avenue at Cermak Road [Broadview] 
10. IHB / 25th Avenue at 31st Street [LaGrange Park] 
11. IHB at US 34 (Ogden Avenue) / BNSF [LaGrange] 
12. IHB at 55th Street/Joliet Avenue [McCook] 
13. IHB at Metra Heritage Corridor [Bedford Park/Summit] 
14. IHB at IL 43 (Harlem Avenue) [Summit/Chicago] 
15. BRC at Central Avenue [Chicago] 
16. Midway Airport [Chicago] 


 
Table 37 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 37 Proposed Inner Circumferential DMU Service Headways  


 
Table 38 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 + 
Extension BRT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


IHB @ MD-W IL 50/55th St. 34.00 17 M-F 10 15 15 20 3 3 2 2 24 29 1,976,800 83,100 32,100
Sat n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 265,200 11,200 5,600
Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 295,800 12,500 6,300


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 24 29 2,537,800 106,800 44,000


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 38 Inner Circumferential DMU Service Plan Operating Requirements  


 
 
3.7.3 Concentric System Option 2 – Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 37 thru 44 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor into eight 
sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map presents the 
major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed routes associated 
with Concentric System Option 2. 
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 - Same as described 
under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended west along Irving Park Road to 
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connect to the I-290 / I-355 BRT at the MD-West Line station (same as 
Concentric System Option 1). 
 
DuPage Connector 7 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended east along North Avenue and south 
on York Road to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale / Oak Brook 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center, the future O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal and the Oak Brook employment center.  From the Northwest 
Transportation Center service would travel west on Woodfield Road, south on 
Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the 
O’Hare International Airport West Terminal. From the West Terminal this 
route would continue west on Thorndale Avenue and south on IL 83 (Kingery 
Highway) to a Transit Center located at the Oakbrook Center Mall. 
 
Distance: 20.3 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• I – 290 / I-88 BRT – Oak Brook station (at mall) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is shortened west along Grand Avenue at York 
Road, continuing south to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 
 
Cook Connector 6 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is shortened west along North Avenue at York 
Road, continuing south to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 
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Figure 37 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 1 
 
 


 
Figure 38 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 2 
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Figure 39 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 3 
 


 
Figure 40 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 4 
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Figure 41 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 5 
 


 
Figure 42 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 6 
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Figure 43 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 7 
 


 
Figure 44 – Concentric System Option 2: Sub-Area 8 
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3.8 Concentric System Option 3 
 
Concentric system option 3 proposes three AGT lines serving as the concentric bands 
(Mid City, 1st Avenue and IL 83) of north-south transit service. These services are 
connected together by the I-290 / I-88 east-west AGT line. Maintaining one mode 
(AGT) for each of the major capital investment projects allows for system 
interoperability resulting in a seamless system and reduced transfers.  Thus, AGT 
service can operate in several operational configurations, allowing AGT train sets to 
travel along individual AGT lines, between lines (interlining AGT lines together 
through common end-of-line locations), and between segments of individual AGT 
lines (e.g., serve I-290 AGT line west to Oak Brook, then continue north on the IL 83 
Line to Thorndale Avenue). Below is a list of major capital improvements identified 
for Concentric System Option 3. 
 
3.8.1 Concentric System Option 3 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


 
2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 


Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. 


 
3.8.2 Concentric System Option 3 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. Mid-City Transitway Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) – Same 
alignment, service levels and station locations as described under Main 
Line System Option 1 (BRT technology), however using AGT.  
 


Table 39 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 39 Proposed Mid-City Transitway AGT Service Headways  
 


Table 40 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Mid-City 
Transitway AGT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Jefferson Park Red Line 31.50 21 M-F 5 10 10 10 5 3 2 2 75 90 5,205,100 160,100 50,000
87th St. Station Sat n/a 10 15 15 0 2 2 2 471,700 14,700 7,300


Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 365,400 11,100 5,600


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 75 90 6,042,200 185,900 62,900


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 40 Mid-City Transitway AGT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
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2. Elgin – O’Hare Expressway East Extension – Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1.  


 
3. I-290 / I-88 Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) – Same alignment, 


service levels and station locations as described under Concentric System 
Option 2 (BRT technology), however using AGT.  


 
Table 41 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 41 Proposed I-290 / I-88 AGT Service Headways  


 
Table 42 identifies service plan operating requirements for the I-290 / I-88 
AGT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


IL 50 IL 59 42.45 28.3 M-F 10 15 15 20 5 3 2 2 50 60 3,983,500 120,100 38,500
Sat n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 441,500 13,400 6,700
Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 492,400 15,000 7,500


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 50 60 4,917,400 148,500 52,700


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 42 I-290 / I-88 AGT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 


4. Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue – Same as Main Line System Option 
4. 


 
5. IL 83 Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) - Same alignment, service 


levels and station locations as described under Concentric System Option 
1 (BRT technology), however using AGT.  


 
Table 43 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 43 Proposed IL 83 AGT Service Headways  
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Table 44 identifies service plan operating requirements for the IL 83 AGT 
Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


I-55 Thorndale Ave. 33.60 16.8 M-F 10 15 15 20 5 3 2 2 40 48 2,364,800 99,500 32,100
Sat n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 262,100 11,200 5,600
Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 292,300 12,500 6,300


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 40 48 2,919,200 123,200 44,000


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 44 IL 83 AGT Service Plan Operating Requirements  
 
 


6. 1st Avenue Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) - Same alignment, 
service levels and station locations as described under Concentric System 
Option 1 (BRT technology), however using AGT.  


 
Table 45 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  


 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
4:00 a.m. - 7:00 a.m. 15 4:00 a.m. - 6:00 a.m. 20 4:00 a.m. - 8:00 a.m. 20
7:00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 10 6:00 a.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15 8:00 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 15
9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 15 9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20 7:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
4:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 10
6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 15
9:00 p.m. - 1:00 a.m. 20
Notes: 


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m. 4:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.


 
Table 45 Proposed 1st Avenue AGT Service Headways  


 
Table 46 identifies service plan operating requirements for the 1st Avenue 
AGT Service. 


 
Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual


From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


I-90 IL 50/55th St. 43.68 18.2 M-F 10 15 15 20 5 3 2 2 55 66 2,561,800 135,700 43,900
Kennedy Expwy. Sat n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 283,900 15,600 7,800


Sun n/a 15 20 20 0 2 2 2 316,700 17,400 8,700


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 55 66 3,162,400 168,700 60,400


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue BRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).  
Table 46 1st Avenue AGT Service Plan Operating Requirements  


 
3.8.3 Concentric System Option 3 – Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 45 thru 52 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor into eight 
sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map presents the 
major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed routes associated 
with Concentric System Option 3. 
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DuPage County Connector Routes: 
 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 - Same as 
described under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center and future O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal.  From the Northwest Transportation Center service would travel 
west on Woodfield Road, south on Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare 
Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal. 
 
Distance: 10.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• IL 83 BRT – IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main 
Line System Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 2 – Route eliminated and replaced by 1st Avenue 
Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) service. 
 
 
 


  







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 86 of 127 


 
Figure 45 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 1 
 
 


 
Figure 46 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 2 
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Figure 47 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 3 
 


 
Figure 48 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 4 
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Figure 49 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 5 
 


 
Figure 50 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 6 
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Figure 51 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 7 
 


 
Figure 52 – Concentric System Option 3: Sub-Area 8 
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3.9 Radial Reliant System Option 1 
 
Radial Reliant system option 1 relies on upgrades to the three Metra commuter rail 
lines in the Corridor (MD-W, UP-W and BNSF) to achieve operational flexibility and 
capacity to better serve the needs of intersuburban and reverse commute travel 
markets. In addition to upgrades to existing east-west commuter rail lines, this 
option proposes bus rapid transit service along one east-west corridor (I-290/I-88) 
and two north-south corridors (I-355/I-290 and IL 83), to better serve the 
employment centers in the Corridor. 
 
3.9.1 Radial Reliant System Option 1 – Existing Service Assumptions 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


 
2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 


Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. Upgrades to these lines are identified 
below. 


 
3.9.2 Radial Reliant System Option 1– Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 


1. Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade - The Milwaukee District West 
Line upgrade presents enhanced service - new trains or additional stops 
for existing trains to improve east-west travel for intersuburban and 
reverse commuters.  There are a number of trains already running on the 
Milwaukee District West Line to key stations for the reverse and 
intersuburban commute: Western Avenue, Cicero/Grand, Galewood, Mont 
Clare, Franklin Park, Mannheim, Bensenville, Wood Dale and Itasca.  
Potential service improvements include additional stops for existing train 
#2205 at Cicero Avenue and Mannheim; and one or two new a.m. peak 
westbound trains to increase the level of service for intersuburban and 
reverse commuters.  Service improvements will maintain Franklin Park 
station as a transfer point between local and express service in both 
directions. 


 
Potential capital improvements include a new third main track from 
Franklin Park to Roselle, additional crossovers in the vicinity of Roselle 
station and new stations at IL 83 and I-290. 
 
Table 47 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 30 - 50 All day 30-60 All day 60


AM Peak
3-20 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Midday 30


PM Peak
4-20 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 30
Late Evening 60
Notes:
Service Headways based on Union Station departures/arrivals
Headways based on schedule effective December 11, 2006


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:17 a.m. - 1:59 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


Table 47 Proposed Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Service Headways  
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Table 48 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Milwaukee 
District West Line Upgrade. 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Union Station Hanover Park 63.68 32.9 M-F 10 15 20 60 10 3 2 2 140 168 3,087,350 113,500 23,700
Sat n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 287,400 11,100 4,000
Sun n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 320,600 12,350 4,450


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 140 168 3,695,350 136,950 32,150


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue CRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).
(5) Estimate of hours and miles assuming return trips of existing service during peak periods


Table 48 Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Service Plan Operating Requirements 
 


2. Union Pacific West Line Upgrade - The Union Pacific West Line upgrade 
presents enhanced service - new trains or additional stops for existing 
trains to improve east-west travel for intersuburban and reverse 
commuters.  There are a number of trains already running on the Union 
Pacific West Line to key stations for the reverse and intersuburban 
commute: Oak Park, Maywood, 25th Avenue (proposed combined Melrose 
Park and Bellwood), Elmhurst and Lombard.  Potential service 
improvements include additional stops for existing trains (#15 and #17) 
at Cicero Avenue, Oak Park, Maywood, 25th Avenue and Lombard; or two 
new a.m. peak westbound trains with stops at Cicero Avenue, Oak Park, 
Maywood, 25th Avenue, Elmhurst and Lombard.  Service improvements 
will maintain Elmhurst station as a transfer point between local and 
express service in both directions. 


 
Potential capital improvements to enhance service include: 1) a new third 
main track from River Forest to Elmhurst, 2) new crossovers in the vicinity 
of College Avenue station (Wheaton) and in the vicinity of Cicero Avenue 
on the west side of Chicago to improve usable track capacity, and a new 
station at Cicero Avenue in Chicago. 
 
Table 49 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 16 - 30 All day 30-60 All day 60


AM Peak
4-20 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Midday 30


PM Peak
4-30 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 30
Late Evening 60
Notes:
Service Headways based on Ogilvie Transportation Center departures/arrivals
Headways based on schedule effective April 17, 2006


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:48 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 6:25 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


Table 49 Proposed Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Service Headways  
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Table 50 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Union Pacific 
West Line Upgrade. 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Ogilvie TC West Chicago 67.33 30.3 M-F 10 15 20 60 10 3 2 2 150 180 2,843,350 121,250 25,100
Sat n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 264,700 12,150 4,350
Sun n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 295,250 13,550 4,850


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 150 180 3,403,300 146,950 34,300


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue CRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).
(5) Estimate of hours and miles assuming return trips of existing service during peak periods


Table 50 Proposed Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Service Headways  
 


3. Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue–Same as Main Line System Option 4. 
 


4. I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV + I-290 Extension Reversible 
HOV (reverse commute orientation) – High-occupancy vehicle lanes 
are proposed on I-290 from IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) to the Hillside 
interchange, then reversible HOV lanes from the Hillside interchange to IL 
83 (Kingery Highway). 


 
5. IL 83 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – same as Concentric System Option 1. 


 
6. I-355 / I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - same as Concentric System 


Option 1. 
 


7. I-355 / I-290 HOT - same as Concentric System Option 1. 
 


8. I-290 / I-88 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – Same as Concentric System 
Option 1. 


 
9. I-88 HOT - Same as Concentric System Option 1. 


 
10. BNSF Upgrade – The Burlington Northern Santa-Fe (BNSF) upgrade 


presents enhanced service - new trains or additional stops for existing 
trains to improve east-west travel for intersuburban and reverse 
commuters.  Westbound a.m. peak BNSF trains already run express 
service to many key stations for the reverse and intersuburban commute 
– Hinsdale, Westmont and Downers Grove Main Street, Lisle, Naperville 
and Route 59.  Potential service improvements include new stops at key 
stations of westbound trains to provide more access from Chicago and the 
Cook suburbs to DuPage; and several new trains.  Several a.m. peak 
westbound trains (1205, 1211, 1371) add stops at Halsted Street, Kedzie 
Avenue and Cicero Avenue for the reverse commute.  Three new a.m. 
peak westbound trains are added that coordinate transfers to other 
westbound trains at Cicero Avenue, and run local service through 
LaGrange/Stone Avenue or Hinsdale.  These trains also coordinate transfer 
times at LaGrange/Stone Avenue or Hinsdale with westbound express 
trains to points further west such as Downers Grove, Lisle or Naperville.  
Cicero and LaGrange /Stone Avenue or Hinsdale become key transfer 
points (same direction but allows for westbound zoning for faster service); 
and are also destinations for reverse and intersuburban service. 
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Potential capital improvements include new trainsets, a new fourth track 
at key locations and new stations at Kedzie Avenue, IL 83 and I-
355/Walnut Avenue.   
 
Table 51 identifies proposed service headways by time period and by 
service day.  
 


Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min) Service Period Service Headways (min)
Early Morning 12 - 30 All day 30-60 All day 60


AM Peak 3-6 peak direction, 5-10 
reverse peak direction


Midday 30


PM Peak
4-12 peak direction, 10-


15 reverse peak 
direction


Early Evening 30
Late Evening 60
Notes: 
Service Headways based on Union Station departures/arrivals
Headways based on schedule effective November 22, 2004


Weekday Saturday Sunday
4:48 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 6:25 a.m. - 2:06 a.m. 5:55 a.m. - 1:53 a.m.


Table 51 Proposed Burlington Northern Santa Fe Upgrade Service Headways  
 


Table 52 identifies service plan operating requirements for the Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe Upgrade. 
 


Run Time Distance Headway Consist Vehicles Annual
From To (minutes) (miles) Day Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Base Eve. E/L Peak Total Car-Miles Car-Hrs Train-Hrs


Union Station Rte 59 73.15 31.7 M-F 10 15 20 60 10 3 2 2 160 192 2,974,750 127,900 26,400
Sat n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 276,950 12,150 4,350
Sun n/a 15 30 60 0 3 2 2 308,900 13,550 4,850


ESTIMATED ANNUAL TOTALS: 160 192 3,560,600 153,600 35,600


NOTES:
(1) Operating hours assume 21 hour span of service on weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays.
(2) Calculated total fleet = peak vehicle requirement * 1.2 (20% spare ratio).
(3) Annual Revenue CRT-Hours include layover time.
(4) Roundtrip layover time includes sufficient time at each end-of-line to provide for schedule recovery (layover Time =15% of cycle time).
(5) Estimate of hours and miles assuming return trips of existing service during peak periods


Table 52 Proposed Burlington Northern Santa Fe Upgrade Service Headways  
 
 
3.9.3 Radial Reliant System Option 1– Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 53 thru 60 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study 
area into eight sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map 
presents the major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed 
routes associated with Radial Reliant System Option 1. 
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 11 - Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended west along Irving Park Road to 
connect to the I-290 / I-355 BRT at the MD-West Line station (same as 
Concentric System Option 1). 
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DuPage Connector 10 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, with one exception, this route deviates from Ogden Avenue 
to serve the BNSF Naperville station. 
 
DuPage Connector 12 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, with one exception, this route is extended south along 
Washington Street to serve the BNSF Naperville station. 
 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center and future O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal.  From the Northwest Transportation Center service would travel 
west on Woodfield Road, south on Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare 
Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal. 
 
Distance: 10.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• IL 83 BRT – IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main 
Line System Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 7 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, this route serves the Blue Line extension 1st Avenue 
Station. 
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Figure 53 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 1 
 


 
Figure 54 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 2 
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Figure 55 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 3 
 


 
Figure 56 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 4 
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Figure 57 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 5 
 


 
Figure 58 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 6 
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Figure 59 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 7 


 
Figure 60 – Radial Reliant System Option 1: Sub-Area 8 
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3.10 Radial Reliant System Option 2 
 
Radial Reliant system option 2 relies on upgrades to the three Metra commuter rail 
lines in the study area (MD-W, UP-W and BNSF) to achieve operational flexibility and 
capacity to better serve the needs of intersuburban and reverse commute travel 
markets. In addition to upgrades to existing east-west commuter rail lines, this 
option proposes bus rapid transit service along two north-south corridors (I-355/I-
290 and IL 83), to better serve the employment centers in the study area. 
 
3.10.1 Radial Reliant System Option 2 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


 
2. METRA’s three commuter rail lines: Milwaukee District West (MD-W) 


Line, Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line and the BNSF Line, continue to 
operate existing service schedules. Upgrades to these lines are identified 
below. 


 
3.10.2 Radial Reliant System Option 2 – Proposed Major Capital 
Investments 
 


1. Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade – Same as described under 
Radial Reliant System Option 1. 


 
2. Union Pacific West Line Upgrade – Same as described under Radial 


Reliant System Option 1. 
 


3. Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue–Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 4. 


 
4. I-290 Reversible HOV (reverse commute orientation) – High-


occupancy vehicle reversible peak direction commute lanes are proposed 
on I-290 from IL 50 (Cicero Avenue) to IL 83 (Kingery Highway). 


 
5. IL 83 Shoulder Riding Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – same alignment, 


service levels and station locations as Concentric System Option 1, 
however operation would occur on shoulder lanes versus exclusive lanes. 


 
6. I-355 / I-290 Shoulder Riding Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) - same 


alignment, service levels and station locations as Concentric System 
Option 1, however operation would occur on shoulder lanes versus 
exclusive lanes. 


 
7. BNSF Upgrade – Same as described under Radial Reliant System Option 


1. 
 
 
10.3.3 Radial Reliant System Option 2– Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 61 thru 68 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study 
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area into eight sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map 
presents the major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed 
routes associated with Radial Reliant System Option2. 
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 11 - Same as described under 
Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended west along Irving Park Road to 
connect to the I-290 / I-355 BRT at the MD-West Line station (same as 
Concentric System Option 1). 
 
DuPage Connector 10 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, with one exception, this route deviates from Ogden Avenue 
to serve the BNSF Naperville station. 
 
DuPage Connector 12 - Same as described under Main Line System 
Option 1, with one exception, this route is extended south along 
Washington Street to serve the BNSF Naperville station. 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center and future O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal.  From the Northwest Transportation Center service would travel 
west on Woodfield Road, south on Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare 
Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal. 
 
Distance: 10.0 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• IL 83 BRT – IL 83 (Kingery Highway) / Thorndale station 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main 
Line System Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 7 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, this route serves the Blue Line extension 1st Avenue 
Station instead of the I-290 BRT 1st Avenue Station 
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Figure 61 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 1 
 
 


 
Figure 62 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 2 
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Figure 63 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 3 
 


 
Figure 64 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 4 
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Figure 65 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 5 
 


 
Figure 66 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 6 
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Figure 67 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 7 


 
Figure 68 – Radial Reliant System Option 2: Sub-Area 8 
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3.11 Radial Reliant System Option 3 
 
Radial Reliant system option 3 does not include major capital investment projects, 
however relies on express bus service on selected expressways and arterial 
roadways. As noted above, all system options include the network of connector 
routes in DuPage and Cook Counties, including this option. East-west mobility is 
provided by the existing Metra commuter rail lines with connections to the six key 
employment centers provided by the connector bus routes and employment center 
circulators. 
 
3.11.1 Radial Reliant System Option 3 – Existing Service Assumptions 
 


1. CTA’s three Rapid Transit Lines:  Green Line, Blue Line and the Pink 
Line, continue to operate existing service schedules.  


2. METRA’s three Commuter Rail Lines – Radial Reliant option 3 relies on 
operational improvements to all three Metra commuter rail lines 
(Milwaukee District West Line, Union Pacific West Line, Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe).  No new equipment, crews, or runs are suggested.  
Rather, the focus of this option is on incremental opportunities for adding 
stops or opening up deadhead runs for revenue service within existing 
equipment cycles for intersuburban and reverse commuters without 
diminishing service to the core traditional commute market. 


 
No major capital investment projects are identified for Radial Reliant 
System Option 3. 
 
3.11.2 Radial Reliant System Option 3 – Proposed Bus Service Plan 
Route Descriptions 
 
This section describes changes to the Connector route services described under Main 
Line System Option 1. Figures 69 thru 76 break the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study 
area into eight sub-areas to display route alignment level detail.  Each sub-area map 
presents the major capital investment projects, connector routes and local fixed 
routes associated with Radial Reliant System Option 3. 
 
DuPage County Connector Routes: 


 
DuPage Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 - Same as 
described under Main Line System Option 1. 
 
DuPage Connector 7 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is extended east along North Avenue and south 
on York Road to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 
 
DuPage Connector 13 – Schaumburg / Thorndale / Oak Brook 
 
Proposed New Route:  This new route would operate between the 
Northwest Transportation Center, the future O’Hare International Airport West 
Terminal and the Oak Brook employment center.  From the Northwest 
Transportation Center service would travel west Woodfield Road, south on 
Meacham Road, east on Elgin O’Hare Expressway / Thorndale Avenue to the 
O’Hare International Airport West Terminal. From the West Terminal this 
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route would continue west on Thorndale Avenue and south on IL 83 (Kingery 
Highway) to a Transit Center located at the Oakbrook Mall. 
 
Distance: 20.3 miles 
 
Connections to Major Capital Investments/Existing High Capacity Transit: 


• I-355 / I-290 BRT – Northwest Transportation Center station 
and MD-West Line station 


• I – 290 / I-88 BRT – Oak Brook Station (at mall) 
 
Headway Assumptions (min): 


• Weekday: 15 peak / 15 midday 
• Saturday & Sunday: 30 all day 


 
Cook County Connector Routes: 


 
Cook Connector 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8 and 9 - Same as described under Main Line 
System Option 1. 
 
Cook Connector 5 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is shortened west along Grand Avenue at York 
Road, continuing south to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 
 
Cook Connector 6 - Same as described under Main Line System Option 1, 
with one exception, the route is shortened west along North Avenue at York 
Road, continuing south to the UP-West Line Elmhurst station. 


  


 
Figure 69 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 1 
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Figure 70 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 2 
 


 
Figure 71 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 3 
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Figure 72 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 4 
 


 
Figure 73 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 5 
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Figure 74 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 6 
 


 
Figure 75 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 7 
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Figure 76 – Radial Reliant System Option 3: Sub-Area 8 
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4.0 SYSTEM OPTION OPERATING REQUIREMENTS 
 
Operating requirements for each system option (except Radial Reliant system option 
3) have been developed using a series of spreadsheets designed to estimate annual 
revenue miles, revenue hours of service and peak vehicles required. Operating 
requirements are based on span of service, service period and service frequency 
assumptions. Span of service or the period from start of service to end of service, is 
generally assumed to be the same across all modes of operation to ensure system 
connectivity for the transit user. This section briefly describes the operating 
assumptions for the system options.  This section concludes with a summary of 
operating requirements by mode for each system option. 
 
Operating Plan Assumptions 
 
Following are detailed descriptions of proposed operating characteristics assumed for 
system options. 
 
Operating Hours 
The proposed span of service is from 4:00 a.m. until 1:00 a.m. the following day (21 
hours), seven days a week. Span of service hours for bus services are designed to 
complement service hours identified for the major capital investment projects, which 
cover a similar span of service hours with the exception of extension of the CTA Blue 
Line which currently operates 24 hours a day. 
 
Service Frequencies by Time Period 
The operating plans developed for each of the system options identify service 
frequencies by time period for weekday, Saturday and Sunday service. Appendix A 
includes service period assumptions and a detailed listing of assumed fixed route / 
feeder route, connector and employment center circulator route service headways by 
service period.  Service frequencies operated range between 5 and 60 minutes, 
dependent on route, time period and day of the week. 
 
Minimum Layover Requirements/Spare Vehicle Ratio 
 
All routes are assumed to maintain a minimum of 15% layover time as a percentage 
of cycle time.  Some route layovers are greater than 15% based on time required to 
round a cycle time to a number of minutes divisible by a clock-face headway (i.e., 
10, 15, 20, 30 and 60 minutes). In some instances, routes are allocated slightly less 
than 15% layover time with the intent of interlining these routes with other routes 
with the same end-of-line terminus that have greater than 15% layover time. 
 
Fleet vehicle requirements assume a 20% spare ratio above the number of vehicles 
required to operate peak period service. 
 
Summary of Bus Operating Plan Requirements 
 
The following tables summarize bus operating requirements by system option.  
These requirements assume for cost estimating purposes only, that CTA would 
operate connector bus service originating in Cook County and Pace would operate 
connector routes in DuPage County as well as all employment center circulators.  
However, an operator has not been designated for any new service proposed in the 
Cook DuPage Corridor systems and options.  The Cook connectors in particular could 
be operated by Pace or CTA, or a combination of the two. 
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*Based on connector service, fixed route service and employment center circulators described 
in this report. 


RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
Summary of Bus Operating Requirements
Incremental over existing service*
Main Line System Option 1 


Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual Total
Peak Buses 51.00 25.00 25.00 51 208.00 136.00 168.00 208 259
Revenue Hours 931 525 525 295,091 4,804 3,646 3,857 1,638,313 1,933,405
Revenue Miles 15,841 9,114 9,114 5,041,995 63,271 46,184 49,586 21,411,567 26,453,562
Main Line System Option 2 
Peak Buses 51.00 25.00 25.00 51 208.00 136.00 168.00 208 259
Revenue Hours 931 525 525 295,091 4,804 3,646 3,857 1,638,313 1,933,405
Revenue Miles 15,841 9,114 9,114 5,041,995 63,271 46,184 49,586 21,411,567 26,453,562
Main Line System Option 3 
Peak Buses 50.00 25.00 25.00 50 208.00 136.00 168.00 208 258
Revenue Hours 913 525 525 290,438 4,804 3,646 3,857 1,638,313 1,928,751
Revenue Miles 15,715 9,042 9,042 5,002,031 63,232 46,163 49,564 21,399,327 26,401,357
Main Line System Option 4 
Peak Buses 51.00 25.00 25.00 51 208.00 136.00 168.00 208 259
Revenue Hours 931 525 525 295,091 4,804 3,646 3,857 1,638,313 1,933,405
Revenue Miles 15,841 9,114 9,114 5,041,995 63,250 46,148 49,549 21,402,330 26,444,325
Main Line System Option 5 
Peak Buses 44.00 22.00 22.00 44 209.00 137.00 169.00 209 253
Revenue Hours 803 462 462 255,585 4,819 3,666 3,877 1,644,253 1,899,838
Revenue Miles 13,876 7,983 7,983 4,416,509 63,390 46,307 49,708 21,455,559 25,872,067
Concentric System Option 1 
Peak Buses 43.00 21.00 21.00 43 212.00 138.00 170.00 212 255
Revenue Hours 785 441 441 248,621 4,877 3,688 3,899 1,661,548 1,910,170
Revenue Miles 13,184 7,585 7,585 4,196,241 64,661 46,984 50,385 21,853,961 26,050,202
Concentric System Option 2 
Peak Buses 50.00 24.00 24.00 50 216.00 140.00 172.00 216 266
Revenue Hours 913 504 504 288,128 4,950 3,730 3,941 1,684,783 1,972,911
Revenue Miles 15,549 8,946 8,946 4,949,055 66,340 47,950 51,351 22,388,366 27,337,421
Concentric System Option 3 
Peak Buses 43.00 21.00 21.00 43 212.00 138.00 170.00 212 255
Revenue Hours 785 441 441 248,621 4,877 3,688 3,899 1,661,548 1,910,170
Revenue Miles 13,184 7,585 7,585 4,196,241 64,570 46,932 50,333 21,825,150 26,021,391
Radial Reliant System Option 1
Peak Buses 51.00 25.00 25.00 51 215.00 141.00 173.00 215 266
Revenue Hours 931 525 525 295,091 4,936 3,751 3,962 1,683,608 1,978,700
Revenue Miles 15,972 9,190 9,190 5,083,818 66,354 48,551 51,952 22,458,002 27,541,820
Radial Reliant System Option 2
Peak Buses 51.00 25.00 25.00 51 215.00 141.00 173.00 215 266
Revenue Hours 931 525 525 295,091 4,936 3,751 3,962 1,683,608 1,978,700
Revenue Miles 15,841 9,114 9,114 5,041,995 66,354 48,551 51,952 22,458,002 27,499,997
Radial Reliant System Option 3
Peak Buses 50.00 24.00 24.00 50 216.00 140.00 172.00 216 266
Revenue Hours 913 504 504 288,128 4,950 3,730 3,941 1,684,783 1,972,911
Revenue Miles 15,680 9,022 9,022 4,990,878 66,249 47,898 51,299 22,359,555 27,350,433


CTA PACE
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Summary of Rail and BRT Operating Plan Requirements 
 
The following tables summarize operating requirements for the major capital 
investments identified for each of the system options. 
 


 


COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY 
SUMMARY OF OPERATING REQUIREMENTS
MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PROJECTS
MAIN LINE SYSTEM OPTIONS 
Main Line System Option 1 


Peak Fleet Annual Annual
Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours


1 DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E Bus 23 28 2,528,900 121,700
2 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700
3 I-290 BRT as J Route Connector IL 50 IL 83 Bus 6 7 742,700 30,700


Modal Summary Bus 63 76 5,296,700 290,100


Main Line System Option 2 
Peak Fleet Annual Annual


Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours
1 DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E Bus 23 28 2,528,900 121,700
2 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700


Modal Summary Bus 57 69 4,554,000 259,400


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook Forest Park IL 83 HRT 48 58 4,631,400 225,200


Modal Summary HRT 48 58 4,631,400 225,200


Main Line System Option 3 
Peak Fleet Annual Annual


Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours
1 DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E Bus 23 28 2,528,900 121,700
2 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700


Modal Summary Bus 57 69 4,554,000 259,400


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus IL 50 IL 83 CRT 60 72 2,960,900 122,800


Modal Summary CRT 60 72 2,960,900 122,800


Main Line System Option 4 
Peak Fleet Annual Annual


Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours
1 DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E Bus 23 28 2,528,900 121,700
2 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700
3 I-290 BRT as J Route Connector IL 171 IL 83 Bus 4 5 460,400 22,000


Modal Summary Bus 61 74 5,014,400 281,400


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Modal Summary HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Main Line System Option 5 
Peak Fleet Annual Annual


Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours
1 DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E Bus 23 28 2,528,900 121,700
2 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700
3 Cermak Road BRT IL 50 IL 83 Bus 8 10 681,400 44,000


Modal Summary Bus 65 79 5,235,400 303,400


Limits


Limits


Limits
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COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY 
SUMMARY OF OPERATING REQUIREMENTS
MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PROJECTS
CONCENTRIC SYSTEM OPTIONS 
Concentric System Option 1 


Peak Fleet Annual Annual
Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours


1 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700
2 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 IL 59 Bus 14 17 1,737,000 74,700
3 I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 Bus 10 12 1,552,900 54,700
4 I-290 + Extension BRT IL 50 IL 83 Bus 7 9 865,500 38,400
5 IL 83 BRT I-55 Thorndale Ave. Bus 8 10 1,031,200 44,000
6 1st Avenue BRT I-90 IL 50/55th St. Bus 11 14 1,117,100 60,400
7 IL 59 BRT I-88 95th/EJ&E Bus 5 6 491,000 29,700


Modal Summary Bus 89 109 8,819,800 439,600


Concentric System Option 2 
Peak Fleet Annual Annual


Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours
1 Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line Bus 34 41 2,025,100 137,700
2 I-290 / I-88 BRT 1st Avenue IL 59 Bus 12 15 1,454,800 61,400
3 I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 Bus 10 12 1,552,900 54,700


Modal Summary Bus 56 68 5,032,800 253,800


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Modal Summary HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Inner Circumferencial DMU IHB @ MD-W IL 50/55th St. DMU 40 48 2,953,900 44,000


Modal Summary DMU 40 48 2,953,900 44,000


Concentric System Option 3 
Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue


Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours
1 Mid-City Transitway AGT Jefferson Park Red Line AGT 75 90 6,042,200 185,900
2 I-290 / I-88 AGT IL 50 IL 59 AGT 50 60 4,917,400 148,500
3 IL 83 AGT I-55 Thorndale Ave. AGT 40 48 2,919,200 123,200
4 1st Avenue AGT I-90 IL 50/55th St. AGT 55 66 3,162,400 168,700


Modal Summary AGT 220 264 17,041,200 626,300


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Modal Summary HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Limits







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 115 of 127 


 
 
   


COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY 
SUMMARY OF OPERATING REQUIREMENTS
MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PROJECTS
RADIAL RELIANT SYSTEM OPTIONS


Radial Reliant System Option 1 
Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue


Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours
1 Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Union Station Hanover Park CRT 0* 0* 3,695,350 136,950
2 Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Ogilvie TC West Chicago CRT 0* 0* 3,403,300 146,950
3 BNSF Upgrade Union Station Route. 59 CRT 0* 0* 3,560,600 153,600


Modal Summary CRT 0 0 10,659,250 437,500
* Assumes turnback of existing peak direction trips to serve reverse peak direction.


Peak Fleet Annual Annual
Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours


1 IL 83 BRT I-55 Thorndale Ave. Bus 8 10 1,031,200 44,000
2 I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 Bus 10 12 1,552,900 54,700
3 I-290 / I-88 BRT 1st Avenue I-355 Bus 8 10 834,800 44,000


Modal Summary Bus 26 32 3,418,900 142,700


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Modal Summary HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Radial Reliant System Option 2 
Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue


Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours
1 Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Union Station Hanover Park CRT 0* 0* 3,695,350 136,950
2 Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Ogilvie TC West Chicago CRT 0* 0* 3,403,300 146,950
3 BNSF Upgrade Union Station Route 59 CRT 0* 0* 3,560,600 153,600


Modal Summary CRT 0 0 10,659,250 437,500
* Assumes turnback of existing peak direction trips to serve reverse peak direction.


Peak Fleet Annual Annual
Major Capital Investment From To Mode Vehicles Vehicles Revenue Miles Revenue Hours


1 IL 83 BRT I-55 Thorndale Ave. Bus 8 10 1,031,200 44,000
2 I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 Bus 10 12 1,552,900 54,700


Modal Summary Bus 18 22 2,584,100 98,700


Peak Fleet Annual Revenue Annual Revenue
Major Capital Investment Mode Vehicles Vehicles Car-Miles Car-Hours


1 Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Modal Summary HRT 8 10 551,400 46,300


Radial Reliant System Option 3 
No Major Capital Investments Proposed, express bus on selected expressways and arterial roadways.


Limits


Limits


Limits


Limits







          March 2007 


Cook DuPage Corridor  Systems & Options Operating Plan Assumptions 
Page 116 of 127 


5.0 SYSTEM OPTION OPERATING & MAINTENANCE (O&M) 
COST ESTIMATES 
 
Operating and Maintenance (O&M) cost estimates have been developed for each 
system option utilizing O&M cost models for each operating mode.  Four primary 
O&M cost models were developed for use in estimating annual O&M costs for the 
system options.  These include: 1) city bus O&M cost model - for Cook connectors; 
2) suburban bus O&M cost model – for DuPage connectors, employment center 
circulator routes and modified Pace fixed route bus service; 3) heavy rail transit O&M 
cost model –for rapid transit lines; and 4) commuter rail O&M cost model.  Existing 
operating costs have been utilized as a basis for estimated O&M costs for transit 
modes currently operated within the Chicago region.  Modifications of the city bus, 
commuter rail and heavy rail cost models are used to estimate O&M costs for Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT), Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) and Automated Guideway Transit 
(AGT) – transit modes which are not currently operated in the Chicago area.  Unit 
cost assumptions for one or more factors in the cost model are adjusted based on 
the characteristics of the particular mode.  For example, the AGT adjustments 
eliminate the labor factor (revenue train-hours) - because there is no labor to 
operate the train; but increases the unit cost for maintenance (revenue car-miles) 
because an AGT system is more complex and costly to maintain. Below is a brief 
description of each cost model including general assumptions. 
 
City Bus O&M Cost Model 
Annual O&M cost estimates are based on CTA’s existing O&M cost model that is 
calibrated with actual 2005 expenses. 2005 costs are inflated to 2007 dollars using 
CPI for Chicago. This O&M cost model requires the application of numerous driving 
variables for example train operator labor costs are driven by train hours of service. 
For the purposes of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Options Feasibility Study, costs 
associated with similar driving variables have been aggregated. This O&M cost model 
is used to estimate annual O&M costs for Cook connector routes.  Below is a list of 
model cost factors generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual O&M 
costs. 
 
Cook connectors: 
$ 47,696 / Peak Bus (level of service) 
$ 3.17 / revenue bus-mile (fuel / maintenance) 
$ 37.61 / revenue bus-hour (labor) 
$ 0.0468 / bus boarding 
 
Suburban Bus O&M Cost Model 
Annual O&M cost estimates are based on Pace’s 2005 bus O&M costs as reported in 
the National Transit Database (NTD). 2005 costs are escalated to 2007 dollars using 
CPI for Chicago. The suburban bus O&M cost model is used to estimate annual O&M 
costs associated with Pace fixed route service changes, DuPage connector routes and 
the employment center circulator routes. Below is a list of model cost factors 
generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual O&M costs. 
 
DuPage connectors, employment center circulators and Pace fixed route service 
changes: 
$ 46,665 / Peak Bus 
$ 1.10 / revenue bus-mile 
$ 55.80 / revenue bus-hour 
$ 190,363 / garage 
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Heavy Rail Transit O&M Cost Model 
 
Annual O&M cost estimates are based on CTA’s 2005 heavy rail transit O&M costs as 
reported in the National Transit Database (NTD). 2005 costs are escalated to 2007 
dollars using CPI for Chicago. The heavy rail transit O&M cost model is used to 
estimate annual O&M costs for rapid transit service. Below is a list of model cost 
factors generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual O&M costs. 
 
Heavy rail transit service expansion/enhancements: 
$ 244,975 / peak train 
$ 19,120 / peak car 
$ 116.96 / revenue train-hour 
$ 0.88 / revenue car-mile 
 
Commuter Rail O&M Cost Model 
 
Annual O&M cost estimates are based on Metra’s 2005 commuter rail O&M costs as 
reported in the National Transit Database (NTD).  2005 costs are escalated to 2007 
dollars using CPI for Chicago. The commuter rail O&M cost model is used to estimate 
annual O&M costs for commuter rail service. Below is a list of model cost factors 
generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual O&M costs. 
 
Commuter rail service expansion/enhancements: 
$ 69,376 / peak vehicle 
$ 2.88 / revenue vehicle-mile 
$ 183.41 / revenue vehicle-hour 
 
Automated Guideway Transit O&M Cost Assumptions 
 
Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) O&M costs are based on a combination of Heavy 
Rail Transit (HRT) O&M costs (2005 costs escalated to 2007 using the Chicago CPI) 
and the AGT costs from the Vancouver AGT system. Below is a list of model cost 
factors generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual O&M costs. 
 
Automated Guideway Transit service: 
$ 244,975 / peak train 
$ 19,120 / peak car 
$ 0.00 / revenue train-hour 
$ 0.96 / revenue car-mile 
 
Diesel Multiple Unit O&M Cost Assumptions 
 
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) O&M costs are based on the commuter rail O&M costs 
(2005 costs escalated to 2007 using the Chicago CPI) plus cost assumptions 
developed for other DMU cost models used around the country for corridor level 
planning. Below is a list of model cost factors generated from the cost model and 
used to estimate annual O&M costs. 
 
Diesel Multiple Unit service: 
$ 69,376 / peak vehicle 
$ 2.16 / revenue vehicle-mile 
$ 146.73 / revenue vehicle-hour 
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Bus Rapid Transit O&M Cost Assumptions 
 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) O&M costs are based on the city bus O&M costs (2005 costs 
escalated to 2007 using the Chicago CPI) plus cost assumptions developed for other 
BRT cost models used around the country for corridor level planning. Below is a list 
of model cost factors generated from the cost model and used to estimate annual 
O&M costs. 
 
Bus Rapid Transit service: 
$ 50,068 / peak bus 
$ 3.67 / revenue bus-mile 
$ 37.61 / revenue bus-hour 
$ 0.0468 / bus boarding 
$ 15,770 / station 
$ 21,383 / lane mile 
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Summary of O&M Cost Estimates 
 
Operations and Maintenance cost estimates were developed using the cost models 
described above.  The following tables identify annual O&M cost estimates for each 
major capital investment project for each system option. 
 
 


 
 


COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY
SUMMARY OF OPERATING & MAINTENANCE (O&M) COSTS


Main Line System Option 1 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $38,837,000
DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E $17,682,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector IL 50 IL 83 $4,985,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,547,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $124,930,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $194,314,000


Main Line System Option 2 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $51,700,000
DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E $17,682,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook DesPlaines Ave IL 83 $17,848,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,547,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $124,930,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $207,177,000


Main Line System Option 3 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $81,994,000
DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E $17,682,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus IL 50 IL 83 $48,142,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,189,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $124,930,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $237,113,000
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COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY
SUMMARY OF OPERATING & MAINTENANCE (O&M) COSTS


Main Line System Option 4 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $40,051,000
DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E $17,682,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector IL 171 (1st Ave) IL 83 $3,230,000
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue DesPlaines Ave. IL 171 (1st Ave) $2,969,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,547,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $124,920,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $195,518,000


Main Line System Option 5 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $39,184,000
DuPage J-Line BRT Woodfield TC 95th/EJ&E $17,682,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
Cermak Road BRT IL 50 IL 83 $5,332,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $26,616,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $125,357,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $191,157,000


Concentric System Option 1 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $62,377,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 IL 59 $11,668,000
I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 $9,976,000
I-290 + Extension BRT IL 50 IL 83 $5,950,000
IL 83 BRT I-55 Thorndale Ave. $7,033,000
1st Avenue BRT I-90 IL 50/55th St. $7,867,000
IL 59 BRT I-88 95th/EJ&E $3,713,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $25,563,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $126,901,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $214,841,000


Concentric System Option 2 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $66,187,000
Mid-City Transitway BRT Jefferson Park Red Line $16,170,000
I-290 / I-88 BRT 1st Avenue IL 59 $9,838,000
I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 $9,976,000
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue $2,969,000
Inner Circumferencial DMU IHB @ MD-W IL 50/55th St. $27,234,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $29,923,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $128,974,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $225,084,000


Concentric System Option 3 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $92,583,000
Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT Jefferson Park Red Line $27,629,000
I-290 / I-88 AGT 1st Avenue IL 59 $24,433,000
IL 83 AGT I-55 Thorndale Ave. $17,729,000
1st Avenue AGT I-90 IL 50/55th St. $19,823,000
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue $2,969,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $25,563,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $126,869,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $245,015,000
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COOK-DUPAGE CORRIDOR STUDY
SUMMARY OF OPERATING & MAINTENANCE (O&M) COSTS


Radial Reliant System Option 1 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $136,876,000
Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Union Station Hanover Park $35,764,000
Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Ogilvie TC West Chicago $36,756,000
BNSF Upgrade Union Station Route 59 $38,429,000
IL 83 BRT I-55 Thorndale Ave. $7,033,000
I-355 / I-290 BRT I-55 IL 58 $9,976,000
I-290 / I-88 BRT 1st Avenue I-355 $5,949,000
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue $2,969,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,688,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $128,938,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $296,502,000


Radial Reliant System Option 2 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


Major Capital Investments $131,763,000
Milwaukee District West Line Upgrade Union Station Hanover Park $35,764,000
Union Pacific West Line Upgrade Ogilvie TC West Chicago $36,756,000
BNSF Upgrade Union Station Route 59 $38,429,000
IL 83 BRT (Shoulder Running) I-55 Thorndale Ave. $7,460,000
I-355 / I-290 BRT (Shoulder Running) I-55 IL 58 $10,577,000
Blue Line Extension to 1st Avenue Forest Park 1st Avenue $2,777,000


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,547,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $128,938,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $291,248,000


Radial Reliant System Option 3 
Annual O&M Costs (07'$)


CTA Bus (includes Cook Connectors) $30,064,000
Pace Bus (includes DuPage Connectors, employment center circulators & fixed route) $128,942,000
Total Annual O&M Costs $159,006,000
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6.0 OPERATING STRATEGIES 
 
Cook-DuPage Corridor system options have been designed in a manner suchso that 
common transit technologies are operated on several of the major capital investment 
projects within a given system option (e.g., Concentric System Option 1 – seven BRT 
projects).  Because of this, flexibility is provided as to how service can be operated.  
This section identifies potential operating strategies that could be applied to the 
service plans for these projects to enhance transit system user benefits (e.g., less 
transfers, faster travel times, etc.).   
 
Interlining 
Interlining involves the continuation of a transit vehicle from one transit line onto 
another, essentially linking the two transit lines together through a common end-of-
line location. Although many of the major capital improvement projects intersect 
with one another, as currently proposed, only two of these projects operate the same 
transit technology at common end-of-line locations. The I-290 / I-88 BRT and the IL 
59 BRT in Concentric System Option 1 have a common end-of-line at I-88 and IL 59 
which would facilitate interlining. 
 
There are however, several locations at which connector routes share common end-
of-line locations and offer opportunities for interlining these routes together.  As 
noted above, the operating requirements have been developed assuming interlining 
opportunities where beneficial for saving operating resources (i.e., sharing buses 
between routes). Additionally, several fixed routes and employment center 
circulators offer interlining opportunities at key transfer locations throughout the 
study area (e.g., Oakbrook Center Mall / Transit Center). 
 
Through Routing or Mid-Route Linking 
Through routing or mid-route linking is defined as the continuation of a transit 
vehicle from one transit line onto another at a point other than the end-of-line 
location. Under this scenario, transit vehicles may traverse a portion of one transit 
line then deviate onto another transit line at a common transit stop/station location 
(at some mid-point location along the transit line). Under this operational strategy 
transit passengers are provided multiple opportunities or paths within the transit 
system without having to transfer between transit lines. This strategy reduces overall 
transit user travel times (i.e., eliminates transfer time), potentially provides more 
direct paths between origins and destinations, and may result in reduced operating 
requirements depending on service levels supplied (i.e., service levels could be 
tailored to demand along transit line segment). Through routing can be better 
designed through a more detailed analysis of travel patterns within the system, thus 
linking transit vehicle paths with highest demand travel patterns. All system options 
offer opportunities for through routing except Radial Reliant System Options 2 and 3. 
 
The following describes an example of through routing using Concentric System 
Option 1. The following seven BRT lines exist under this system option:  
 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 
I-290 / I-88 BRT  
I-355 / I-290 BRT  
I-290 + Extension BRT  
IL 83 BRT  
1st Avenue BRT  
IL 59 BRT 
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Assuming BRT vehicles can operate on any of the proposed BRT lines, BRT vehicles 
could deviate from one line to another mid-route.  Below are possible combinations 
in which BRT service could be operated in this system option. These combinations 
reflect one-direction travel and assume the reverse travel pattern. Again, 
matching user demand to operating patterns would yield those path combinations 
with the highest potential for success. 
 
 
# 


 
1st Project 


 
EOL Start 


 
Direction 


Common 
Station 


 
2nd Project 


 
Direction 


 
EOL End 


1 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


I-90 Southbound I-290 / IL 
50 


I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Westbound IL 59 


2 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


I-90 Southbound I-290 / IL 
50 


I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Westbound IL 83 


3 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


Red Line 
87th Sta. 


Northbound I-290 / IL 
50 


I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Westbound IL 59 


4 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


Red Line 
87th 
Station 


Northbound I-290 / IL 
50 


I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Westbound IL 83 


5 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


I-90 Southbound IL 50 / 
55th St. 


1st Avenue 
BRT 


West / 
Northbound 


I-90 


6 Mid-City 
Transitway BRT 


Red Line 
87th 
Station 


Northbound IL 50 / 
55th St. 


1st Avenue 
BRT 


West / 
Northbound 


I-90 


7 1st Avenue BRT I-90 Southbound I-290 I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Westbound IL 59 


8 1st Avenue BRT I-90 Southbound I-290 I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Westbound IL 83 


9 1st Avenue BRT IL50/55th 
St. 


Northbound I-290 I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Westbound IL 59 


10 1st Avenue BRT IL50/55th 
St 


Northbound I-290 I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Westbound IL 83 


11 1st Avenue BRT I-90 Southbound I-290 I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Eastbound IL 50 


12 1st Avenue BRT I-90 Southbound I-290 I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Eastbound IL 50 


13 1st Avenue BRT IL50/55th 
St. 


Northbound I-290 I-290 / I-88 
BRT 


Eastbound IL 50 


14 1st Avenue BRT IL50/55th 
St 


Northbound I-290 I-290 + 
Extension 
BRT 


Eastbound IL 50 


15 I-290 + 
Extension BRT 


IL 50 Westbound I-290 / IL 
83 


IL 83 BRT Northbound Thorndale 
Avenue 


16 I-290 + 
Extension BRT 


IL 50 Westbound I-290 / IL 
83 


IL 83 BRT Southbound I-55 


17 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 Westbound Oak Brook 
/ 22nd St. 


IL 83 BRT Northbound Thorndale 
Avenue 


18 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 Westbound Oak Brook 
/ 22nd St. 


IL 83 BRT Southbound I-55 


19 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 59 Eastbound Oak Brook 
/ 22nd St. 


IL 83 BRT Northbound Thorndale 
Avenue 


20 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 59 Eastbound Oak Brook 
/ 22nd St. 


IL 83 BRT Southbound I-55 


21 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 Westbound I-88 /  
I-355 


I-355 / I-
290 BRT 


Northbound IL 58 


22 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 50 Westbound I-88 /  
I-355 


I-355 / I-
290 BRT 


Southbound I-55 


23 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 59 Eastbound I-88 /  
I-355 


I-355 / I-
290 BRT 


Northbound IL 58 


24 I-290 / I-88 BRT IL 59 Eastbound I-88 /  
I-355 


I-355 / I-
290 BRT 


Southbound I-55 
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Additional combinations exist by linking more than two segments together (i.e., 
three or more) which would yield a much longer operating pattern (e.g., 1st Avenue 
BRT from I-90 south, I-290/I-88 BRT west and IL 83 south). Much like the J-Line 
serves several major employment centers under the Main Line System Options, 
linked operating patterns would allow for more direct travel between key connection 
points and employment centers.  
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7.0 BUS USE OF SHOULDER LANES 
 
Radial Reliant System Option 2 relies on the use of shoulder lanes for the IL 83 BRT 
and I-355/I-290 BRT.  Shoulder lane operation can reduce capital investment and 
possibly advance the schedule for project implementation.  Bus use of highway 
shoulder lanes have been in operation for more than ten years in various locations 
around the United States and Canada.  
 
In the Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area, authorized buses are allowed to travel 
on selected highway shoulders to bypass congestion segments.  Operational 
guidelines require that an authorized transit bus: 
 


• must not use the shoulder when mainline speeds are greater than 35 mph. 
• may not exceed the speed of traffic by more than 15 mph.  The maximum 


allowable speed is 35 mph. 
• must yield to any vehicle that enters the shoulder as well as any vehicle 


merging or exiting at an interchange ramp or intersection. 
• must re-enter the mainline at exception areas and in place where the 


shoulder is obstructed. 
 
A great deal of research and analysis has been completed over recent years, 
exploring the advantages, disadvantages and safety issues associated with this type 
of transit service operation in relation to transit and highway operations. Most 
notable is Transit Cooperative Research Program (TCRP) Synthesis 64, which 1) 
examines jurisdictions that allow bus use of shoulder lanes, noting their positive and 
negative experiences, and 2) identifies and obtains information about those 
jurisdictions that have considered, but have not implemented these treatments and 
the reasons why. Both transit and highway perspectives on the bus use of shoulder 
lanes are explored in this document. 
 
Chapter two of this TCRP Report identifies 14 bus use of shoulder lanes projects in 
various stages of system development from some that are near implementation to 
others that have been in operation for over thirty years. Below is a list of these 
projects: 


1. Minnesota, Twin Cities Area (Case Study 1) 
2. Virginia, Falls Church Area (Case Study 2) 
3. Maryland, Metro Washington, D.C. Area 
4. Delaware, Wilmington Area 
5. New Jersey, Central Area 
6. Georgia, Atlanta Metro Area 
7. Washington, Seattle Area 
8. Miami, Florida (Case Study 3) 
9. San Diego, California (Case Study 4) 
10. Ottawa, Ontario 
11. Toronto, Ontario (Case Study 5) 
12. Vancouver, British Columbia 
13. Dublin, Ireland (Case Study 6) 
14. Auckland, New Zealand. 
 


Below is an excerpt from the TCRP Synthesis 64 Summary, which identifies transit 
and highway operations perspectives. 
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“In this report, BBS stands for bus bypass shoulder operations. This 
acronym is used by other countries to describe their bus shoulder 
congestion bypass operations. Screening surveys were distributed to U.S. 
state departments of transportation, Canadian provincial transit agencies, 
transit operators, metropolitan planning organizations, and other agencies. 
Seventy-one responses were received.  
 
BBS operations have proven popular with bus passengers who benefit from 
the improved schedule reliability and quicker travel times. Such operations 
also have improved bus operating efficiencies and have not drawn 
significant complaints from general traffic motorists. Positive passenger 
perception of travel time savings helps to attract patronage. Passengers 
enjoy the feeling of moving faster than the general traffic. For bus 
operators, BBS operations allow them to offer more reliable service, which 
is particularly important for buses that make more than one peak direction 
commute period trip; the second peak direction bus trip is more likely to be 
on time. Other attractive aspects of BBS applications are that they can be 
implemented relatively quickly and are very cost-effective owing to their 
low cost. BBS projects typically do not require new rights-of-way and 
visually they are much less obtrusive than other capacity enhancements 
such as widened highways and direct-ramp interchange. In addition, BBS 
operations lend themselves to station stopping express bus service on 
freeways, because entering and exiting the freeway involve minimal traffic 
conflicts. 
 
From a highway operations and safety viewpoint the BBS use operations 
raise a number of important concerns. These concerns encompass the loss 
of basic functions that shoulders are intended to provide (removal and 
storage of disabled vehicles, emergency vehicle access, and highway 
maintenance staging), traffic safety risks, and the added costs for 
maintenance and enforcement. The traffic safety concerns include: 
 
• Conflicts at on- and off-ramps; 
• Sight distance adequacy, particularly at on-ramps; 
• Conflicts for motorists pulling onto the shoulder; 
• Loss of safe evasive movement shelter area; 
• Need for bus driver training; 
• Speed differential; 
• Impact on adjacent lane motorists; 
• Return merge distance adequacy; 
• Shoulder area debris hazards; 
• Reduced clearance for buses at bridge abutments; and 
• Highway drainage. 
 
Although a number of agencies have been constructing shoulders to full 
traffic lane standards, implementing BBS operations on older freeways 
often necessitates upgrades to shoulders. Many highway shoulders are 10 
ft wide or less and are not constructed to support high volumes of bus 
traffic. Buses themselves are nearly 10 ft wide, including mirrors, and are 
very heavy vehicles. Drainage side slopes and catch basins sometimes also 
need modification to provide comfortable bus rides. Signage and pavement 
markings also must be provided for safe operations. The extent of these 
modifications varies by jurisdiction and by highway. 
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This synthesis project has further defined the bus use of shoulder facilities 
in North America and provides added information on its implementation. 
Not unexpectedly, consistently formatted information describing these 
projects is not available, because they are low cost and not subject to the 
rigid and structured planning analysis requirements of a single national 
agency. 
 
What appears clear is that with proper operating rules and prudent 
upgrades to shoulder facilities the bus use of shoulders to bypass 
congestion has been a success. Successful concepts are copied and the bus 
shoulder congestion bypass concept has been copied and currently appears 
to be expanding into new communities. Its current use in most 
communities, however, is limited to a few corridors with significant bus 
operations, congested traffic conditions, and limited opportunities to widen 
the highway.” 
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATING STATISTICS MODEL
Operating Assumptions


Weekday Operating Hour Assumptions


Period Hours
AM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 6:30 am - 8:30 am
PM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm
Base Period Op. Hours 11.5 4:00 am - 6:30 am, 8:30 am-4:00 pm, 6:00 pm - 7:30 pm
Evening Hours 1.5 7:30 pm - 9:00 pm
Late Evening Hours 4 9:00 pm - 1:00 am


Total Hours 21


Saturday Operating Hour Assumptions


Period Hours  Span of Hours
AM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 6:30 am - 8:30 am
PM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm
Base Period Op. Hours 11.5 4:00 am - 6:30 am, 8:30 am-4:00 pm, 6:00 pm - 7:30 pm
Evening Hours 1.5 7:30 pm - 9:00 pm
Late Evening Hours 4 9:00 pm - 1:00 am


Total Hours 21


Sunday Operating Hour Assumptions


Period Hours  Span of Hours
AM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 6:30 am - 8:30 am
PM Peak Period Op. Hours 2 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm
Base Period Op. Hours 11.5 4:00 am - 6:30 am, 8:30 am-4:00 pm, 6:00 pm - 7:30 pm
Evening Hours 1.5 7:30 pm - 9:00 pm
Late Evening Hours 4 9:00 pm - 1:00 am


Total Hours 21


Weekdays 255
Saturdays 52
Sundays 58


 Span of Hours
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Weekday Service


Model Data Average Weekday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


301 Roosevelt Road Mid City Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 15 30 15 30 30 12.00 150.0 1,610.0
302 Stanley Pink Line Cicero Station Harlem/22nd St. 2 30 60 30 60 60 2.00 25.0 271.0
303 Madison / 19th Ave. North / 9th Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 15 30 15 30 30 4.00 50.0 550.0
304 Cicero/LaGrange BNSF LaGrange Station Pink Line Cicero Station 2 30 60 30 60 60 4.00 50.0 465.0
305 Cicero-River Forest Morton College Blue Line Cicero Station 2 30 30 30 60 60 3.00 54.8 664.3
307 Harlem 63rd & Archer MD-W Harlem Station 2 15 15 15 20 30 8.0 149.0 1,639.0
308 Medical Center Blue Line Forest Park Station Hines Hospital 2 10 15 10 15 20 3.0 44.0 528.0
309 Lake Street Blue Line Cicero Station UP - W Elmhurst Station 2 20 30 20 30 60 8.0 112.0 1,008.0
310 Madison / Hillside Wolf / Harrison Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 256.2
311 Oak Park Avenue 47th/Lawndale North/Narragansett 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 732.6
312 Ogden / 31st Cicero/Cermak Ogden/Harlem 2 Route replaced by DuPage Connector Route 10
313 St. Charles Road UP-W Maywood Station Yorktown Center 2 30 30 30 30 60 4.0 76.0 1,048.8
315 Austin - Ridegland Green Line Ridgeland Station Green Line Austin Station 2 30 30 30 60 60 4.0 73.0 722.7
317 Westchester Bal Moral / Canterbury Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 30 60 30 60 60 2.0 25.0 275.0
318 West North Ave. Blue Line Forest Park Station North Lake Commons 2 15 30 15 20 60 6.0 71.3 750.5
319 Grand Avenue Fullerton/Narragansett Wolf & North 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 661.2
320 Madison Street Blue Line Forest Park Station Green Line Austin Station 2 30 30 30 30 60 2.0 38.0 220.4
322 Cermak Rd. / 22nd St. Blue Line Cicero Station Diehl Road 2 10 15 10 15 20 21.0 308.0 4,664.0
325 25th Avenue Blue Line Rosemont Station Cermak / 17th Ave. 2 30 30 30 60 60 3.0 54.8 810.3
330 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 30 30 30 60 60 5.0 91.3 1,503.8


331 Cumberland / 5th 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 30 30 30 30 60 5.0 95.0 1,147.6


332 River-York Roads Oak Brook Transit Center Blue Line Rosemont Station 2 30 60 30 60 60 5.0 62.5 910.0
535 Fox Valley Shuttle BNSF Hwy 59 Station Fox Valley Mall 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.0 42.0 577.9


714 College of 
DuPage/Wheaton UP-W Wheaton Station Edward Hospital 2 Route replaced by DuPage Connector Route 2


715 Central DuPage UP-W Line Wheaton Station Argonne National Lab 2 30 60 30 60 60 6.0 75.0 930.0


116.0 1,782 21,946


Modified Existing PACE Route Alignments


 
 
RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Saturday Service


Model Data Average Saturday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


301 Roosevelt Road Mid City Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 1,352.4
302 Stanley Pink Line Cicero Station Harlem/22nd St. 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.00 21.0 227.6
303 Madison / 19th Ave. North / 9th Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 462.0
304 Cicero/LaGrange BNSF LaGrange Station Pink Line Cicero Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.00 42.0 390.6
305 Cicero-River Forest Morton College Blue Line Cicero Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.50 31.5 382.2
307 Harlem 63rd & Archer MD-W Harlem Station 2 20 20 20 30 30 6.0 115.0 1,265.0
308 Medical Center Blue Line Forest Park Station Hines Hospital 2 15 15 15 15 20 2.0 40.0 480.0
309 Lake Street Blue Line Cicero Station UP - W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 60 5.0 95.0 912.0
310 Madison / Hillside Wolf / Harrison Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 256.2
311 Oak Park Avenue 47th/Lawndale North/Narragansett 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 732.6
313 St. Charles Road UP-W Maywood Station Yorktown Center 2 30 30 30 30 60 4.0 76.0 1,048.8
315 Austin - Ridegland Green Line Ridgeland Station Green Line Austin Station 2 30 30 30 60 60 4.0 73.0 722.7
317 Westchester Bal Moral / Canterbury Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 231.0
318 West North Ave. Blue Line Forest Park Station North Lake Commons 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 600.4
319 Grand Avenue Fullerton/Narragansett Wolf & North 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 365.4
320 Madison Street Blue Line Forest Park Station Green Line Austin Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 121.8
322 Cermak Rd. / 22nd St. Blue Line Cicero Station Diehl Road 2 30 30 30 30 30 7.0 147.0 2,226.0
325 25th Avenue Blue Line Rosemont Station Cermak / 17th Ave. 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.5 31.5 466.2
330 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 865.2


331 Cumberland / 5th 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 634.2


332 River-York Roads Oak Brook Transit Center Blue Line Rosemont Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 764.4
535 Fox Valley Shuttle BNSF Hwy 59 Station Fox Valley Mall 2 60 60 60 60 30 1.0 25.0 344.0
715 Central DuPage UP-W Line Wheaton Station Argonne National Lab 2 60 60 60 60 60 3.0 63.0 781.2


62.0 1,252 15,632


Modified Existing PACE Route Alignments
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Sunday Service


Model Data Average Sunday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


301 Roosevelt Road Mid City Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 1,352.4
302 Stanley Pink Line Cicero Station Harlem/22nd St. 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.00 21.0 227.6
303 Madison / 19th Ave. North / 9th Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 462.0
304 Cicero/LaGrange BNSF LaGrange Station Pink Line Cicero Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.00 42.0 390.6
305 Cicero-River Forest Morton College Blue Line Cicero Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.50 31.5 382.2
307 Harlem 63rd & Archer MD-W Harlem Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.0 84.0 924.0
308 Medical Center Blue Line Forest Park Station Hines Hospital 2 15 15 15 15 20 2.0 40.0 480.0
309 Lake Street Blue Line Cicero Station UP - W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 60 5.0 95.0 912.0
310 Madison / Hillside Wolf / Harrison Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 256.2
311 Oak Park Avenue 47th/Lawndale North/Narragansett 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 732.6
313 St. Charles Road UP-W Maywood Station Yorktown Center 2 30 30 30 30 60 4.0 76.0 1,048.8
315 Austin - Ridegland Green Line Ridgeland Station Green Line Austin Station 2 30 30 30 60 60 4.0 73.0 722.7
317 Westchester Bal Moral / Canterbury Blue Line Forest Park Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 231.0
318 West North Ave. Blue Line Forest Park Station North Lake Commons 2 30 30 30 30 60 3.0 57.0 600.4
319 Grand Avenue Fullerton/Narragansett Wolf & North 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 365.4
320 Madison Street Blue Line Forest Park Station Green Line Austin Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.0 21.0 121.8
322 Cermak Rd. / 22nd St. Blue Line Cicero Station Diehl Road 2 30 30 30 30 30 7.0 147.0 2,226.0
325 25th Avenue Blue Line Rosemont Station Cermak / 17th Ave. 2 60 60 60 60 60 1.5 31.5 466.2
330 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 865.2


331 Cumberland / 5th 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 634.2


332 River-York Roads Oak Brook Transit Center Blue Line Rosemont Station 2 60 60 60 60 60 2.0 42.0 764.4
535 Fox Valley Shuttle BNSF Hwy 59 Station Fox Valley Mall 2 60 60 60 60 30 1.0 25.0 344.0
715 Central DuPage UP-W Line Wheaton Station Argonne National Lab 2 60 60 60 60 60 3.0 63.0 781.2


60.0 1,221 15,291


Modified Existing PACE Route Alignments


 
 
RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Weekday Service


Model Data Average Weekday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


DP1 County Farm Rd. / IL 59 MD-W Hanover Park Station Fox Valley Mall 2 15 15 15 30 30 9.00 164.3 2,847.0


DP2


College of Du Page/ 
Naperville/Wheaton 


Conenctor UP-W Line Wheaton Station Edward Hospital Martin / Brom 2 15 15 15 30 30 19.00 346.8 6,205.0


DP3 Glen Ellyn Road Corridor Woodfield NW Transit Ctr. Star Line 95th St. Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 13.00 237.3 4,117.2
DP4 Joliet-Yorktown Washington / Scott Yorktown JC Penny 2 15 15 15 30 30 7.00 127.8 2,423.6


DP5
York St. / IL 83 / Cass 


Ave Corridor MD-W Itasca Station I-55 P&R at Cass Ave. 2 15 15 15 30 30 10.00 182.5 3,328.8
DP6 Lake Street Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 6.00 109.5 1,912.6


DP7
Army Trail Blvd. / Schick 


Rd. Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Villa Park Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 8.00 146.0 2,628.0
DP8 North Avenue Corridor Charlestowne Mall UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 8.00 146.0 2,555.0


DP9 Roosevelt Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station UP-W West Chicago Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 7.00 127.8 2,131.6
DP10 Ogden Avenue Corridor Blue Line Cicero Ave. Station Fox Valley Mall 2 15 15 15 30 30 12.00 219.0 3,971.2
DP11 75th Street Fox Valley Mall J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 9.00 164.3 3,095.2


DP12 Butterfield Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station I-290 BRT Cicero Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 8.00 146.0 2,233.8
116.00 2,117 37,449


C1 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 15 15 15 30 30 8.00 146.0 2,993.0


C2 Cumberland / 1st 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 8.00 146.0 2,657.2


C3 Harlem Avenue UP-NW Line Norwood Station Archer Avenue 2 15 15 15 30 30 6.00 109.5 2,044.0
C4 Austin Avenue MD-W Line Galewood Station BNSF Clyde Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 4.00 73.0 978.2
C5 Grand Avenue J-Line I-290 Station MD-W Line River Grove Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 4.00 73.0 1,168.0
C6 North Avenue Mid-City North Avenue Station J-Line I-290 Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 6.00 109.5 1,795.8
C7 Madison Street CTA Green Line Cicero Station I-290 1st Ave Station 2 15 15 15 30 30 3.00 54.8 642.4
C8 Roosevelt Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 15 15 15 30 30 6.00 109.5 1,722.8
C9 Cermak Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 15 15 15 30 30 6.00 109.5 1,839.6


51.00 931 15,841


NEW PACE DuPage Connector Routes


NEW CTA Cook Connector Routes
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Saturday Service


Model Data Average Saturday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


DP1 County Farm Rd. / IL 59 MD-W Hanover Park Station Fox Valley Mall 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,638.0


DP2


College of Du Page/ 
Naperville/Wheaton 


Conenctor UP-W Line Wheaton Station Edward Hospital Martin / Brom 2 30 30 30 30 30 9.00 189.0 3,570.0


DP3 Glen Ellyn Road Corridor Woodfield NW Transit Ctr. Star Line 95th St. Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 2,368.8
DP4 Joliet-Yorktown Washington / Scott Yorktown JC Penny 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,394.4


DP5
York St. / IL 83 / Cass 


Ave Corridor MD-W Itasca Station I-55 P&R at Cass Ave. 2 30 30 30 30 30 5.00 105.0 1,915.2
DP6 Lake Street Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,100.4


DP7
Army Trail Blvd. / Schick 


Rd. Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Villa Park Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,512.0
DP8 North Avenue Corridor Charlestowne Mall UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,470.0


DP9 Roosevelt Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station UP-W West Chicago Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,226.4
DP10 Ogden Avenue Corridor Blue Line Cicero Ave. Station Fox Valley Mall 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 2,284.8
DP11 75th Street Fox Valley Mall J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,780.8


DP12 Butterfield Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station I-290 BRT Cicero Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,285.2
56.00 1,176 21,546


C1 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,722.0


C2 Cumberland / 1st 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,528.8


C3 Harlem Avenue UP-NW Line Norwood Station Archer Avenue 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,176.0
C4 Austin Avenue MD-W Line Galewood Station BNSF Clyde Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 562.8
C5 Grand Avenue J-Line I-290 Station MD-W Line River Grove Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 672.0
C6 North Avenue Mid-City North Avenue Station J-Line I-290 Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,033.2
C7 Madison Street CTA Green Line Cicero Station I-290 1st Ave Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 1.00 21.0 369.6
C8 Roosevelt Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 991.2
C9 Cermak Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,058.4


25.00 525 9,114


NEW PACE DuPage Connector Routes


NEW CTA Cook Connector Routes


 
 
RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Sunday Service


Model Data Average Sunday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


DP1 County Farm Rd. / IL 59 MD-W Hanover Park Station Fox Valley Mall 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,638.0


DP2


College of Du Page/ 
Naperville/Wheaton 


Conenctor UP-W Line Wheaton Station Edward Hospital Martin / Brom 2 30 30 30 30 30 9.00 189.0 3,570.0


DP3 Glen Ellyn Road Corridor Woodfield NW Transit Ctr. Star Line 95th St. Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 2,368.8
DP4 Joliet-Yorktown Washington / Scott Yorktown JC Penny 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,394.4


DP5
York St. / IL 83 / Cass 


Ave Corridor MD-W Itasca Station I-55 P&R at Cass Ave. 2 30 30 30 30 30 5.00 105.0 1,915.2
DP6 Lake Street Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,100.4


DP7
Army Trail Blvd. / Schick 


Rd. Corridor MD-W Hanover Park Station UP-W Villa Park Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,512.0
DP8 North Avenue Corridor Charlestowne Mall UP-W Elmhurst Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,470.0


DP9 Roosevelt Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station UP-W West Chicago Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,226.4
DP10 Ogden Avenue Corridor Blue Line Cicero Ave. Station Fox Valley Mall 2 30 30 30 30 30 6.00 126.0 2,284.8
DP11 75th Street Fox Valley Mall J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,780.8


DP12 Butterfield Road Corridor J-Line Oak Brook Station I-290 BRT Cicero Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,285.2
56.00 1,176 21,546


C1 Mannheim / LaGrange Archer / Harlem O'Hare Airport Kiss-n-Fly 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,722.0


C2 Cumberland / 1st 
Avenue Brookfield Village Hall Blue Line Cumberland Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 4.00 84.0 1,528.8


C3 Harlem Avenue UP-NW Line Norwood Station Archer Avenue 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,176.0
C4 Austin Avenue MD-W Line Galewood Station BNSF Clyde Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 562.8
C5 Grand Avenue J-Line I-290 Station MD-W Line River Grove Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 672.0
C6 North Avenue Mid-City North Avenue Station J-Line I-290 Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,033.2
C7 Madison Street CTA Green Line Cicero Station I-290 1st Ave Station 2 30 30 30 30 30 1.00 21.0 369.6
C8 Roosevelt Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 991.2
C9 Cermak Road CTA Blue Line Cicero Station Oak Brook Transit Center 2 30 30 30 30 30 3.00 63.0 1,058.4


25.00 525 9,114


NEW PACE DuPage Connector Routes


NEW CTA Cook Connector Routes
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Weekday Service


Model Data Average Weekday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


LM Circ 1
Loyola / Maywood 


Circulator 1 Maywood Loyola Medical Facilities 2 10 10 10 15 15 6.00 115.0 1,173.0


EA Circ 1 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 1 Army Trail Blvd / I-355 Grand Ave / Church Rd. 2 15 15 15 15 15 7.00 147.0 1,562.4


EA Circ 2 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 2 Rohwling Road. York / Grand 2 15 15 15 15 15 6.00 126.0 1,327.2


T Circ 1 North Thorndale Circ North Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0
T Circ 2 West Thorndale Circ West Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8
T Circ 3 East Thorndale Circ East Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 806.4


S Circ 1 E Golf / East Algonquin East Golf/Algonquin J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 1,008.0
S Circ 2 McConnor Pkwy/Arbor Arbor Drive J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 3 Motorola William Rainey Harper College J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 957.6
S Circ 4 Remington Valley Lake Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 5 State Pkwy. Commerce Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 621.6


OBY Circ 
1 22nd Street East Windsor/Swift Dr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8


OBY Circ 
2 Yorkfield/Central Park Kensington Rd. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 10 10 10 15 15 6.00 115.0 1,012.0


OBY Circ 
3 Commerce/Drury Drury Lane J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 10 10 10 15 15 3.00 57.5 575.0


OBY Circ 
4 Oak Brook/Yorktown Yorktown Ctr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


OBY Circ 
5 Opus Place Opus place Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 554.4


OBY Circ 
6 Finley Road Industrial Finley Road Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 688.8


WNL Circ 
1 Lucent Lucent J-Line Naperville Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0


WNL Circ 
2 Diehl Road J-Line IL 59 Station J-Line Naperville Station 2 10 10 10 15 15 6.00 115.0 1,012.0


WNL Circ 
3 Warrenville Road Warrenville Road J-Line Mill/Washington Stations 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 571.2


WNL Circ 
4 Ferry Road Ferry Road J-Line IL59 Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


87.00 1,789 16,977


NEW PACE Employment Center Circulator Routes


Oak Brook / Yorktown Employment Center


Warrenville / Naperville / Lisle Employment Center


Loyola / Maywood Employment Center


Elmhurst / Addison Employment Center


Thorndale Employment Center


Schaumburg Employment Center
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Saturday Service


Model Data Average Saturday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


LM Circ 1
Loyola / Maywood 


Circulator 1 Maywood Loyola Medical Facilities 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 856.8


EA Circ 1 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 1 Army Trail Blvd / I-355 Grand Ave / Church Rd. 2 15 15 15 15 15 7.00 147.0 1,562.4


EA Circ 2 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 2 Rohwling Road. York / Grand 2 15 15 15 15 15 6.00 126.0 1,327.2


T Circ 1 North Thorndale Circ North Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0
T Circ 2 West Thorndale Circ West Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8
T Circ 3 East Thorndale Circ East Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 806.4


S Circ 1 E Golf / East Algonquin East Golf/Algonquin J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 1,008.0
S Circ 2 McConnor Pkwy/Arbor Arbor Drive J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 3 Motorola William Rainey Harper College J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 957.6
S Circ 4 Remington Valley Lake Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 5 State Pkwy. Commerce Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 621.6


OBY Circ 
1 22nd Street East Windsor/Swift Dr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8


OBY Circ 
2 Yorkfield/Central Park Kensington Rd. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 739.2


OBY Circ 
3 Commerce/Drury Drury Lane J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 2.00 42.0 420.0


OBY Circ 
4 Oak Brook/Yorktown Yorktown Ctr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


OBY Circ 
5 Opus Place Opus place Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 554.4


OBY Circ 
6 Finley Road Industrial Finley Road Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 688.8


WNL Circ 
1 Lucent Lucent J-Line Naperville Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0


WNL Circ 
2 Diehl Road J-Line IL 59 Station J-Line Naperville Station 2 20 20 20 20 20 3.00 63.0 554.4


WNL Circ 
3 Warrenville Road Warrenville Road J-Line Mill/Washington Stations 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 285.6


WNL Circ 
4 Ferry Road Ferry Road J-Line IL59 Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


78.00 1,638 15,490


NEW PACE Employment Center Circulator Routes


Oak Brook / Yorktown Employment Center


Warrenville / Naperville / Lisle Employment Center


Loyola / Maywood Employment Center


Elmhurst / Addison Employment Center


Thorndale Employment Center


Schaumburg Employment Center
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RTA Cook-DuPage Corridor
BUS OPERATNG STATISTICS - Main Line System Option 1
Sunday Service


Model Data Average Sunday
Dir Service Frequency Peak Total Total


Route # Route Name 1st Bus Terminal 2nd Bus Terminal Code AM Mid PM Eve Late Buses Rev Hrs Rev Mi's


LM Circ 1
Loyola / Maywood 


Circulator 1 Maywood Loyola Medical Facilities 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 856.8


EA Circ 1 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 1 Army Trail Blvd / I-355 Grand Ave / Church Rd. 2 15 15 15 15 15 7.00 147.0 1,562.4


EA Circ 2 Elmhurst/Addison Circ 2 Rohwling Road. York / Grand 2 15 15 15 15 15 6.00 126.0 1,327.2


T Circ 1 North Thorndale Circ North Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0
T Circ 2 West Thorndale Circ West Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8
T Circ 3 East Thorndale Circ East Thorndale J-Line Thorndale Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 806.4


S Circ 1 E Golf / East Algonquin East Golf/Algonquin J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 1,008.0
S Circ 2 McConnor Pkwy/Arbor Arbor Drive J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 3 Motorola William Rainey Harper College J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 5.00 105.0 957.6
S Circ 4 Remington Valley Lake Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 772.8
S Circ 5 State Pkwy. Commerce Dr. J-Line Schaumburg Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 621.6


OBY Circ 
1 22nd Street East Windsor/Swift Dr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 520.8


OBY Circ 
2 Yorkfield/Central Park Kensington Rd. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 739.2


OBY Circ 
3 Commerce/Drury Drury Lane J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 2.00 42.0 420.0


OBY Circ 
4 Oak Brook/Yorktown Yorktown Ctr. J-Line Oak Brook Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


OBY Circ 
5 Opus Place Opus place Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 554.4


OBY Circ 
6 Finley Road Industrial Finley Road Yorktown Ctr. 2 15 15 15 15 15 4.00 84.0 688.8


WNL Circ 
1 Lucent Lucent J-Line Naperville Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 588.0


WNL Circ 
2 Diehl Road J-Line IL 59 Station J-Line Naperville Station 2 20 20 20 20 20 3.00 63.0 554.4


WNL Circ 
3 Warrenville Road Warrenville Road J-Line Mill/Washington Stations 2 30 30 30 30 30 2.00 42.0 285.6


WNL Circ 
4 Ferry Road Ferry Road J-Line IL59 Station 2 15 15 15 15 15 3.00 63.0 672.0


78.00 1,638 15,490


NEW PACE Employment Center Circulator Routes


Oak Brook / Yorktown Employment Center


Warrenville / Naperville / Lisle Employment Center


Loyola / Maywood Employment Center


Elmhurst / Addison Employment Center


Thorndale Employment Center


Schaumburg Employment Center
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Index of Proposed Major Capital Investments 
 
Below is a list of major capital investments presented in each respective system option.  The 
number to the left of each capital investment corresponds with a like-numbered graphical 
representation of the projects within a series of System Option maps.  Each system option 
is designed with complementary modes and system interoperability in order to achieve a 
seamless system and reduce transfers.  Nevertheless, each capital investment may require 
further analysis of modal options and alignments.  The System Option maps are comprised 
of five Main Line option maps, three Concentric options maps and three Radial Reliant 
option maps. 
 
Main Line System Options 
 
Main Line System Option 1 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – I-290 BRT as J Route connector 
4 – I-290 HOV Lanes 
5 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 2 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Blue Line extension to Oak Brook 
4 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 3 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus 
4 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 4 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – I-290 HOV Lanes 
4 - I-290 BRT as J Route connector 
5 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
6 - Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


 
Main Line System Option 5 


1 – DuPage J-Line BRT 
2 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
3 – Cermak Road BRT 
4 - Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 


Round 2 Consideration 


Round 2 Consideration 
 
1111  


Round 2 Consideration 
 
1111  
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Concentric System Options 
Concentric System Option 1 


1 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 BRT 
4 – I-88 HOT 
5 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
7 – I-290 + Extension BRT 
8 – I-290 + Extension HOV 
9 – IL 83 BRT 
10 – 1st Avenue BRT 
11 – IL 59 BRT (I-88 to 95th Street) 


 
Concentric System Option 2 


1 – Mid-City Transitway BRT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 BRT (1st Ave. – IL 59) 
4 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
5 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
7 – Inner Circumferential DMU 


 
Concentric System Option 3 


1 – Mid-City Transitway AGT/RT 
2 – Elgin – O’Hare Expressway east extension 
3 – I-290 / I-88 AGT (1st Ave. – IL 59) 
4 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
5 – IL 83 AGT 
6 – 1st Avenue AGT 


 
Radial Reliant System Options 
Radial Reliant System Option 1 


1 – Milwaukee District West Line upgrade 
2 – Union Pacific West Line upgrade 
3 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
4 – I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV + I-290 Extension reversible HOV (reverse commute 


orientation)  
5 – IL 83 BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 BRT 
7 – I-355/I-290 HOT 
8 – I-290 / I-88 BRT 
9 – I-88 HOT 
10 – BNSF upgrade 


 
Radial Reliant System Option 2 


1 – Milwaukee District West Line upgrade 
2 – Union Pacific West Line upgrade 
3 – Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue 
4 – I-290 reversible HOV (reverse commute orientation) 
5 – IL 83 shoulder riding BRT 
6 – I-355/I-290 shoulder riding BRT 
7 – BNSF upgrade 


Radial Reliant System Option 3: No major capital investments proposed; express bus 
on selected expressways and arterial roadways  


Round 2 Consideration 


Round 2 Consideration 


Round 2 Consideration 
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Computation of Normalized Scores 
For Performance of Each Option Relative to Each Performance Measure 
April 2007 


 
For each of the 11 options currently under study for the Cook-DuPage Corridor Option 
Feasibility Study, evaluation of that option relative to many of the specific performance 
measures, gives a raw score of the performance of that option.  For example, and 
relative to alignment proximity to wetlands, the range of raw scores could hypothetically 
be 86 wetlands within 100 feet of either side of an Option’s major capital project 
alignment as the highest raw score down to 28 wetlands as the lowest raw score. 
 
So as to provide a basis for comparison of each of the 11 options under study against 
the large number of performance measures (measures which score an option relative to 
its compatibility with and support of a specific goal and objective), it is necessary to 
normalize raw scores.  In this work, the normalization undertaken is to convert the best 
raw score to a normalized score of 10 and the poorest raw score to a normalized score 
of 1.   For a measure for which the highest is the best number (e.g., number of current 
jobs within ½ mile radius of a transit station), the highest number is given the 
normalized score of 10 and the lowest raw score is given the normalized score of 1.  
Conversely, if the lowest score in a given measure is the most preferred (for example, 
we would seek alignment proximity to wetlands to be the smallest possible occurrences), 
the lowest raw score is given a normalized score of 10 and the highest number is given 
the lowest possible normalized score of 1. 
 
Using simple algebraic ratio and proportion, the range of raw scores is normalized to a 
scale where the best raw score is given a normalized score of 10 and the poorest raw 
score is given a normalized score of 1.   
 
For the Cook-DuPage Corridor Option Feasibility Study, the development of normalized 
scores for each of the 11 options under study relative to each of the prescribed 
performance measures is presented in the spreadsheet entitled “Evaluation Matrix.”  The 
algebra associated with the computation in the spreadsheet is presented below for a set 
of raw scores where the highest number is the best number, and where the lowest raw 
score is the best of the raw scores. 
 
For measures involving scores of “good,” “moderate,” and “poor” a normalized score of 
7, 5, or 3 is assigned, respectively. 
 
 
If the Highest Raw Score Number is Best  
 
Normalized Performance Score = NPS        
Highest raw score = A (Normalized score = 10)  
Lowest raw score = B (Normalized score = 1) 
Range (of raw scores) = A - B 
Intermittent raw scores:  X1, X2 ….X9 
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If the Lowest Raw Score Number is Best  
 
Normalized Performance Score = NPS        
Highest raw score   = A (Normalized Score = 1)  
Lowest raw score    = B (Normalized Score = 10)  
Range (of raw scores) = A - B 
Intermittent raw scores:  X1, X2 ….X9 
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DRAFTMain Line Option 1: Findings 
 
Multimodal investment in the Eisenhower Expressway corridor is the focus of Main Line Option 
1.  In this option, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes - one new lane in each direction for the 
exclusive use of vehicles with 3 or more passengers - combined with Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
service on the I-290 HOV lanes are the core investments comprising the east-west Main Line.   
 
To provide access to other identified major employment centers for reverse commuters and 
intersuburban commuters, a connecting, high performance transit service is proposed at each 
of the two ends of the Main Line.  The same connecting investments are considered in all Main 
Line options: the proposed DuPage J Line BRT service and the Mid-City Transitway (in the Main 
Line options, also as BRT).  By keeping the connecting services constant in all five Main Line 
options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly 
understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the core Main Line investments intersect 
with the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 1  (as well as Main Line 
Options 2 and 4), the hubs are proposed in the vicinity of Oakbrook Center in Oak Brook and 
the Mid-City Transitway in Chicago, just north of the Town of Cicero. 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Main Line Option 1 forms a new Bus Rapid 
Transit network.  All major capital investments comprising Main Line Option 1 are listed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
I-290 HOV Lanes  Highway+Transit * NA 
I-290 BRT (as J Route Connector) BRT 12.2 8 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit * NA 


 TOTAL 77.9* 53 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included.  
 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 1 ranks third highest among all eleven options examined in the Goal and 
Objectives analysis, and highest among the five Main Line options.  Main Line Option 1 has an 
estimated construction cost and annual operating cost comparable to or slightly lower than, the 
other Main Line system options.  Main Line Option 1 is also more effective than the other Main 
Line Options in addressing the Goals, indicating a higher overall value.  
 
Among all eleven options, Main Line Option 1 is a moderate-to-strong performer in nearly all 
goals and objectives, while not the highest in any area in particular.  Main Line Option 1 is most 
notable in its ability to provide direct access to multiple employment centers, to improve travel 
efficiency on the Eisenhower Expressway, and overall system value.   
 
Strengths: 


 The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 
centers,  


 Shared use/multi-purpose facility (HOV) in the currently congested I-290 corridor 
provides travelers with choice of travel options and improves mobility for both auto and 
transit users in the I-290 corridor; 
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 BRT network (as is the case for any same mode network) allows a high degree of service 
interoperability, offering the potential to provide direct, express service between many 
different end points; 


 Flexibility of this BRT mode allows service deviation to avoid incidents that delay traffic 
(accidents, weather related delays, etc.).  It can also allow demand-responsive or 
temporary increases in capacity, without requiring facility expansion; 


 Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the east 
end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit; 


 Hubs located in residentially dense Cicero and the relatively employment dense/mixed 
activity center in Oak Brook have a strong potential to encourage “smart”, desired 
development.  


 
Areas of Concern: 


 Bus rapid transit (BRT) is a new untested form of transit for our region; 
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, Pace, and RTA in facility design, 


access, financing and construction schedule; 
 HOV lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 The I-290 HOV would likely require acquisition of right-of-way in Oak Park, particularly 


in the vicinity of interchanges; 
 Potential of I-290 HOV and BRT facilities to impact historic landmarks in the I-290 


Corridor, particularly in Oak Park and Chicago; 
 As is the case for all five Main Line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands and open space at various locations, if significant new right-of-way is required; 
 Funding is currently unavailable. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional BRT expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized  or 


mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 


potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park; 
 Innovative management and/or revenue generating strategies could be applied to the 


HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the operating/maintenance 
costs.   


COOK DUPAGE CORRIDOR TECHNICAL COMMITTEE  PAGE 2 OF 24 
DRAFT OPTION ASSESSMENT SUMMARIES 
APRIL 27, 2007 







Main Line Option 2: Findings 
 
A new major transit investment in the Eisenhower Expressway corridor is the focus of Main Line 
Option 2. This option considers the extension of the CTA Blue Line to Oak Brook from its current 
terminus at Des Plaines Avenue in Forest Park as the east-west main line. In this option, the 
Blue Line extension to Oak Brook replaces the combination of I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle 
(HOV) lanes and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) considered in Main Line Option 1.  
 
To provide access to other identified major employment centers for reverse commuters and 
intersuburban commuters, a connecting, high performance transit service is proposed at each 
of the two ends of the Main Line.  The same connecting investments are considered in all Main 
Line options: the proposed DuPage J Line BRT service and the Mid-City Transitway (in the Main 
Line options, also as BRT).  By keeping the connecting services constant in all five Main Line 
options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly 
understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the east-west main line would intersect with 
the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 2 (as well as Main Line Options 1 
and 4), the hubs are proposed in the vicinity of Oakbrook Center in Oak Brook and the Mid-City 
Transitway in Chicago, just north of the Town of Cicero. 
 
The major transit investments of Main Line Option 2 work together as a system of Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) and heavy rail (locally referred to as rapid transit).  All major capital investments 
comprising Main Line Option 2 are listed below. 
 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Blue Line extension to Oak Brook Heavy Rail 7.4 6 
DuPage J Line  BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 77.5 51 
 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
In the Goal and Objectives analysis, Main Line Option 2 ranks sixth among all eleven options 
examined.  The benefits of Main Line Option 2 are generally similar to, but slightly lower than, 
Main Line Option 1. However, Main Line Option 2 has an estimated construction cost 
approximately $1 billion higher than all four of the other Main Line system options; the result is 
that it offers the lowest value among the five Main line options when comparing this system’s 
cost versus its achievement of other goals.   
 
Main Line Option 2 is most notable in its ability to provide reverse commuters direct access to 
the Loyola and Oak Brook employment centers, travel efficiency for transit users in the 
Eisenhower Expressway Corridor, and notably fewer instances of potential conflict with 
environmental, natural and historic resources.   
 
While some marginal mode shift from auto to transit in the I-290 corridor could be reasonably 
anticipated, Main Line Option 2 is unlikely to significantly improve travel efficiency for 
automobile or other users of I-290.   
 
Strengths: 
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 The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 
centers,  


 Exclusive guideway for transit offers the greatest service reliability; 
 Offers a one seat ride to two employment centers for westbound Blue Line riders living 


east of the Corridor; 
 Reliance on currently operated mode and interchangeability of vehicles with other 


elements of the CTA system; 
 The strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the 


east end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit; 
 Hubs located in residentially dense Cicero and the relatively employment dense/mixed 


activity center of Oak Brook have a strong potential to encourage “smart”, desired 
development;  


 Low potential conflict with environmental, natural and historic resources. 
 
Areas of Concern: 


 Relatively high cost; 
 The existing Blue Line may also need to be expanded and/or significantly upgraded 


between Chicago and Forest Park (adding significantly more cost) to provide express or 
zoned service to Oak Brook that would make this an attractive travel option from a 
travel time standpoint; 


 A Blue Line alignment in the expressway median is not proximate to the 
neighborhoods/communities it serves; and alignment to Oak Brook may require 
considerable purchase of new right of way;  


 The Blue Line extension to Oak Brook extends beyond CTA’s statutory service area;  
 The lack of modal interoperability with the other two transit components of this system 


limits the potential for one-seat rides; 
 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) is a new untested form of transit for our region;  
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 As is the case for all five Main Line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands and open space at various locations, if significant new right-of-way is required; 
 Funding is currently unavailable. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 The Mid City Transitway could be heavy (rapid) rail service (rather than BRT) for much 
greater interoperability with the Blue Line extension, although likely at a higher cost; 


 Implementation could be timed with the currently unscheduled reconstruction of the 
Blue Line Forest Park branch to maximize cost efficiency and design considerations; 


 Elevate extension to minimize land intrusion, although at a higher cost; 
 ROW acquisition could be minimized; 
 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional BRT expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or 


mitigated. 
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Main Line Option 3: Findings 
 
Main Line Option 3 focuses on a new, high frequency intersuburban commuter rail service in the 
Metra Union Pacific West (UP-W) Line corridor to serve as the east-west main line.  The 
commuter rail investment examined in this option would only operate between hubs in Elmhurst 
and the Austin neighborhood of Chicago; it would not operate on the full extent of the current 
Metra UP-W line, nor would it terminate in downtown Chicago.  It is important to further note 
that the Intersuburban Plus considered in this Main Line Option 3 is not the same as the UP-W 
Premium Service Upgrade that is currently under examination by Metra for potential FTA New 
Starts funding. 
 
The same connecting investments assumed in all other Main Line options are assumed here, as 
well: the proposed DuPage J Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service and the Mid-City Transitway 
(also as BRT).  By keeping these connecting services constant in all five Main Line options, the 
benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the core Main Line investment intersects 
with the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 3, the hubs are assumed in 
the vicinity of Elmhurst/Villa Park at IL 83 connecting to the J Route, and on the eastern side of 
Chicago’s Austin neighborhood near Cicero Avenue where the Intersuburban Plus service would 
connect with the Mid-City Transitway. 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Main Line Option 3 form a network of Bus 
Rapid Transit and commuter rail.  Major capital investments of Main Line Option 3 are detailed 
below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Union Pacific Intersuburban Plus Commuter Rail 12.2 9 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 82.3 54 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 3 ranks last among all eleven options examined in the Goal and Objectives 
analysis.  Main Line Option 3 is a poor-to-moderate performer in nearly all goals and objectives, 
and the lowest performer in several goals.  Its poor performance is largely due to Main Line 
Option 3 not providing access to Loyola/Maywood employment center for both intersuburban or 
reverse commute, nor providing direct service to Oak Brook for reverse commuters. Further, it 
is not expected to significantly improve roadway or transit service quality in the I-290 corridor. 
Main Line Option 3 offers the lowest value of the eleven options examined when comparing its 
cost with its effectiveness in achieving corridor goals.   
 
On the positive side, Main Line Option 3 provides access to slightly more jobs that are not 
within the six major employment centers than most other options, as there many jobs in west 
Cook County that are proximate to the UP-W alignment. This options performs relatively well in 
increasing regional benefits, particularly in providing transit access to disadvantaged 
communities or populations. 
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Strengths: 
 Addition of a new third track between River Forest and Elmhurst it unlikely to have 


adverse impacts on community cohesion; 
 Use of existing Metra stations offers some cost savings and any reconstructed and 


upgraded stations would positively benefit other Metra UP-W riders; 
 Use of existing modal technology allows interchangeability of vehicles/equipment with 


other lines of the commuter rail system; 
 Additional service within this existing commuter rail corridor may enhance 


redevelopment opportunities in the affected communities; 
 Provides direct service (one-seat ride) to multiple employment centers for intersuburban 


commute travel markets; 
 Offers additional connecting service with CTA Green Line in Oak Park 
 BRT elements and UP-W Intersuburban Plus service can be phased in or upgraded over 


time; 
 Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Oak Park and at the 


east end of the main line - may increase use of existing bus and rapid transit lines. 
 
Areas of Concern: 


 Cost and feasibility of the Intersuburban Plus is very uncertain and requires extensive 
additional operational and physical analysis; 


 It may not be operationally feasible to provide the assumed frequency, given capacity 
constraints and potential conflict with freight and existing, local commuter rail traffic; 


 Intersuburban Plus service may conflict with facility and/or service plans that result from 
Metra’s on-going New Starts Alternatives Analysis; 


 The Elmhurst/Villa Park hub conflicts with Metra’s ¼ mile minimum spacing requirement 
for new stations; 


 Lack of access provided to the Maywood/Loyola employment center; 
 Bus rapid transit (BRT) is a new untested form of transit for our region; 
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 As is the case for all five Main Line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands and open space at various locations, if significant new right-of-way is required; 
 Low level of overall system value; 
 Funding is currently unavailable. 


 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Line capacity analysis could be undertaken for UP-W Metra line, in addition to operating 
and physical feasibility studies of Intersuburban Plus service; 


 Existing UP-W commuter service schedules could be coordinated with new intersuburban 
service at the hubs (Elmhurst and Austin – Chicago) or Oak Park to benefit additional 
intersuburban and reverse commuters; 


 Service plan could be integrated with operating plans of existing commuter rail or the 
New Starts UP-W improvement under study; 


 Existing UP-W schedules could be modified along with strategic, lower capital-intensive 
physical investments to serve as the intersuburban Main Line; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional BRT expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party; 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized  or 


mitigated.; 
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Main Line Option 4: Findings 
 
As was the case with Mainline Options 1 and 2, the Eisenhower Expressway Corridor is also the 
focus of Main Line Option 4. This option considers a westward extension of the CTA Blue Line 
from Des Plaines Avenue in Forest Park to 1st Avenue at the Loyola/Maywood employment 
center; the main line then continues west of the Loyola/Maywood employment center as a 
multimodal corridor – a combination of I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and High Occupancy 
Vehicle (HOV) lanes, adding one HOV lane in each direction from 1st Avenue to Hillside. 
 
The same connecting investments assumed in all other Main Line options are assumed in Main 
Liine Option 4, as well: the proposed DuPage J Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service and the 
Mid-City Transitway (also as BRT).  By keeping these connecting services constant in all five 
Main Line options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more 
clearly understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the core Main Line investment intersects 
with the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 4, the hubs are assumed in 
the vicinity of Oakbrook Center and where the Blue Line would intersect the Mid-City transitway 
in Chicago, just north of the town of Cicero. A key intermodal transfer point would also at occur 
1st Avenue/I-290 (Loyola/Maywood). 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Main Line Option 4 form an intermodal network 
of Bus Rapid Transit and rapid rail.  Major capital investments of Main Line Option 4 are detailed 
below. 
 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue Heavy Rail 0.6 1 
I-290 HOV Lanes Highway+Transit 4.3 0 
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector BRT 7.3 6 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 82.3 52 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 4 ranks fifth among all eleven options and is the second strongest of the five 
Main Line systems examined in the Goals and Objectives analysis. While the performance of 
Option 4 in achieving mobility goals is similar to that of Option 2 (Blue Line extension to Oak 
Brook), the considerably lower cost of Option 4 results in a significantly higher value.  
 
Main Line Option 4 is most notable in its ability to provide reverse commuters direct access 
(one seat ride) to the Loyola/Maywood employment center, direct intersuburban access to all 
six employment centers, travel efficiency for both transit and auto users in the Eisenhower 
Expressway corridor, and notably few instances of potential conflict with environmental, natural 
and historic resources.  With its extensive reliance on BRT, Main Line Option 4 has the potential 
to provide a one-seat ride to multiple employment centers for intersuburban travel markets 
that originate in both Cook (west of 1st Avenue) and DuPage.   
 
Nevertheless, Main Line Option 4 is not designed to provide direct service (one-seat ride) to 
multiple corridor employment centers for the reverse commute travel market.  A combination of 
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rapid transit and BRT in the east-west main line, and BRT in the Mid-City Transitway require 
multiple transfers for most reverse commute travel. 
 
 
Strengths: 


 The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 
centers,  


 Offers a one seat ride to one corridor employment center for westbound Blue Line riders 
living east of the Corridor; 


 Reliance on currently operated mode and interchangeability of vehicles with other 
elements of the CTA system; 


 Interoperability of BRT system west of Loyola/Maywood; 
 Strong potential to enhance economic and redevelopment opportunities, particularly at 


the two hubs and the Maywood/Loyola transfer center; 
 The strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the 


east end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit lines; 
 Does not require I-290 expansion east of 1st Ave., resulting in a lower potential for 


conflict with environmental, natural and historic resources in Oak Park and Chicago. 
 
Areas of Concern: 


 A Blue Line alignment to 1st Ave. may require use of or run adjacent to a portion of the 
Illinois Prairie Path;  


 The lack of modal/service interoperability between the two segments of the Main Line 
and the eastern connecting investment imposes multiple transfers; 


 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) is a new untested form of transit for our region;  
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 HOV and HOT managed lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 As is the case for all five Main line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands and open space at various locations, if significant new right-of-way is required; 
 High cost; 
 CTA Blue Line extension may warrant relocation of Forest Park rail yard to new terminal 


station near 1st Ave. at considerable additional cost ($60 million, est.); 
 Funding is currently unavailable. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 The Mid City Transitway could be heavy (rapid) rail service (rather than BRT) for greater 
interoperability with the Blue Line extension, although likely at a higher cost; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional BRT expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or 


mitigated. 
 Innovative management and/or revenue generating strategies could be applied to the 


HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the operating/maintenance 
costs.   
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Main Line Option 5: Findings 
 
A Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facility in the Cermak Road corridor to serve as the east-west main 
line is the focus of investment in Main Line Option 5.   
 
To provide access to other identified major employment centers for reverse commuters and 
intersuburban commuters, a connecting, high performance transit service is proposed at each 
of the two ends of the Main Line.  The same connecting investments are considered in all Main 
Line options: the proposed DuPage J Line BRT service and the Mid-City Transitway (in the Main 
Line options, also as BRT).  By keeping the connecting services constant in all five Main Line 
options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly 
understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the east-west main line would intersect with 
the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 5, hubs are located at the at the 
Oakbrook Center Mall in DuPage and the intersection of Cermak Road and the Mid-City 
Transitway in Cicero. 
 
The major transit investments comprise a major new Bus Rapid Transit network.  Major capital 
investments comprising Main Line Option 5 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Cermak Road BRT BRT 14.2 10 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 84.3 55 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 5 ranks ninth of the eleven options evaluated.  While Main Line Option 5 is 
moderate to strong in many of the goals and objectives, Cermak Road is not proximate enough 
to I-290 to reasonably anticipate a significant improvement for auto and transit users in the I-
290 corridor.  However, this option provides good access to jobs in employment centers relative 
to the other four Main Line systems.  
 
Cermak Road bus service is assumed as a connector in all options, but in this option, it is 
upgraded to a BRT which includes an assumption of exclusive right-of-way and stations. A 
connector is a new north-south or east-west bus service with limited stops that provides a basic 
grid of public transportation throughout the Cook DuPage Corridor. 
 
The results of the evaluation reveal the valuable role that existing transit service (Pace #322) 
on Cermak Road must already play in connecting Cook County residents with employment 
opportunities in the west suburbs. Evaluation of the goals and objectives indicate that this is 
likely a high priority connector for all systems, irrespective of any other capital investment.  
 
Cermak Road does not appear to be proximate to as many jobs located outside of the identified 
corridor employment centers, nor as many reverse commute work and non-work destinations.  
Similarly, since investment is focused on Cermak Road, this option does nothing to improve 
travel efficiency in the I-290 corridor. 
 
Among all options, Main Line Option 5 does best or falls within the top tier at providing transit 
access to identified employment centers, in its potential to enhance economic 
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development/redevelopment and in its potential to provide direct service to multiple 
employment centers.  Again, this is because of its proximity to all of the employment centers.  
It ranks among the worst in its ability to improve travel efficiency in the I-290 travel corridor – 
because investment is focused on Cermak Road. 
 
Overall Strengths of Option: 


 BRT network (as is the case for any same mode network) allows a high degree of service 
interoperability, offering the potential to provide direct, express service between many 
different end points; 


 Can be phased in or upgraded over time; 
 Flexibility of BRT allows service deviation to avoid incidences that cause delay 


(accidents, weather related delays, etc.).  It can also allow demand-responsive or 
temporary increases in capacity, without requiring facility expansion; 


 Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the east 
end of the main line - may increase use of existing bus and rapid transit lines; 


 Hubs located in residentially dense Cicero and the relatively employment dense/mixed 
activity center of Oak Brook have a strong potential to encourage “smart”, desired 
development.  


 The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 
centers,  


 
Areas of Concern: 


 BRT is a new untested form of transit for our region; 
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 Potential to impact open space along the Cermak Road Corridor and wetlands along the J 


Route alignment, if significant new right-of-way is required; 
 Difficulty of integrating BRT in a major arterial/commercial corridor like Cermak Road 


and its potential impacts on traffic operations and the local environment; 
 ROW acquisition; 
 Funding for implementation is currently unavailable; however, Cermak Road BRT is 


identified in SAFTEA-LU. 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional BRT expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party; 
 Less capital intensive approaches could be taken to increase overall value, such as what 


Pace refers to as an “Arterial Rapid Transit” service; this might offer more local stops 
(rather than stations) and be a better fit for the surrounding environment; 


 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or 
mitigated by operating in a non-exclusive lane, where needed or practical.   
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Concentric System Option 1: Findings 
 
IL 59, the Kingery Highway (IL 83), Cumberland/1st Avenue (IL 171), and the Cicero 
Avenue/Mid-City Corridor are the focus of Concentric Option 1.  These concentric north-south 
bands (corridors) include new Bus Rapid Transit, alone or in combination with managed lanes.  
Managed lanes are presumed to be either High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes or High 
Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes, depending on whether the roadway is currently a tolled facility. In 
addition, an I-290/I-88 BRT is included in this option as part of a new, multi-modal east-west 
investment that connects the concentric bands.   
 
In this Concentric System option, the IL 59 BRT functions as a collector of intersuburban and 
traditional commuters from southeast Aurora and southwest Naperville.  Similarly, the Mid-City 
Transitway in the Cicero Avenue corridor acts as a collector of reverse commuters from 
Chicago; from the CTA rapid transit and bus network, and Metra commuter rail lines.  Hubs – or 
major transfer centers - are located at Yorktown Center in Lombard, IL 83 and I-290 in Oak 
Brook, 1st Avenue and I-290 in Maywood, the Mid-City Transitway and I-290 in Chicago just 
north of the town of Cicero. 
 
The major investments comprise a major new, multi-modal Bus Rapid Transit and HOV/HOT 
network.  Major capital investments comprising Concentric Option 1 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
IL 59 BRT BRT 7.7 7 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
I-355 HOT Highway+Transit 25.9 0 
IL 83 BRT BRT 16.7 16 
1st Avenue BRT BRT 19.3 16 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT 26.1 19 
I-88 HOT Highway+Transit * 0 
I-290+Extension HOV Highway+Transit 5.0 0 
I-290+Extension BRT  BRT * 12 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 130.4 110 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Concentric Option 1 ranked highest, and far outperforms the other options, in addressing the 
collective goals and objectives.  This option has the third highest total construction cost, and a 
middle range annual operating cost.  Concentic Option 1 also has the best overall system value 
out of the eleven options, when comparing its cost to its achievement of the goal and 
objectives. 
 
Concentric Option 1 performs well in achieving these goals because it is a relatively large 
system (though not the largest), serves many travel patterns in the corridor and it is proximate 
to all six identified corridor employment centers.  Concentric Option 1 has a high potential for 
interoperability of services to provide a one-seat ride, is well integrated with the existing 
Interstate and commuter rail service network and is expected to improve service quality for 
both transit and auto users of the Eisenhower Expressway. 
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Overall Strengths of Option: 
 Provides a very level of high connectivity to a rich mix of work places, commercial 


centers, recreational activities and both of the region’s International airports; 
 The transportation improvements are proximate to all six major employment centers,  
 IL 59, IL 83, 1st Ave. and Mid-City BRT facilities are shared only with emergency 


vehicles, offering the potential for high reliability; 
 Shared use/multi-purpose facility (BRT with HOV or HOT) in the I-290, I-88 and  


I-355 corridors provide travelers with a choice of travel options and are anticipated to 
improve mobility for both auto and transit users in these corridors; 


 BRT mode allows service deviation to avoid incidences that cause delay (accidents, 
weather related delays, etc.).  It can also allow demand-responsive or temporary 
increases in capacity, without requiring facility expansion; 


 BRT network (as is the case for any same mode network) allows a high degree of service 
interoperability, offering the potential to provide direct, express service between many 
different end points; 


 Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system may increase use of existing bus, 
commuter rail and rapid transit lines; 


 The four hubs (Yorktown Center in Lombard, Oak Brook center in Oak Brook, 1st Avenue 
and I-290 in Maywood, the Mid-City Transitway and I-290 in Chicago) offer a strong 
potential to strengthen and encourage economic development and are proximate to a 
wide range of both work and non-work activities; 


 I-355 BRT provides a more direct path for people traveling from Lisle/Naperville to 
Schaumburg than the J Route considered in the Main Line options; 


 The southern endpoints of I-355 and IL 83 improvements at park and rides in the I-55 
corridor provide benefits to others outside of the Corridor; 


 Can be phased or upgraded over time; 
 Major capital investments have independent utility. 


 
Areas of Concern: 


 High cost of system; 
 HOV and HOT managed lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 Bus Rapid Transit is a new untested form of transit for our region.  This option relies 


very heavily on BRT; 
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design; 
 The I-290 HOV may require acquisition of additional right-of-way with potential stated 


negative consequences for Oak Park; 
 Integration of BRT service on arterial roadways; 
 Feasibility of acquiring Cook County Forest Preserve property along much of 1st Avenue; 
 Potential wetland and floodplain concerns along I-355. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Phase implementation; 
 Explore less capital-intensive and/or less land-intensive alternatives to individual 


components to lower system cost; 
 Test BRT first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party; 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 


potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park; 
 Innovative management and/or revenue generating strategies could be applied to HOV 


lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the operating/maintenance costs. 
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Concentric System Option 2: Findings 
 
Three concentric north-south bands (corridors) of major capital investments are the focus of 
Concentric Option 2: I-355 multimodal High Occupancy Toll (HOT)/Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
investment, a diesel multiple unit (DMU) passenger rail investment in the Indiana Harbor Belt / 
Belt Railway of Chicago freight corridor, and the Mid-City Transitway BRT.  A BRT service in the 
I-290/I-88 corridor provides a new east-west connection between the concentric bands, without 
High Occupancy Vehicles lanes.   
 
In Option 2, the proposed Inner Circumferential DMU replaces both the IL 83 and 1st Avenue 
BRT investments that were considered as part of Option 1, concentrating north –south travel in 
the central part of the Cook DuPage Corridor, while still providing access to both major 
international airports.  Option 2 eliminates the HOV investment in the I-88 and I-290 corridors 
considered in Option 1 and substitutes bus lanes on I-88 and I-290.  
 
The Mid-City Transitway in the Cicero Avenue corridor acts as a collector of reverse commuters 
from Chicago; from the CTA rapid transit and bus network, and Metra commuter rail lines.  
Hubs – or major transfer centers - are located at Yorktown Center in Lombard, 25th 


Avenue/Inner Circumferential at I-290 and the Mid-City Transitway at I-290. A major transfer 
point is also assumed at 1st Avenue at the new terminal of the Blue Line extension. 
 
The major transit investments form a new multimodal, Bus Rapid Transit network in DuPage, 
and a combined BRT/rapid transit and DMU commuter rail system in west Cook.  Major capital 
investments comprising Concentric Option 2 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Inner Circumferential DMU 21.0 16 
I-355 HOT Highway+Transit 25.9 0 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail 0.6 0 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT 21.2 17 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 98.4 73 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Concentric Option 2 ranks fourth highest among all eleven options examined in the Goals and 
Objectives analysis.  Concentric Option 2 has an estimated total construction cost comparable 
to Concentric Option 1, but reveals significantly lower benefits.   
 
Among all eleven options, Concentric Option 2 is a moderate-to-strong performer in nearly all 
of the goals and objectives.  Concentric Option 2 performs well in its potential to provide access 
to a very high number of jobs that are located outside the six identified corridor employment 
centers; this is largely due to the proximity of the Inner Circumferential to the job/industry rich 
25th Avenue corridor in west suburban Cook County. 
 
Concentric Option 2 has very low potential for interoperability of services due to the mix of 
modes, and offers a one seat ride only to the Loyola/Maywood employment center for reverse 
commuters whose trips originate along the existing Blue Line east of Cicero Avenue. Also, this 
option is not expected to significantly improve mobility for auto users in the I-290 corridor. 
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Strengths: 


 Extensive BRT network in DuPage offers a high degree of interoperability and flexibility 
of alternative alignments 


 There is a strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago to feed the Mid-
City transitway 


 Can be phased or upgraded over time 
 Major capital investments have independent utility. 
 Good connections to both Chicago airports. 


 
Areas of Concern: 


 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and Diesel Multiple Units (DMU) are new untested forms of 
transit for our region. 


 Pace and CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT design, 
planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 


 HOV and HOT managed lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 A mix of commuter rail/DMU, rapid transit and BRT in the Cook portion of the corridor 


limits interoperablity. 
 The IHB portion of the Inner Circumferential is a key part of the CREATE Beltway 


Corridor and may not have the capacity to add commuter service. 
 Requires unprecedented coordination between ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design stages. 
 CTA Blue Line extension may warrant relocation of Forest Park rail yard to new terminal 


station near 1st Ave. at additional cost ($60 million, estimated); 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Test BRT first in a demonstration corridor 
 Additional expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party 
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Concentric System Option 3: Findings 
 
The Kingery Highway (IL 83), 1st Avenue/Cumberland Avenue (IL 171) and Cicero Avenue 
corridors are the focus of this Concentric Option 3.  These three concentric north-south 
corridors are explored as the primary components of an Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) 
network.  Additionally, an AGT transit investment in the I-290/I-88 corridor provides a critical 
east-west connection between the concentric bands.  The Mid-City Transitway in the Cicero 
Avenue corridor acts as a collector of reverse commuters from Chicago; from the CTA rapid 
transit and bus network, and Metra commuter rail lines.  
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the north-south lines of service intersect 
with existing and proposed service in the I-290/I-88 corridor.  In Concentric Option 3, the hubs 
are proposed in the vicinity of Oakbrook Center in Oak Brook, the 1st Avenue AGT in Maywood 
and the Mid-City Transitway in Chicago, just north of the Town of Cicero. 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Concentric Option 3 forms a major new 
Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) network.  Major capital investments comprising concentric 
Option 3 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
IL 83 AGT AGT 16.9 16 
1st Avenue AGT AGT 19.1 16 
Mid-City Transitway AGT or RT 25.3 22 
I-290/I-88 AGT AGT 21.2 17 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail 0.6 1 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway+Transit 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 87.5 72 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Concentric Option 3 ranks seventh among all eleven options examined in the Goals and 
Objectives assessment, and lowest of the three Concentric system options evaluated.  
Concentric Option 3 has an estimated construction cost that is 50% higher than both Concentric 
Options 1 and 2, and more than twice that of the five Main Line options, and has the third 
highest estimated annual operating cost.  
 
Concentric Option 3 is a moderate-to-strong performer in many goals and objectives, although 
not the highest in any in particular.  Concentric Option 3 performs well in its potential to 
provide direct service to multiple employment centers, improve efficiency for transit travel on 
the Eisenhower Expressway, and increase access and mobility for disadvantaged 
communities/populations.  However, it does have the lowest overall system value of any 
option– in part due to its heavy reliance on high cost AGT.   
 
Overall Strengths 


 AGT network in DuPage and west Cook offers a high degree of interoperability 
 AGT can potentially have low operating costs 
 Strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago to connect to the Mid-City 


Transitway may increase ridership on existing bus and rapid transit lines 
 Major capital investments have independent utility 


 
Overall Concerns 


 AGT is a new untested form of transit in our region. 
 AGT has a very high initial capital cost. 
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 There is no evident existing operating organization for AGT, and none of the regional 
transit agencies has any experience building, operating or maintaining AGT. (The O’Hare 
People Mover is the most similar thing our region has). 


 Exclusive guideway for AGT – potentially on aerial structure – may not be compatible 
with or integrate well with local communities. 


 Would require unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA and the designated 
AGT implementing authority in design. 


 Mix of AGT and rapid transit in the I-290 and Mid-City corridors is not conducive to 
interoperability or a one seat ride for reverse commuters. 


 There is no improvement for auto users in the I-290 corridor 
 Potential to impact open space and parklands along 1st Avenue and I-88.  
 Potential of the 1st Avenue AGT and IL 83 AGT to impact national historic landmarks. 
 CTA Blue Line extension may warrant relocation of Forest Park rail yard to new terminal 


station near 1st Ave. at additional cost ($60 million, estimated); 
 Lack of available funding. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns 


 AGT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 A new AGT operating entity could be established, or experience acquired by an existing 


agency; 
 Mid-City and I-290 AGT could be implemented as Rapid Transit (RT); 
 Intrusion on open space and parklands, and historic landmarks could potentially be 


avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
 Corridor Planning Standards must be applied to ensure context sensitive design, 


integration of AGT with towns. 
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Radial Reliant System Option 1: Findings 
 
The three existing commuter rail lines and additional new radial transit investments are the 
focus of Radial Reliant Option 1. This option involves a major upgrade of the Metra Milwaukee 
District West, Union Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe radial commuter rail lines. It 
also includes an extension of the Blue Line to the Loyola Maywood employment Center at 1st 
Ave., a multimodal investment in the I-290/I-88 corridor from Cicero Ave. to I-355/Yorktown 
(BRT and one additional lane in each direction for HOV/HOT), and one reversible HOV lane 
along the I-290 extension.   
 
The intent of all three Radial Reliant options is to direct investment in existing transportation 
facilities that “radiate” outward from the city of Chicago.  However, the Radial Reliant system 
requires significant supplementation to provide connectivity to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six 
major employment centers, which are located in the major expressway corridors.  To address 
this needed connectivity, Radial Reliant Option 1 also includes a north-south BRT/HOT 
investment in the IL 53/I-355 corridor.  
 
Existing Metra stations and the addition of generally low capital/small scale new stations – 
rather than hubs - address the dispersed usage of the Radial Reliant options.  In Radial Reliant 
1, however, a multi-modal transit center (with park and ride) is proposed in the Yorktown/I-355 
area. 
 
The major investments in Radial Reliant Option 1 present a new use for existing radial 
commuter rail lines and a major new multi-modal Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and High Occupancy 
Vehicle / High Occupancy Toll (HOV/HOT) network.  Major capital investments comprising 
Radial Reliant Option 1 are detailed below. 
 
Radial Reliant Option 1 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Milwaukee District West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 32.9 22 
Union Pacific West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 30.3 17 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe upgrade Commuter Rail 31.7 28 
I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV Highway+Transit 9.4 0 
I-88 HOT Highway+Transit 7.3 0 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT * 12 
I-290 Extension Reversible HOV  Highway+Transit 5.4 0 
IL 83 BRT BRT 16.9 16 
I-355 HOT Highway+Transit 25.9 0 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail * 1 


 TOTAL 159.8 114 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Radial Reliant Option 1 is second highest among all eleven options examined in the Goal and 
Objectives analysis, and is significantly stronger than the other two Radial Reliant options.  
Radial Reliant Option 1 has an estimated construction cost that is higher than all five Main Line 
system options but lower than all three concentric options.   
 
Among all eleven options, Radial Reliant Option 1 is a moderate-to-strong performer in many 
goals and objectives, and is the highest in a few.  Radial Reliant Option 1 performs well in its 
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potential to serve other work related and non-work trips, to serve multiple travel markets and 
to reduce travel time on I-290 for both auto and transit users.  
 
Radial Reliant options 1, 2 and 3 are all poor performers in their interoperability and potential 
to provide a one-seat ride for intersuburban commuters to multiple employment centers.  This 
is due to the reliance on different transit modes for east-west and north-south travel, and the 
need to transfer between the radial commuter rail lines and bus rapid transit for many 
intersuburban commute trips to identified corridor employment centers. 
 
Overall Strengths of Option: 


 New use of Metra Lines can potentially enhance vitality of suburban downtowns. 
 Extensive reliance on existing radial system – principally Metra commuter rail lines can 


leverage existing investment in these facilities. 
 Investment in existing Metra lines may also benefit traditional commute. 
 BRT network offers a high degree of interoperability and flexibility of alternative 


alignments 
 Some elements can be phased-in or upgraded over time 
 Strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago may increase ridership on 


existing bus and rapid transit lines 
 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) network would benefit regional travel, as well as Cook 


DuPage Corridor travel. 
 
Areas of Concern: 


 Cost and feasibility of proposed Metra line improvements are very uncertain – requires 
extensive further operational and physical analysis; 


 Metra rail lines are not proximate to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six employment 
centers.  Connecting lines of service and at least one transfer are required;  


 UP-W and BNSF are owned and operated by private railroad companies who must 
approve expansion of service. Some portions of the Milwaukee District West Line are 
leased from CP Rail which may need to approve expansion of commuter service; 


 Likely requires some service reduction and/or modification for Metra traditional 
commuters; 


 May require additional track space/time in downtown terminals, especially Union Station 
for the MD-W and BNSF; 


 Two proposed new stations on commuter rail lines may not meet Metra’s ¼ mile 
minimum station spacing standards; 


 Lack of available parking at most Metra stations could limit access by intersuburban 
commuters; 


 Proposed new service assumptions may conflict with facility and/or service plans that 
result from Metra’s on-going New Starts Alternatives Analysis for the UP-W Line 
Premium Service Upgrade; 


 CTA Blue Line extension may warrant relocation of Forest Park rail yard to new terminal 
station near 1st Ave. at additional cost ($60 million, estimated); 


 Many major capital investments do not have independent utility; 
 Bus rapid transit is a new untested form of transit for our region; 
 Pace and/or CTA may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT 


design, planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 Practicality and feasibility of single lane reversible HOV on Eisenhower Extension; 
 HOV and HOT managed lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design; 
 The I-290 HOV may require acquisition of right-of-way with potentially negative 


consequences for Oak Park; 
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 Potential of I-290 HOV lanes to impact historic landmarks in the I-290 Corridor, 
particularly in Oak Park and Chicago; 


 Potential to impact wetlands and floodplains in the I-290/I-355 HOT/BRT corridor; 
 Potential of commuter rail line upgrades to impact wetlands, floodplains, open space, 


parklands and national historic landmarks; 
 Current lack of funding. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Line capacity analysis could be undertaken for three Metra lines, in addition to operating 
and physical feasibility studies of proposed new services; 


 Connector bus network could be used as primary means of access to and from Metra 
lines; 


 Modify proposed north-south services to access existing Metra stations where spacing 
standards conflict, with potential decrease in efficiency of connecting service; 


 Intersuburban commute service could be operated as a line within a line to reduce need 
for downtown terminal track space/time; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party; 
 Monitoring and enforcement programs could be implemented for HOV and HOT;  
 Intrusion on wetlands, floodplains, open space, parklands and national historic 


landmarks could potentially be avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 


potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park. 
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Radial Reliant System Option 2: Findings 
 
Upgrade of the Metra Milwaukee District West, Union Pacific West and Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe radial commuter rail lines, and an extension of the Blue Line to 1st Ave. is the focus of 
Radial Reliant Option 2. This option also includes a single, reversible High Occupancy Vehicle 
(HOV) lane in the I-290 and I-290 extension median from Cicero Ave to IL 83. 
 
The intent of all three Radial Reliant options is to direct investment in existing transportation 
facilities that “radiate” outward from the city of Chicago.  However, the Radial Reliant system 
requires significant supplementation to provide connectivity to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six 
major employment centers, which are located in the major expressway corridors.  To address 
this needed connectivity, Radial Reliant Option 2 also includes Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service 
on enhanced shoulder lanes on I-355 and IL 83. 
 
The major transit investments in Radial Reliant Option 2 comprise a commuter rail and BRT 
(BRT) system, which makes significant new use of existing radial commuter rail lines and 
expressway shoulder lanes.  Major capital investments comprising Radial Reliant Option 2 are 
detailed below. 
 
Radial Reliant Option 2 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Milwaukee District West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 32.9 22 
Union Pacific West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 30.3 17 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe upgrade Commuter Rail 31.7 28 
I-290 reversible HOV Highway+Transit 14.2 0 
IL 83 shoulder riding BRT BRT 16.9 16 
I-355/I-290 shoulder riding BRT BRT 25.9 18 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail * 1 


 TOTAL 151.9 102 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
All Radial Reliant options directly serve the same five (out of nine) previously identified Cook-
DuPage Corridor travel markets; this is due to the large number of improvements that are 
common to all Radial Reliant options.  The Radial Reliant options distinguish themselves on how 
well they each serve the travel markets based on their level or intensity of investment.  Radial 
Reliant Option 2 is particularly noteworthy in its potential to serve the Reverse Commute; and 
the Central DuPage, South Central Cook, East Central DuPage and North Central Cook 
intesuburban travel markets. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Radial Reliant Option 2 ranks eighth among the eleven options examined in the Goal and 
Objectives analysis.  However, it offers a relatively strong balance between costs and mobility 
benefits relative to the other options considered, due to its low estimated construction cost. 
 
Radial Reliant Option 2 is a low to moderate performer in nearly all goals and objectives, and is 
the lowest in a few areas.  Radial Reliant Option 2 performs well in its potential to serve other 
work related and non-work trips, to serve multiple travel markets and to reduce travel time on 
I-290 for westbound auto and transit users in the AM peak.   
 
Radial Reliant 2 has a low potential to provide a one-seat ride for intersuburban commuters and 
lacks good proximity to major portions of the Oak Brook / Yorktown employment centers.  The 
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Lisle/Naperville/Warrenville employment center is not connected into the network via a new 
major investment.  Further, because the I-290 HOV is designed for the reverse commute 
orientation, this option is a poor performer in its ability to improve travel time on I-290 for 
eastbound auto and transit users in the AM peak. 
 
Overall Strengths of Option: 


 Relatively low construction cost; 
 Invests in existing transportation infrastructure;  
 Enhanced shoulder lanes may also improve safety for emergency vehicle 
 New use of Metra Lines can potentially enhance vitality of suburban downtowns; 
 Extensive reliance on existing radial system – principally Metra commuter rail lines can 


leverage existing investment in these facilities; 
 Investment in existing Metra lines may also benefit traditional commute; 
 Some elements can be phased-in or upgraded over time; 
 Strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago may increase ridership on 


existing bus and rapid transit lines; 
 Single, reversible HOV lane may help manage congestion in the I-290 corridor. 


 
Areas of Concern: 


 Cost and feasibility of proposed Metra line improvements are very uncertain – requires 
extensive further operational and physical analysis; 


 Metra rail lines are not proximate to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six employment 
centers.  Connecting lines of service and at least one transfer are required;  


 UP-W and BNSF are owned and operated by private railroad companies who must 
approve expansion of service. Some portions of the Milwaukee District West Line are 
leased from CP Rail which may need to approve expansion of commuter service; 


 Likely requires some service reduction and/or modification for Metra traditional 
commuters; 


 May require additional track space/time in downtown terminals, especially Union Station 
for the MD-W and BNSF; 


 Two proposed new stations on commuter rail lines may not meet Metra’s ¼ mile 
minimum station spacing standards; 


 Lack of available parking at most Metra stations could limit access by intersuburban 
commuters; 


 Proposed new service assumptions may conflict with facility and/or service plans that 
result from Metra’s on-going New Starts Alternatives Analysis for the UP-W Line 
Premium Service Upgrade; 


 CTA Blue Line extension may warrant relocation of Forest Park rail yard to new terminal 
station near 1st Ave. at additional cost ($60 million, estimated); 


 Bus rapid transit is a new untested form of transit for our region; 
 Transit shoulder riding is an untested concept in our region; 
 Pace may not have the full range of technical expertise required for BRT design, 


planning, traffic engineering, funding and operations; 
 Practicality and feasibility of single lane reversible HOV on Eisenhower; 
 HOV lanes have not been tested in our region; 
 Requires coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, and Pace in design and operation; 
 The I-290 HOV may require acquisition of right-of-way with potentially negative 


consequences for Oak Park; 
 Potential of I-290 HOV lanes to impact historic landmarks in the I-290 Corridor, 


particularly in Oak Park and Chicago; 
 Potential to impact wetlands and floodplains in the I-290/I-355 HOT/BRT corridor; 
 Potential of commuter rail line upgrades to impact wetlands, floodplains, open space, 


parklands and national historic landmarks; 
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 Current lack of funding. 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Line capacity analysis could be undertaken for the three Metra lines, in addition to 
operating and physical feasibility studies of proposed new services; 


 Connector bus network could be used as primary means of access to and from Metra 
lines; 


 Modify proposed north-south services to access existing Metra stations where spacing 
standards conflict, with potential decrease in efficiency of connecting service; 


 Intersuburban commute service could be operated as a line within a line to reduce need 
for downtown terminal track space/time; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Shared use lanes/shoulder riding could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Additional expertise could be acquired or provided by a third party; 
 Monitoring and enforcement programs could be implemented for HOVs;  
 Intrusion on wetlands, floodplains, open space, parklands and national historic 


landmarks could potentially be avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized, or mitigated. 
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Radial Reliant System Option 3: Findings 
 
Radial Reliant Option 3 presents a minimal cost option.  No major capital investments are 
proposed in this option; rather, operational improvements to the Milwaukee District West, 
Union Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa-Fe commuter rail lines is the focus of Radial 
Reliant Option 3.  No new equipment, crews or runs are suggested for the commuter rail lines.  
Rather, the focus of this option is on opportunities for adding stops and converting deadhead 
(empty train) runs to revenue (passenger) service within existing equipment cycles for 
intersuburban and reverse commuters without diminishing service to the core traditional 
commute market. Express bus service in the IL 355, IL 83 and I-390 corridors is also included 
to provide connectivity to the identified corridor employment centers. No major improvements 
for auto users are included in this option; however, auto users would continue to benefit from 
the strategic roadway investments and smart corridors that are assumed for all eleven option. 
 
The transit investments in Radial Reliant Option 3 offers a commuter rail-express bus network 
for reverse commute and intersuburban travel.  Specific elements of Radial Reliant Option 3 are 
detailed below. 
 
Radial Reliant Option 3 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles Stations 


 
Milwaukee District West Line Commuter Rail 32.9 22 
Union Pacific West Line Commuter Rail 30.3 17 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Commuter Rail 31.7 28 
I-290+ Extension shoulder riding 
Express Bus 


Bus 14.2 2 


IL 83 shoulder riding Express Bus Bus 16.9 6 
I-355/I-290 shoulder riding Express 
Bus 


Bus 25.9 3 


 TOTAL 151.9 78 
 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Radial Reliant Option 3 ranks tenth among the eleven options examined in the Goal and 
Objectives analysis.  Radial Reliant Option 3 has the lowest estimated construction cost and 
annual operating cost of all the options considered; therefore, what Radial Reliant Option 3 
achieves towards the goals and objectives, it does so very cost effectively. It is important to 
keep in mind, however, that this option is not as effective as any of the other options examined 
in achieving the goals and objectives. 
 
Radial Reliant Option 1, 2 and 3 are strong performers in their potential to serve non-work 
related trips. These options are also among the strongest at connecting people with potentially 
suitable job opportunities; however, the lack of proximity of the rail lines to the six major 
employment centers is a significant shortcoming in addressing the goals and objectives. 
 
 
Overall Strengths of Option: 


 Can be put in place quickly; 
 Low capital and operating costs; 
 Requires little or no tradeoff between existing traditional commute users and new 


reverse/intersuburban users of Metra lines; 
 Express bus currently operated in region; 
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 Little or no increase in ground use for transportation; potential environmental impacts 
are minimized or eliminated; 


 New use of Metra Lines can potentially enhance suburban downtowns; 
 Extensive reliance on existing radial system – principally Metra commuter rail lines can 


leverage existing investment in these facilities; 
 Strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago may increase ridership on 


existing bus and rapid transit lines. 
 
Areas of Concern: 


 Limited mobility benefits; 
 Will not be able to achieve high frequency of service on Metra lines; 
 UP-W and BNSF are owned and operated by private railroad companies who must 


approve changes in service; 
 Some portions of the Milwaukee District West line are leased from CP Rail which may 


need to approve expansion of commuter service; 
 Existing commuter parking at most Metra lines is already fully used by traditional 


commuters, and could limit access by reverse and intersuburban commuters; 
 Relies on extensive network of connector services and smart corridors for access to 


Metra lines; 
 Limited opportunity for interoperability/one seat ride because of two modes. 
 Components do not have independent utility. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Connector bus network may be used as primary means of access to Metra lines; 
 Station cars or innovative car sharing and bike sharing programs could be implemented 


for additional market capture; 
 At least one bicycle path to employment center area and overnight storage facilities 


from nearest Metra stations could be provided; 
 Parking demand reduction strategies could be aggressively explored and implemented; 
 Employment center Circulation/distribution service areas could include nearest Metra 


stations; 
 Shared use lanes/shoulder riding could be tested first in a demonstration corridor. 
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DRAFTMain Line Option 1: Findings 
 
Multimodal investment in the Eisenhower Expressway corridor is the focus of Main Line Option 
1.  In this option, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes - one new lane in each direction for the 
exclusive use of vehicles with 3 or more passengers - combined with Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
service on the I-290 HOV lanes are the core investments comprising the east-west Main Line.   
 
To provide access to other identified major employment centers for reverse commuters and 
intersuburban commuters, a connecting, high performance transit service is proposed at each 
of the two ends of the Main Line.  The same connecting investments are considered in all Main 
Line options: the proposed DuPage J Line BRT service and the Mid-City Transitway (in the Main 
Line options, also as BRT).  By keeping the connecting services constant in all five Main Line 
options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly 
understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the core Main Line investments intersect 
with the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 1  (as well as Main Line 
Options 2 and 4), the hubs are proposed in the vicinity of Oakbrook Center in Oak Brook and 
the Mid-City Transitway/Eisenhower Expressway in west side of Chicago. 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Main Line Option 1 forms a new Bus Rapid 
Transit network.  All major capital investments comprising Main Line Option 1 are listed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
I-290 HOV Lanes  Highway (multimodal) * NA 
I-290 BRT (as J Route Connector) BRT 12.2 8 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway (multimodal) * NA 


 TOTAL 77.9* 53 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included.  
 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 1 ranks third highest among all eleven options examined in the Goals and 
Objectives analysis, and highest among the five Main Line options based on criteria used in the 
preliminary analysis.  Main Line Option 1 has an estimated construction cost and annual 
operating cost comparable to or slightly lower than, the other Main Line system options.  Main 
Line Option 1 is also more effective than the other Main Line Options in addressing the Goals, 
indicating a higher overall value. 
 
Among all eleven options, Main Line Option 1 is a moderate-to-strong performer in nearly all 
goals and objectives, while not the highest in any area in particular.  Main Line Option 1 is most 
notable in its ability to provide direct access to multiple employment centers, to improve travel 
efficiency on the Eisenhower Expressway, and overall system value.   
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Strengths: 
A. The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 


centers, [5] 
B. BRT network (as is the case for any same mode network) allows a high degree of service 


interoperability, offering the potential to provide direct, express service between many 
different end points; [5]  


C. Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the east 
end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit; [4] 


D. Shared use/multi-purpose facility (HOV) in the currently congested I-290 corridor 
provides travelers with a choice of travel options for both auto and transit users in the  
I-290 corridor; [5]  


E. Flexibility of this BRT mode allows service deviation to avoid incidences that delay traffic 
(accidents, weather related delays, etc.).  It can also allow demand-responsive or 
temporary increases in capacity, without requiring facility expansion; [4] 


F. Hubs located in residentially dense Cicero and the relatively employment dense/mixed 
activity center in Oak Brook have a strong potential to encourage “smart”, desired 
development. [2] 


 
Areas of Concern: 


A. The I-290 HOV would likely require acquisition of right-of-way in Oak Park, particularly 
in the vicinity of interchanges; [7] 


B. Effectiveness of HOV lanes in our region is uncertain; [3]  
C. Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in facility 


design, access, financing and construction schedule; [4]  
D. Bus Rapid Transit in the expressway median is not proximate to the 


neighborhoods/communities it serves; [4] 
E. Funding is currently unavailable. [4]  
F. Potential of I-290 HOV and BRT facilities to impact historic landmarks in the I-290 


Corridor, particularly in Oak Park and Chicago; [4]  
G. As is the case for all five Main Line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands, open space and supported ecosystems at various locations, if significant new 
right-of-way is required; [1]  


H. Constructability/cost of Mid-City; [1] 
I. BRT parallel to existing Blue Line east of DesPlaines Ave., duplicates service; [1] 
J. HOV parallel to existing Blue Line east of DesPlaines Ave. potentially diverts riders from 


transit; [1] 
K. No improvements to Blue Line; [1] 
L. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in our region is uncertain. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 HOV could be tested first in a demonstration corridor or further studied; 
 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized  or 


mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 


potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park; 
 Road pricing and other innovative demand management strategies could be applied to 


the HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the 
operating/maintenance costs.   
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Main Line Option 2: Findings 
 
A new major transit investment in the Eisenhower Expressway corridor is the focus of Main Line 
Option 2. This option considers the extension of the CTA Blue Line to Oak Brook from its current 
terminus at Des Plaines Avenue in Forest Park as the east-west main line. In this option, the 
Blue Line extension to Oak Brook replaces the combination of I-290 High Occupancy Vehicle 
(HOV) lanes and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) considered in Main Line Option 1.  
 
To provide access to other identified major employment centers for reverse commuters and 
intersuburban commuters, a connecting, high performance transit service is proposed at each 
of the two ends of the Main Line.  The same connecting investments are considered in all Main 
Line options: the proposed DuPage J Line BRT service and the Mid-City Transitway (in the Main 
Line options, also as BRT).  By keeping the connecting services constant in all five Main Line 
options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more clearly 
understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the east-west main line would intersect with 
the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 2 (as well as Main Line Options 1 
and 4), the hubs are proposed in the vicinity of Oakbrook Center in Oak Brook and the Mid-City 
Transitway/Eisenhower Expressway in the west side of Chicago. 
 
The major transit investments of Main Line Option 2 work together as a system of Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) and heavy rail (locally referred to as rapid transit).  All major capital investments 
comprising Main Line Option 2 are listed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
Blue Line extension to Oak Brook Heavy Rail 7.4 6 
DuPage J Line  BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway (multimodal) * 0 


 TOTAL 73.1 51 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included.  
 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
In the Goal and Objectives analysis, Main Line Option 2 ranks sixth among all eleven options 
examined based on criteria used in the preliminary analysis.  The benefits of Main Line Option 2 
are generally similar to, but slightly lower than, Main Line Option 1. However, Main Line Option 
2 has an estimated construction cost approximately $1 billion higher than all four of the other 
Main Line system options; the result is that it offers the lowest value among the five Main line 
options when comparing this system’s cost versus its achievement of other goals.   
 
Main Line Option 2 is most notable in its ability to provide reverse commuters direct access to 
the Loyola and Oak Brook employment centers, travel efficiency for transit users in the 
Eisenhower Expressway Corridor, and notably fewer instances of potential conflict with 
environmental, natural and historic resources.   
 
While some marginal mode shift from auto to transit in the I-290 corridor could be reasonably 
anticipated, Main Line Option 2 is unlikely to significantly improve travel efficiency for 
automobile or other users of I-290.   
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Strengths: 
A. Exclusive guideway for transit offers the greatest service reliability; [6]  
B. The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 


centers, [5] 
C. The strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the 


east end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit; [7]  
D. Offers a one seat ride to two employment centers for westbound Blue Line riders living 


east of the Corridor; [6]  
E. Hubs located in residentially dense Cicero and the relatively employment dense/mixed 


activity center of Oak Brook have a strong potential to encourage “smart”, desired 
development; [2]  


F. Reliance on currently operated mode and interchangeability of vehicles with other 
elements of the CTA system; [2] 


G. Low potential conflict with environmental, natural and historic resources. [1] 
 
Areas of Concern: 


A. The existing Blue Line may also need to be expanded and/or significantly upgraded 
between Chicago and Forest Park (adding significantly more cost) to provide express or 
zoned service to Oak Brook that would make this an attractive travel option from a 
travel time standpoint; [5] 


B. Relatively high cost; [5]  
C. A Blue Line alignment in the expressway median is not proximate to the 


neighborhoods/communities it serves; and alignment to Oak Brook may require 
considerable purchase of new right-of-way; [4]  


D. Funding is currently unavailable. [3] 
E. The Blue Line extension to Oak Brook extends beyond CTA’s statutory service area; [3] 
F. The lack of modal interoperability with the other two transit components of this system 


limits the potential for one-seat rides; [1] 
G. As is the case for all five Main Line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands, open space and supported ecosystems at various locations, if significant new 
right-of-way is required; [1]  


H. Replacing the HOV lane with CTA rail service is unlikely to provide congestion relief on  
I-290 caused by lane imbalances and would preclude additional expressway capacity in 
the future; [1] 


I. This option will likely only occur after the Circle, Red, and Yellow Lines are implemented; 
[1] 


J. Constructability/cost of Mid-City; [1] 
K. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in our region is uncertain. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 The Mid-City Transitway could be heavy (rapid) rail service (rather than BRT) for much 
greater interoperability with the Blue Line extension, although likely at a higher cost; 


 Implementation could be timed with the currently unscheduled reconstruction of the 
Blue Line Forest Park branch to maximize cost efficiency and design considerations; 


 Elevate extension to minimize land intrusion, although at a higher cost; 
 ROW acquisition could be minimized; 
 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Cost/benefit analysis. 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or 


mitigated. 
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Main Line Option 4: Findings 
 
As was the case with Mainline Options 1 and 2, the Eisenhower Expressway Corridor is also the 
focus of Main Line Option 4. This option considers a westward extension of the CTA Blue Line 
from Des Plaines Avenue in Forest Park to 1st Avenue at the Loyola/Maywood employment 
center; the main line then continues west of the Loyola/Maywood employment center as a 
multimodal corridor – a combination of I-290 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and High Occupancy 
Vehicle (HOV) lanes, adding one HOV lane in each direction from 1st Avenue to Hillside. 
 
The same connecting investments assumed in all other Main Line options are assumed in Main 
Liine Option 4, as well: the proposed DuPage J Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service and the 
Mid-City Transitway (also as BRT).  By keeping these connecting services constant in all five 
Main Line options, the benefit of alternative east-west Main Line investments can be more 
clearly understood. 
 
Hubs (major transfer centers) are proposed where the core Main Line investment intersects 
with the connecting north-south investments.  In Main Line Option 4, the hubs are assumed in 
the vicinity of Oakbrook Center and where the Blue Line would intersect the Mid-City transitway 
in the west side of Chicago. A key intermodal transfer point would also at occur 1st Avenue/I-
290 (Loyola/Maywood). 
 
The combination of major transit investments in Main Line Option 4 form an intermodal network 
of Bus Rapid Transit and rapid rail.  Major capital investments of Main Line Option 4 are detailed 
below. 
 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
Blue Line extension to 1st Avenue Heavy Rail 0.6 1 
I-290 HOV Lanes Highway (multimodal) 4.3 0 
I-290 BRT as J Route Connector BRT 7.3 6 
DuPage J Line BRT 40.4 23 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway (multimodal) * 0 


 TOTAL 77.9 52 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included.  
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Main Line Option 4 ranks fifth among all eleven options and is the second strongest of the five 
Main Line systems examined in the Goals and Objectives analysis, based on criteria used in the 
preliminary analysis.  While the performance of Option 4 in achieving mobility goals is similar to 
that of Option 2 (Blue Line extension to Oak Brook), the considerably lower cost of Option 4 
results in a significantly higher value.  
 
Main Line Option 4 is most notable in its ability to provide reverse commuters direct access 
(one seat ride) to the Loyola/Maywood employment center, direct intersuburban access to all 
six employment centers, travel efficiency for both transit and auto users in the Eisenhower 
Expressway corridor, and notably few instances of potential conflict with environmental, natural 
and historic resources.  With its extensive reliance on BRT, Main Line Option 4 has the potential 
to provide a one-seat ride to multiple employment centers for intersuburban travel markets 
that originate in both Cook (west of 1st Avenue) and DuPage.   
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Nevertheless, Main Line Option 4 is not designed to provide direct service (one-seat ride) to 
multiple corridor employment centers for the reverse commute travel market.  A combination of 
rapid transit and BRT in the east-west main line, and BRT in the Mid-City Transitway require 
multiple transfers for most reverse commute travel. 
 
 
Strengths: 


A. Offers greater potential for a one seat ride to one corridor employment center for 
westbound Blue Line riders living east of the Corridor; [5] 


B. Reliance on currently operated mode and interchangeability of vehicles with other 
elements of the CTA system; [5] 


C. The strong interface with the existing bus and rail system - especially in Chicago at the 
east end of the main line - may increase use of existing transit lines; [5]  


D. The transportation improvements are proximate to all six identified corridor employment 
centers, [4] 


E. Interoperability of BRT system west of Loyola/Maywood; [3] 
F. Does not require I-290 expansion east of 1st Ave., resulting in a lower potential for 


conflict with environmental, natural and historic resources in Oak Park and Chicago; [3]  
G. Strong potential to enhance economic and redevelopment opportunities, particularly at 


the two hubs and the Maywood/Loyola transfer center. [2] 
 
Areas of Concern: 


A. The lack of modal/service interoperability between the two segments of the Main Line 
and the eastern connecting investment imposes multiple transfers; [6]  


B. Bus Rapid Transit in the expressway median is not proximate to the 
neighborhoods/communities it serves; [4] 


C. High cost; [3] 
D. Funding is currently unavailable. [3] 
E. Effectiveness of HOV and HOT managed lanes in our region is uncertain; [1]  
F. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in our region is uncertain;  
G. As is the case for all five Main line options, the 40.4 mile J-Line project may impact 


wetlands, open space and supported ecosystems at various locations, if significant new 
right-of-way is required; 


H. Relocates the point of lane imbalance on I-290 but leaves the corridor with the same 
problem; [1] 


I. Constructability/cost of Mid-City. [1] 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 The Mid City Transitway could be heavy (rapid) rail service (rather than BRT) for greater 
interoperability with the Blue Line extension, although likely at a higher cost; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or 


mitigated. 
 Road pricing and other Innovative demand management strategies could be applied to 


the HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the 
operating/maintenance costs.   
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Concentric System Option 1: Findings 
 
IL 59, I-355, the Kingery Highway (IL 83), Cumberland/1st Avenue (IL 171), and the Cicero 
Avenue/Mid-City Corridor are the focus of Concentric Option 1.  These concentric north-south 
bands (corridors) include new Bus Rapid Transit, alone or in combination with managed lanes.  
Managed lanes are presumed to be either High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes or High 
Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes, depending on whether the roadway is currently a tolled facility. In 
addition, an I-290/I-88 BRT is included in this option as part of a new, multi-modal east-west 
investment that connects the concentric bands.   
 
In this Concentric System option, the IL 59 BRT functions as a collector of intersuburban and 
traditional commuters from southeast Aurora and southwest Naperville.  Similarly, the Mid-City 
Transitway in the Cicero Avenue corridor acts as a collector of reverse commuters from 
Chicago; from the CTA rapid transit and bus network, and Metra commuter rail lines.  Hubs – or 
major transfer centers - are located at Yorktown Center in Lombard, IL 83 and I-88 in Oak 
Brook, 1st Avenue and I-290 in Maywood, the Mid-City Transitway and I-290 in the west side of 
Chicago. 
 
The major investments comprise a major new, multi-modal Bus Rapid Transit and HOV/HOT 
network.  Major capital investments comprising Concentric Option 1 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
IL 59 BRT BRT 7.7 7 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
I-355 HOT Highway (multimodal) 25.9 0 
IL 83 BRT BRT 16.7 16 
1st Avenue BRT BRT 19.3 16 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT 26.1 19 
I-88 HOT Highway (multimodal) * 0 
I-290+Extension HOV Highway (multimodal) 5.0 0 
I-290+Extension BRT  BRT * 12 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway (multimodal) 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 130.4 110 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Concentric Option 1 ranked highest, and far outperforms the other options, in addressing the 
collective goals and objectives based on criteria used in the preliminary analysis.  This option 
has the third highest total construction cost, and a middle range annual operating cost.  
Concentric Option 1 also has the best overall system value out of the eleven options, when 
comparing its cost to its achievement of the goal and objectives. 
 
Concentric Option 1 performs well in achieving these goals because it is a relatively large 
system (though not the largest), serves many travel patterns in the corridor and it is proximate 
to all six identified corridor employment centers.  Concentric Option 1 has a high potential for 
interoperability of services to provide a one-seat ride, is well integrated with the existing 
Interstate and commuter rail service network and is expected to improve service quality for 
both transit and auto users of the Eisenhower Expressway. 
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Overall Strengths of Option: 
A. Provides a very high level of connectivity to a rich mix of work places, commercial 


centers, recreational activities and both of the region’s International airports; [8]  
B. BRT network (as is the case for any same mode network) allows a high degree of service 


interoperability, offering the potential to provide direct, express service between many 
different end points; [5]  


C. The four hubs (Yorktown Center in Lombard, Oakbrook center in Oak Brook, 1st Avenue 
and I-290 in Maywood, the Mid-City Transitway and I-290 in Chicago) offer a strong 
potential to strengthen and encourage economic development and are proximate to a 
wide range of both work and non-work activities; [3] 


D. IL 59, IL 83, 1st Ave. and Mid-City BRT facilities are shared only with emergency 
vehicles, offering the potential for high reliability; [4] 


E. The transportation improvements are proximate to all six major employment centers, 
[5]  


F. Shared use/multi-purpose facility (BRT with HOV or HOT) in the I-290, I-88 and  
I-355 corridors provide travelers with a choice of travel options and are anticipated to 
improve mobility for both auto and transit users in these corridors; [3]  


G. Strong interface with the existing bus and rail system may increase use of existing bus, 
commuter rail and rapid transit lines; [2]  


H. Can be phased or upgraded over time; [1]  
I. The southern endpoints of I-355 and IL 83 improvements at park and rides in the I-55 


corridor provide benefits to others outside of the Corridor; [1]  
J. Major capital investments have independent utility; [1]  
K. BRT mode allows service deviation to avoid incidences that cause delay (accidents, 


weather related delays, etc.).  It can also allow demand-responsive or temporary 
increases in capacity, without requiring facility expansion; 


L. I-355 BRT provides a more direct path for people traveling from Lisle/Naperville to 
Schaumburg than the J Route considered in the Main Line options. 


 
Areas of Concern: 


A. BRT in expressway median is not proximate to the neighborhoods/towns it serves; [5] 
B. Feasibility of acquiring Cook County Forest Preserve property along much of 1st Avenue; 


[4]  
C. Potential wetland and floodplain concerns along I-355. [2]  
D. High cost of system; [4] 
E. Integration of BRT service on arterial roadways; [4] 
F. Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design 


and operating stages; [4]  
G. The I-290 HOV may require acquisition of additional right-of-way with potential stated 


negative consequences for Oak Park; [2] 
H. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in our region is uncertain; [2]  
I. Effectiveness of HOV and HOT managed lanes in our region is uncertain; [1] 
J. Constructability/cost of Midcity; [1] 
K. BRT parallel to existing Blue Line east of DesPlaines Ave. duplicates service; [1] 
L. HOV parallel to existing Blue Line east of DesPlaines Ave. potentially diverts riders from 


transit. [1] 
 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Phase implementation; 
 Explore less capital-intensive and/or less land-intensive alternatives to individual 


components to lower system cost; 
 Test BRT first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Intrusion on wetlands and open space could potentially be avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
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 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 
potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park; 


 Road pricing and other innovative demand management strategies could be applied to 
HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset operating/maintenance costs. 
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Concentric System Option 2: Findings 
 
Three concentric north-south bands (corridors) of major capital investments are the focus of 
Concentric Option 2: I-355 multimodal High Occupancy Toll (HOT)/Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
investment, a diesel multiple unit (DMU) passenger rail investment in the Indiana Harbor Belt / 
Belt Railway of Chicago freight corridor, and the Mid-City Transitway BRT in the Cicero Avenue 
corridor.  A BRT service in the I-290/I-88 corridor provides a new east-west connection 
between the concentric bands, without High Occupancy Vehicles lanes.   
 
In Option 2, the proposed Inner Circumferential DMU replaces both the IL 83 and 1st Avenue 
BRT investments that were considered as part of Option 1, concentrating north –south travel in 
the central part of the Cook DuPage Corridor, while still providing access to both major 
international airports.  Option 2 eliminates the HOV investment in the I-88 and I-290 corridors 
considered in Option 1 and substitutes bus lanes on I-88 and I-290.  
 
The Mid-City Transitway in the Cicero Avenue corridor acts as a collector of reverse commuters 
from Chicago; from the CTA rapid transit and bus network, and Metra commuter rail lines.  
Hubs – or major transfer centers - are located at Yorktown Center in Lombard, 25th 


Avenue/Inner Circumferential at I-290 and the Mid-City Transitway at I-290. A major transfer 
point is also assumed at 1st Avenue at the new terminal of the Blue Line extension. 
 
The major transit investments form a new multimodal, Bus Rapid Transit network in DuPage, 
and a combined BRT/rapid transit and DMU commuter rail system in west Cook.  Major capital 
investments comprising Concentric Option 2 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
Inner Circumferential DMU 21.0 16 
I-355 HOT Highway (multimodal) 25.9 0 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
Mid-City Transitway BRT 25.3 22 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail 0.6 0 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT 21.2 17 
Elgin-O’Hare Expressway east ext. Highway (multimodal) 4.4 0 


 TOTAL 98.4 73 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Concentric Option 2 ranks fourth highest among all eleven options examined in the Goals and 
Objectives analysis, based on criteria used in the preliminary analysis.  Concentric Option 2 has 
an estimated total construction cost comparable to Concentric Option 1, but reveals significantly 
lower benefits.   
 
Among all eleven options, Concentric Option 2 is a moderate-to-strong performer in nearly all 
of the goals and objectives.  Concentric Option 2 performs well in its potential to provide access 
to a very high number of jobs that are located outside the six identified corridor employment 
centers; this is largely due to the proximity of the Inner Circumferential to the job/industry rich 
25th Avenue corridor in west suburban Cook County. 
 
Concentric Option 2 has very low potential for interoperability of services due to the mix of 
modes, and offers a one seat ride only to the Loyola/Maywood employment center for reverse 
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commuters whose trips originate along the existing Blue Line east of Cicero Avenue. Also, this 
option is not expected to significantly improve mobility for auto users in the I-290 corridor. 
 
Strengths: 


A. Extensive BRT network in DuPage offers a high degree of interoperability and flexibility 
of alternative alignments; [6] 


B. Good connections to both Chicago airports; [5]  
C. Can be phased or upgraded over time; [4] 
D. Major capital investments have independent utility; [4] 
E. There is a strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago to feed the Mid-


City transitway. [3]  
 
Areas of Concern: 


A. The IHB portion of the Inner Circumferential is a key part of the CREATE Beltway 
Corridor and may not have the capacity to add commuter service; [7] 


B. A mix of commuter rail/DMU, rapid transit and BRT in the Cook portion of the corridor 
limits interoperablity; [6] 


C. Requires unprecedented coordination between ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design and 
operating stages; [4]  


D. Bus Rapid Transit in expressway median is not proximate to the 
neighborhoods/communities it serves; [2] 


E. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and Diesel Multiple Units (DMU) in our region is 
uncertain; [1]  


F. Constructability/cost of Midcity; [1] 
G. Effectiveness of HOV and HOT managed lanes in our region is uncertain. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Test BRT first in a demonstration corridor 
 Road pricing and other innovative demand management strategies could be applied to 


the HOV lane to ensure its performance and potentially offset the 
operating/maintenance costs 
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Radial Reliant System Option 1: Findings 
 
The three existing commuter rail lines and additional new radial transit investments are the 
focus of Radial Reliant Option 1. This option involves a major upgrade of the Metra Milwaukee 
District West, Union Pacific West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe radial commuter rail lines. It 
also includes an extension of the Blue Line to the Loyola Maywood employment Center at 1st 
Ave., a multimodal investment in the I-290/I-88 corridor from Cicero Ave. to I-355/Yorktown 
(BRT and one additional lane in each direction for HOV/HOT), and one reversible HOV lane 
along the I-290 extension.   
 
The intent of all three Radial Reliant options is to direct investment in existing transportation 
facilities that “radiate” outward from the city of Chicago.  However, the Radial Reliant system 
requires significant supplementation to provide connectivity to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six 
major employment centers, which are located in the major expressway corridors.  To address 
this needed connectivity, Radial Reliant Option 1 also includes a north-south BRT/HOT 
investment in the I-355 corridor.  
 
Existing Metra stations and the addition of generally low capital/small scale new stations – 
rather than hubs - address the dispersed usage of the Radial Reliant options.  In Radial Reliant 
option 1, however, a multi-modal transit center (with park and ride) is proposed in the 
Yorktown/I-355 area. 
 
The major investments in Radial Reliant Option 1 present a new use for existing radial 
commuter rail lines and a major new multi-modal Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and High Occupancy 
Vehicle / High Occupancy Toll (HOV/HOT) network.  Major capital investments comprising 
Radial Reliant Option 1 are detailed below. 
 
Proposed Capital Investments Mode Miles* Stations 


 
Milwaukee District West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 32.9 22 
Union Pacific West Line upgrade Commuter Rail 30.3 17 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe upgrade Commuter Rail 31.7 28 
I-290 Eisenhower Expressway HOV Highway (multimodal) 9.4 0 
I-88 HOT Highway (multimodal) 7.3 0 
I-290/I-88 BRT BRT * 12 
I-290 Extension Reversible HOV  Highway (multimodal) 5.4 0 
IL 83 BRT BRT 16.9 16 
I-355 HOT Highway (multimodal) 25.9 0 
I-355 BRT BRT * 18 
Blue Line extension – 1st Ave. Heavy Rail * 1 


 TOTAL 159.8 114 
*To avoid double-counting, the mileage of a capital investment that is entirely within the termini of another investment 
is not included. 
 
Goals and Objectives Assessment 
Radial Reliant Option 1 is second highest among all eleven options examined in the Goal and 
Objectives analysis, and is significantly stronger than the other two Radial Reliant options, 
based on criteria used in the preliminary analysis..  Radial Reliant Option 1 has an estimated 
construction cost that is higher than all but one Main Line system option but lower than all 
three concentric options.   
 
Among all eleven options, Radial Reliant Option 1 is a moderate-to-strong performer in many 
goals and objectives, and is the highest in a few.  Radial Reliant Option 1 performs well in its 
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potential to serve other work related and non-work trips, to serve multiple travel markets and 
to reduce travel time on I-290 for both auto and transit users.  
 
Radial Reliant options 1, 2 and 3 are all poor performers in their interoperability and potential 
to provide a one-seat ride for intersuburban commuters to multiple employment centers.  This 
is due to the reliance on different transit modes for east-west and north-south travel, and the 
need to transfer between the radial commuter rail lines and bus rapid transit for many 
intersuburban commute trips to identified corridor employment centers. 
 
Overall Strengths of Option: 


A. Extensive reliance on existing radial system – principally Metra commuter rail lines can 
leverage existing investment in these facilities; [6]  


B. New use of Metra Lines can potentially enhance vitality of suburban downtowns; [6] 
C. Strong reliance on the existing system especially in Chicago may increase ridership on 


existing bus and rapid transit lines; [4]  
D. Investment in existing Metra lines may also benefit traditional commute; [5] 
E. Some elements can be phased-in or upgraded over time; [2]  
F. High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) network would benefit regional travel, as well as Cook 


DuPage Corridor travel; [2]  
G. BRT network offers a high degree of interoperability and flexibility of alternative 


alignments. [2] 
 
Areas of Concern: 


A. UP-W and BNSF are owned and operated by private railroad companies who must 
approve expansion of service.  CP Rail, which has trackage rights on some portions of 
the Milwaukee District West Line may need to approve expansion of commuter service; 
[6]  


B. Metra rail lines are not proximate to the Cook-DuPage Corridor’s six employment 
centers.  Connecting lines of service and at least one transfer are required; [3]  


C. Practicality and feasibility of single lane reversible HOV on Eisenhower Extension; [4] 
D. Cost and feasibility of proposed Metra line improvements are very uncertain – requires 


extensive further operational and physical analysis; [4] 
E. Lack of available parking at most Metra stations could limit access by intersuburban 


commuters; [3] 
F. Likely requires some service reduction and/or modification for Metra traditional 


commuters; [3] 
G. The I-290 HOV may require acquisition of right-of-way with potentially negative 


consequences for Oak Park; [3]  
H. Bus Rapid Transit in expressway median is not proximate to the 


neighborhoods/communities it serves; [2] 
I. Potential of I-290 HOV lanes to impact historic landmarks in the I-290 Corridor, 


particularly in Oak Park and Chicago; [2]  
J. Requires unprecedented coordination between IDOT, ISTHA, Pace, and RTA in design 


and operating stages; [2]  
K. Effectiveness of HOV and HOT managed lanes in our region is uncertain; [1] 
L. Proposed new service assumptions may conflict with facility and/or service plans that 


result from Metra’s on-going New Starts Alternatives Analysis for the UP-W Line 
Premium Service Upgrade; [1] 


M. Many major capital investments do not have independent utility; [1] 
N. May require additional track space/time in downtown terminals, especially Union Station 


for the MD-W and BNSF; [1]  
O. HOV parallel to existing Blue Line east of DesPlaines Ave. potentially diverts riders from 


transit; [1] 
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P. Two proposed new stations on commuter rail lines may not meet Metra’s ¼ mile 
minimum station spacing standards; 


Q. Effectiveness of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT in our region is uncertain; 
R. Potential to impact wetlands and floodplains in the I-290/I-355 HOT/BRT corridor; 
S. Potential of commuter rail line upgrades to impact wetlands, floodplains, open space and 


supported ecosystems; and parklands and national historic landmarks; 
T. Current lack of funding. 


 
Potential Approaches to Address Concerns: 


 Line capacity analysis could be undertaken for three Metra lines, in addition to operating 
and physical feasibility studies of proposed new services; 


 Connector bus network could be used as primary means of access to and from Metra 
lines; 


 Modify proposed north-south services to access existing Metra stations where spacing 
standards conflict, with potential decrease in efficiency of connecting service; 


 Intersuburban commute service could be operated as a line within a line to reduce need 
for downtown terminal track space/time; 


 BRT could be tested first in a demonstration corridor; 
 Monitoring and enforcement programs could be implemented for HOV and HOT;  
 Intrusion on wetlands, floodplains, open space, parklands and national historic 


landmarks could potentially be avoided, minimized or mitigated; 
 ROW acquisition along I-290 could be minimized or mitigated, and other positive 


potential opportunities may exist for Oak Park. 
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Cook DuPage Corridor
Policy Committee Briefing Schedule


Updated Jan 31. 2008


# Date Pol Com Members Others RTA Staff Location


1 Mon Jan 6 Paul Fichtner (Chair) Tam Kutzmark Sid Lombard Village Hall
Tom Marcucci David Hulseberg Bill
Joyce Stupegia Mark  Avery Michelle
Joe McDermott Nick Pappas


Bill Henniff (IT)


2 Tues Jan 7 Tom Bennington Tom Cuculich Sid DuPage Co. Board Room
Mark Avery Bill
Jim Healy (partial) Michelle


3 Tues Jan 22 at 3:00 PM Tony Peraica Sid
Bill
Michelle


4 Fri Jan 25 at 9:30 AM Joe Deal Rich Hazlett Sid
Paul Fichtner Luann Hamilton Bill


Michelle


5 Thurs Jan 31 at 9:30 AM David Pope (Vice-Chair) Tammy Wierciak Leanne Cicero Town Hall
Larry Dominck Pat Higgins Sid
Frank Pasquale Rob Cole Bill
Paul Fichtner Roy McCampbell Michelle
Tony Peraica Lenny Cannata


Dan Proft


6 Unable to attend Peter Silvestri


Attendees


Cook Co. Bldg, Peraica's 
Office Rm 567


City Hall, Joe Deal's office Rm 
509
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Problem Statement
[Approved January 26, 2006]


A significant increase in population and jobs has occurred in suburban areas of
Northeastern Illinois over the past several decades.  Major regional employment
centers have emerged in and around the Cook-DuPage Corridor, offering new
work locations for both city and suburban residents.  As a result, both DuPage
county and Cook county are currently net importers of workers.  Corridor
employment growth is anticipated to far outpace population change in the next 30
years.


Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in
travel patterns.  While the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago
remains strong, there has been a large increase in intersuburban and reverse
commute travel.  The existing Corridor transportation system was established to
serve the traditional commute to downtown Chicago.  The system does not
provide a sufficient level of service and/or range of options to address the high
growth travel patterns to Corridor employment centers.  This deficiency is
most acute for reverse and intersuburban travel markets where transit options
are limited or non-existent.
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Cook-DuPage Corridor Committees


• Policy


• Technical


• Citizen Advisory


Study Schedule


Cook DuPage Corridor Study Timeline
Updated January 2008


Problem Statement


Goals & Objectives


Purpose and Need
for Mobility
Improvement


Conceptual Options


Public Meetings
(June ’06)


Incorporation of
Public Comment


Detailed Options


Corridor Planning
Standards


Evaluation


Technical
Committee
Recommendations


Preparation of
materials for non-
technical audience


Corridor Planning
Standards
Guidebook


Policy Committee
Recommendations


Public Meetings


Incorporation of
Public Comment


Final
Recommendations


Travel Market
Analysis


Jan.
2006


Jul. Jan.
2007


Jan.
2008


Jul. Jul.


System
Alternatives
Analysis


OPTIONS FEASIBILITY STUDY


Last Policy
Committee
Meeting:
Dec. 6, 2006


Upcoming Policy
Committee
Meeting:
Feb. 2008
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Progression


35 projects 11 combinations


(system options)


3 system
recommendations
forwarded by
Technical Committee


evaluation


OUTCOMEINPUT


System Recommendations


• 3 Different designs to improve mobility:


– Main Line System


– Concentric System


– Radial Reliant System


• Package of improvements that collectively
meet the goals and objectives
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CTA Blue Line
(Existing)


Pros


—Connects people to all six employment centers
with fewest major investments


—Strong interface with CTA east of the Corridor


—Flexibility of BRT to increase service levels
without facility expansion and deviate route if
needed


—BRT alternative in I-290 corridor could allow for a
high level of interoperability, offering direct,
express service between many different places


—Blue Line (fixed guideway) alternative in I-290
corridor offers greater service reliability for
reverse commuters


—HOV, BRT, 1st Ave Blue Line extension alternative
moves terminus of the Blue Line and the BRT to
the Loyola/Maywood employment center.


Cons


• I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park
interchanges


• Effectiveness of HOV in our region is uncertain
and experiences have varied nationwide


—Requires extensive interagency coordination in
facility design, access and financing


—Potential to impact historic landmarks in the
I-290 corridor (Oak Park and Chicago)


—MidCity BRT cost and construction feasibility
(currently under study by CDOT)


Construction cost estimate:
$4.3 - $5.5  billion


Operating cost estimate:
$39 - $52 million (annually)


78 linear mile system


System with fewest
environmental concerns


Strong in achieving goals


Main Line System Recommendations
This system recommendation focuses mobility investment in a central main line corridor proximate to I-290. A bus rapid transit (BRT) line at each end of the Main
Line corridor is additionally recommended for collection and distribution. Three different alternatives for an I-290 Main Line Corridor are recommended for further
study, in light of evaluation results.


The Technical Committee recommendation reflects Main Line options 1, 2 and 4


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th


St


I-290 Main Line Corridor Alternatives:


BRT and HOV
 HOV lanes from I-88 Interchange to Cicero Ave and
 BRT from J Line (IL 83) to MidCity (Cicero Ave)


OR


Blue Line Extension to Oak Brook
 Blue Line extension to J Line (IL 83) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)


OR


BRT, HOV and Blue Line Extension to 1st Ave
 HOV lanes from I-88 Interchange to 1st Ave
 BRT from J Line (IL 83) to Maywood (1st Ave)
 Blue Line Extension to Maywood (1st Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)


CTA Blue
Line
(existing)


CTA Blue
Line
(existing)
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J Line BRT
I-290–Thorndale–IL 83–I-88–Diehl–IL


59


Elgin-O’Hare East Extension
I-290 to O’Hare Airport


IL 59 BRT
I-88 to 95th Street


Concentric System Recommendations
This system recommendation is to improve mobility via six “concentric” north-south transportation corridors, supplemented by a major east-west corridor investment
and the extension of the Elgin-O’Hare Expressway. Three alternatives for the I-88/I-290 east-west corridor are recommended for further consideration.


This system recommendation reflects Concentric option 1 with the following modifications:


IL 83 BRT
Thorndale Ave to I-


55


1st Ave ART
I-90 to Midway


Mid-City BRT
Lawrence Ave to I-94 at 87th St


IL 59 BRT
I-88 to 95th St I-88/I-290 East-West Corridor Alternatives:


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown
 Blue Line extension to Lombard (Highland Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)


OR


I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes and Express Bus
 Express Bus from Mid-City BRT (Cicero Ave) to Yorktown and to Elmhurst/Addison
 I-88 HOV Toll (HOT) lanes from I-355 to I-290; and I-290 HOT from IL 83 to Cicero Ave


OR


Blue Line Extension to Yorktown and
I-88/I-290 HOT Lanes and Express Bus
 Blue Line extension to Lombard (Highland Ave) from Forest Park (Des Plaines Ave)
 Express Bus from Mid-City BRT (Cicero Ave) to Yorktown and to Elmhurst/Addison
 I-88 HOV Toll (HOT) lanes from I-355 to I-290; and I-290 HOT from IL 83 to Cicero Ave


I-88 Express Bus
IL 59 to I-355


I-88 HOT Lanes
IL 59 to I-355


CTA Blue
Line
(existing)


CTA Blue
Line
(existing)


Elgin-O’Hare East
Extension


I-290 to O’Hare Airport


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


I-355 HOT Lanes
Golf Rd to I-55


Inner
Circumferential Rail


O’Hare to Midway


•   Three I-290/I-88 corridor alternatives replace a BRT project evaluated.
•   In the 1st Ave. Corridor, a less capital-intensive Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) replaces the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) evaluated, and
•   The Inner Circumferential Rail project that was evaluated with Concentric option 2 has been added.


Construction cost estimate:
$8.7 - $11.1  billion


Operating cost estimate:
$95 - 120 million (annually)


150 linear mile system


System with second most
environmental concerns


Best in achieving goals


Pros


• Connects people to the most jobs and richest
mix of activity centers, including major airports


• BRT and express bus could share facilities and
provide direct service between many points


—Potential to strengthen and encourage economic
development where north-south and east-west
transportation corridors intersect


—exclusive-use BRT facilities (IL 59, IL 83 and
MidCity) have a high level of reliability and can
benefit emergency vehicles


—I-355 and I-88/I-290 multimodal facilities benefit
both auto and transit users and offer HOV,
express bus and/or BRT travel options


Cons


• BRT in expressway median is not easily accessed
by the people and places it connects


• High cost of system


• Inner Circumferential requires use of a key part of
the CREATE freight plan for passenger service


—Requires extensive interagency coordination in
facility planning, design, financing and operation


• Relies heavily on BRT, lane management and
pricing strategies not yet tested in our region


—MidCity BRT cost and uncertain construction
feasibility (currently under study by CDOT)


Prepared by RTA
December 5, 2007
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Radial Reliant System Recommendations
The Radial Reliant system emphasizes major capital investment to expand and enhance the existing  radial rail and expressway systems to better serve the needs of
intersuburban and reverse commute travel markets. Two north-south capital investments are proposed in the center of the corridor, as well as short westward
extension of the Blue Line to Maywood, to ensure connectivity to the corridor’s identified major employment centers.


The Technical Committee recommendation reflects Radial Reliant option 1


Metra MD-W Expansion
Union Station to Elgin


Metra UP-W Expansion
Ogilvie T.C. to Geneva


IL 83 BRT
Thorndale Ave to I-55


I-88 HOV/Toll (HOT) Lanes
I-355 to I-290 interchange


I-355 BRT
Golf Rd to I-55


I-355 HOV/Toll (HOT) Lanes
Golf Rd to I-55


I-290+Extension HOV Lanes
2 HOV lanes Cicero Ave. to I-88 interchange


and
1 reversible HOV lane I-88 interchange to IL 83


I-290/I-88 BRT
1st Ave to Yorktown (Highland Ave)


Construction cost estimate:
$4.8  billion


Operating cost estimate:
$137 million (annually)


175 linear mile system


System with the most
environmental concerns


Strong in achieving goals


Pros


—Reliance on existing Metra commuter corridors
can leverage investment in these facilities


—Potential for enhanced vitality and economic
development of suburban downtowns


—Investment in existing Metra corridors may also
benefit traditional commuters


—Reliance on existing system – particularly in
Chicago - may increase ridership on existing
commuter rail, bus and rapid transit lines


Cons


• Relies extensively on land and facilities owned
by private railroad companies, requiring their
individual cooperation and approval


—Cost and feasibility of Metra line projects are very
uncertain and require extensive operational and
physical analysis


—Practicality and feasibility of a single-lane
reversible HOV facility on Eisenhower Extension


—The existing radial rail lines are not proximate to
corridor employment centers


—Lack of available parking at existing commuter
rail stations could limit access for intersuburban
commuters


—Likely requires service reduction of, or
modification to, Metra traditional commuter
service


—I-290 widening may require acquisition of
right-of-way, primarily near Oak Park
interchanges


Prepared by RTA
December 5, 2007


Metra BNSF Expansion
Union Station to Aurora


Blue Line Extension
Extension to Maywood (1st


Ave) from Forest Park


Supporting Recommendations


• Policy Issues


• Major Capital Investments


• Smart Corridors


• Connector Service


• Distribution/Circulation Services


• Strategic Roadway Improvements
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Smart Corridors
Smart corridors are the key arterial roadways
where information technology, intersection
improvements and traffic management
strategies are recommended to enhance travel
flow for all users: autos, transit, commercial
and truck.


Connector services
Connector services are new north-south and
east-west bus service with limited stops that
provide a basic and essential grid of public
transportation for work and non-work trips of
the Cook DuPage Corridor. Reliability and safety
of connector services is increased by operating
in smart corridors (described above).


Distribution/circulation services
Safe and convenient non-auto access to
suburban work places is needed for the viability
of trip-making by transit. Multimodal
distribution system service areas (e.g., transit,
bicycle, pedestrian and/or other) are
recommended at each of the six major
employment centers.


Strategic roadway improvements
Strategic roadway improvements would
significantly enhance connectivity of the
existing network and relieve traffic bottlenecks.
These improvements were selected based on
travel patterns and system use, and warrant
further examination. Please see map at left to
locate the corresponding numbered strategic
roadway improvements listed below:


Smart Corridors, Connectors, Distribution
Services and Strategic Roadway Improvements
Nine distinct travel markets in the Cook DuPage Corridor reflect travel patterns of such magnitude that warrant potential major capital investment. Yet collectively,
the nine travel markets reflect less than 20% of all work travel in the Cook DuPage Corridor. The vast majority of Corridor work trips are dispersed and vary in
direction, trip length and end points. This majority of work trips overlap with travel market flows, and are joined by non-work trips and commercial vehicle traffic.


Smart corridors, connectors, distribution services and strategic roadway improvements are recommended to enhance mobility for the full spectrum of Corridor
travelers.  These low-capital enhancements reflect a system-wide approach to easing Corridor travel and are irrespective of - but complementary to - any of the
proposed major capital investments. The four types improvements are depicted below and are recommended for further prioritization, refinement and potential
phased implementation.


Prepared by RTA
December 18, 2007


1. Eola Rd: extend to IL 38 through Fermilab property


2. IL 59: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each direction


3. Elgin O’Hare Expressway: extend one interchange
west to County Farm Road


4. Fullerton Ave/Grand AveCorridor: extend west to
Main Street (Glen Ellyn) and east to Grand Avenue


5. 22nd Street: widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each
direction


6. IL 83: intersection improvement at Riverside Dr
(Elmhurst), widen from 2 to 3 lanes in each
direction - US 34 to 55th St and 63rd St to Midway
Dr


7. Franklin Ave: improve interchange with Mannheim
Rd


8. Wolf Road: extend over UP Railroad Proviso Yard


9. 25th Ave: widen from 1 to 2 lanes in each direction


10. I-290: major rehabilitation, Mannheim Rd to Cicero
Ave


11. Central Ave: extend over BNSF Railroad’s Cicero
Yard


Major employment center


Follow-on Questions


• RTA Staff
– Michelle Ryan, 312-913-3249


– Bill Lenski, 312-913-3240


• Technical Committee member


• Technical Committee Officers
– Patrick Higgins, Chair 708-246-1800


– Tam Kutzmark, Vice Chair 630-571-0480
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System Recommendations
Briefing for Policy Committee Members


Committee Member Pope
January 22, 2008


Regional
Transportation
Authority


Presented to:








 


Q & A from Policy Committee member briefings 
February 6, 2008 


 


Q & A 
 
Costs and Benefits 
 


1. Have the costs of supporting systems (connectors, smart corridors, 
etc.)  been estimated? 
Smart Corridors = no 
Connectors and Circulator/distribution systems, combined = $160 million for 
operating (annually); $110 million for capital 
Strategic highway improvements = $653 million 


 
2. Do the annual operating costs estimates [shown in the gray box on 


the recommendations handout] include operating and maintenance 
costs of the highway proposals?  
No. The figures reflect the annual operating costs only of the proposed major 
transit services.  


 
3. Has revenue that could be raised through pricing strategies on 


proposed toll lanes been factored into the capital costs? 
No. Specific pricing strategies, anticipated revenue generation, and the 
potential use of any generated revenue would warrant significant detailed 
consideration and discussion beyond this corridor planning process. The 
Technical Committee notes that this potential benefit may exist, but it has not 
been factored in as a reduction to capital cost at this point. 


 
4. Was cost taken into account by the Technical Committee? 


Yes… to an extent (see also next two questions). Goal 7 is to maximize cost 
effectiveness. The Technical Committee evaluated the total cost of an option 
relative to its overall effectiveness in achieving the other goals and objectives.   


 
5. Is there an upper limit of cost, or “available funding” assumption that 


we can/should take into account? 
That’s a tough one. Most major projects require special federal funding 
through federal earmarks and/or compete nationally in federal discretionary 
programs.  


 
But here’s one good benchmark to consider - CMAP anticipates that 
approximately $9.4 billion would be available for new, major capital 
transportation proposals in the entire metro area between 2006 and 2030. 
Sounds small? A total of $64.9 billion is anticipated to be available across all 
categories, but the vast majority (85.5%) of forecasted funds is allocated to 
maintenance and reconstruction of existing facilities, arterial, bus, pedestrian 
and freight projects, and near term major projects that are already fully 
funded. The financial forecast was established for the region’s current, 
federally approved Long-Range Regional Transportation Plan (CMAP, 2030 
RTP Update, Oct. 2006, p.7,).  


 
 







 


Q & A from Policy Committee member briefings 
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6. Do we know the fiscal impacts of the system options? 


No. Fiscal analysis has not been undertaken of the full range of projects 
considered in this phase; only unit-cost based construction and annual 
operating costs have been developed. 


 
7. Among the Main Line’s three I-290 Corridor Alternatives, the Blue 


Line extension costs much more than the other two alternatives. Is it 
similar to the others in terms of cost-effectiveness? 
No. The Main Line system was found to be less cost effective with the Blue 
Line extension, than with either of the other two I-290 alternatives. However, 
Cost Effectiveness was only one of seven goals evaluated. The Blue Line 
extension alternative notably improved the system results in terms of Goal 4: 
Maximize Community and Corridor Benefits; it was evaluated to be less 
disruptive to the communities, and it  would offer longer hours and more 
frequent service to Oak Brook, based on current CTA service. The result was a 
similar – just slightly lower - overall score relative to the other two I-290 
Corridor alternatives. 


 
8. Who would be the primary users of a CTA Blue Line/Forest Park 


extension to or in DuPage County, suburban or Chicago residents? 
We anticipate that the primary users would be Chicago residents (reverse 
commuters); suburban west Cook residents would be the secondary and 
smaller of the two markets. 


 
9. Do we know or can we determine the relative time savings of the I-


290 corridor investment options? (see next) 


Have we compared the travel time between any two points among the 
three systems? 
No. Time savings will be determined in the next study phase in conjunction 
with computer modeling. Time savings are very sensitive to detailed service 
and operational assumptions.  


 
10. Do we know the impacts of the proposed system recommendations on 


the existing system? 
No. Impacts on the existing system will be determined in the next study 
phase in conjunction with computer modeling. 


 
 
Phasing 
 


11. Is it possible that one mode, such as BRT, could be transitioned to 
LRT or other rail fixed guideway later? 
Yes. BRT stations can be designed so that they will later accommodate LRT. 
This is the approach being followed in the York region of Ontario and other 
places.  


 
12. What lifespan do the investments have? 


BRT, rail and highway facilities are presumed to all have 50 year lifespans 
before requiring major reconstruction. BRT vehicles have a lifespan of 
approximately 12 years, and trains 30 years. 
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Definitions/Clarifications 
 


13. What are Smart Corridors? 
Key arterial roadways where traffic management strategies and intersection 
improvements can be applied to enhance travel flow and benefit of all users.  
Examples of Smart Corridor improvements are: signal timing and 
coordination, physical intersection improvements, real time travel 
information, incident management and diversion, time of day or permanent 
access control, and transit vehicle priority.   


 
14. What’s BRT? 


BRT stands for Bus Rapid Transit. It’s basically a modern, rubber-tired transit 
service designed and operated like rail transit. BRT vehicles can operate on or 
off a guideway or other exclusive right-of-way, giving them greater operating 
flexibility than fixed rail transit.  


 
15. What is ART versus BRT? 


Arterial Rapid Transit (ART) is a less capital intensive investment than BRT 
because exclusive lanes are only provided on a strategic basis – such as at 
intersections. The service can be provided with a standard bus, or with a 
higher end vehicle. Bus shelters are usually higher end, including features 
such as next bus information, but not to the extent of BRT stations which may 
be climate controlled and include park and ride lots. The level of investment is 
lower in ART than BRT, but so are anticipated speeds and reliability. 


 
16. What is the primary base of employment at the Loyola/Maywood 


Employment Center? 
Loyola University Medical Center and Hines VA Hospital just south of the 
Eisenhower, and the Cook Co. Circuit Court, 4th District just to the north. 


 
 
Projects and Strategies 
 


17. Have these been considered against other regional priorities? 
No. That would take place during CMAP’s next Regional Transportation Plan 
development process. 


 
18. In Concentric System recommendations, was a Blue Line extension to 


the Inner Circumferential considered [rather than Maywood/Loyola 
and Oak Brook] 
Yes, early on. Unfortunately, a change in mode forces all users to transfer – 
even just to procede in the same direction. To minimize transfers (and the 
number of people effected by them), mode changes were planned at 
employment centers. 


 
19. Are tolled HOV lanes proposed on I-290, or just I-88 and I-355? 


Yes. In the concentric system recommendation all HOV lanes are 
recommended as HOT (Tolled HOV lanes).  
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20. Have public private partnership (PPP) opportunities and pricing 
strategies been explored for HOT lanes?  
No, not yet. Partnerships and pricing strategies would warrant significant 
detailed consideration and discussion beyond this corridor planning process. 


 
21. Has anyone considered the use of waterways, such as the I&M Canal, 


for passenger transportation? 
No. While the primary waterway in the Cook DuPage Corridor (Des Plaines 
River) is not suited to this, perhaps its an idea for the RTP. 


 
22. What is in the recommended Metra Upgrades?  


The key element is an assumption of a full, additional rail track and cross-
overs to allow zoned and express service in the presence of local service, and 
continued full scale traditional-oriented service operations. 


 
23. Could we use the Metra lines without major capital investment? 


Yes. Operational changes and strategic (limited) physical investments to 
increase service for reverse and intersuburban commuters could be explored. 
This would cost less and take less time, but would also result in significantly 
less benefit than what was examined in the current Radial Reliant 
recommendation. Also, it may require some service tradeoffs with traditional 
commuter service. 


 
 
Other 
 


24. Have the travel markets [blue arrows] been prioritized? 
Yes, to an extent. The reverse (Market #2) and intersuburban travel markets 
(Markets#3-9) are the priorities of this study (i.e., the traditional commute 
Market #1 is not a priority). But the reverse and intersuburban travel markets 
have not been further prioritized, among them. 


 
25. Who REALLY makes the funding decisions for these major 


investments, and do we have the ability to allocate the dollars to the 
projects we select through this process? 
Legislators and federal agencies working with state and local officials REALLY 
make the decision for what and when to secure/provide funding, typically 
every 6 years in conjunction with the federal transportation bill. The Cook 
DuPage Corridor study and the Regional Transportation Plan are key to 
ensure consensus around well-thought out and effective major capital 
projects for which to pursue funding at that federal level.  


 
26. How well are the corridor communities aware of the Cook DuPage 


Corridor planning process? 
Most communities have participated in the study process in one way or 
another, but the upcoming public outreach will be a good opportunity to 
gauge their current level of awareness. 
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27. What are the next steps and what will be the involvement of the 
Policy Committee? 
Public Meetings will be held in March so that the public can have a chance to 
comment on the committee’s decision. The Citizen Advisory Committee and 
the Technical Committee will be apprised of all public comment received. If 
warranted, the Policy Committee will be convened in May for potential 
reconsideration. This June, the RTA will initiate the next, more detailed study 
phase – the systems alternatives analysis. The Policy Committee will continue 
to be relied upon to guide that effort. A detailed action plan of the next steps 
will be included in the final report. 


 
28. How well do the options address existing and future travel patterns 


(linked origins and destinations) to the major employment centers? 
Very well, but then again, they were also specifically designed to do so. 


 
29. Is the Western Bypass under study by IDOT included among the 


recommendations? 
No. The recommended projects were packaged specifically to address the 
corridor travel markets and problem statement. The Western Bypass is a 
project of regional and national significance that is moving forward outside of 
the Corridor process. 
 
 


Answers provided by Michelle Ryan.  








Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
 
The primary purposes of the Cook DuPage Corridor committees are: 


1)  To provide policy and technical guidance in the development and selection of 
recommended long range major transportation investments in the RTA Cook-DuPage 
Corridor and  


2)  To ensure an open and transparent decision making process. 


The composition of the committees will  meet or exceed the breadth of participation 
described by SR 0173, adopted May 31, 2003 by fostering the participation of chief 
municipal elected officials, community and environmental groups, citizen representatives 
employed at Corridor activity centers, members of the business community, and involving 
representatives of all of the transportation agencies for northeastern Illinois. 


 
Policy Committee  
 


Responsibilities 
 


1) Provide input and formulate recommendations to the RTA at key decision points 
during the Study process, including decisions related to the following items: 


a. Problem Statement 
b. Purpose and Need for corridor mobility improvements 
c. Corridor Goals and Planning Standards 
d. Recommendation of potential improvement options for feasibility 


consideration 
e. Recommendation of specific alternatives to undergo alternatives analysis 
f. Oversight of local study component for Transit Supportive Community 


Development Policies 
g. Selection and recommendation of Locally Preferred Alternative(s) 


2) Communicate the varied viewpoints and perspectives of colleagues from within 
each respective jurisdiction of appointment.  


3) Provide leadership on behalf of local government through direct service on the 
Policy Committee, and engage professional staff in supporting roles. 


4) Ensure balanced, representative subregional participation, and ensure 
coordination with local and other subregional planning activities. 


5) Provide informed comment to media on behalf of all members of the Policy 
Committee and with the notification of RTA. 


 
Membership/Composition 


 
• Three WCMC mayors/presidents 
• Three DMMC mayors/presidents 
• Mayor of the city of Chicago or designee 
• Two Cook County Board commissioners 
• Two DuPage County Board directors 


 
Time Commitment 
 


• Quarterly  







Technical Committee 
 


Responsibilities 
 


1) Provide high-level technical input and/or preliminary policy guidance to the RTA 
regarding key aspects of the Cook-DuPage Corridor Study, including: 


a. Purpose and Need for corridor mobility improvements 
b. Goals and objectives of corridor mobility improvements 
c. Development of evaluation criteria 
d. Potential options for feasibility consideration 
e. Preliminary evaluation results 
f. Recommendation and refinement of specific alternatives to undergo 


alternatives analysis 


2) Provide necessary agency and project data  
3) Review work products and findings  
4) Share perspective and develop consensus on recommendations 
5) Ensure coordination with other regional transportation planning activities 
6) Identify potential concerns and ways to resolve them 


 
Composition 


 
• Municipal staff 
• County staff 
• Council of Mayors Planning Liaisons 
• Regional planning agencies  
• Implementing agencies  
• Federal agencies  


 
Time Commitment 


 
• Monthly or bi-monthly as needed 


 
 







Citizen Advisory Committee 
 


Responsibilities 
 


1) Provide citizen-perspective guidance to the Policy Committee and RTA on the 
following: 


a. Public Involvement Plan  
b. Goals and objectives  
c. Written and other communications to citizens, and Corridor community 


organizations and businesses  
d. Groups/populations that may need special public outreach 


2) Monitor effectiveness of outreach strategies  
3) Review and provide input on preliminary outreach strategies, materials & events 
4) Promote public awareness of Cook-DuPage Corridor Study and encourage 


participation of others 
5) Assist in dissemination of public materials and/or information, when possible 
6) Identify potential needs or concerns and ways to resolve them 


 
Composition 


• Business groups  
• Professional associations  
• Workforce Boards 
• Civic and social organizations 
• Citizen advocacy groups  


 
Time Commitment 
 


• Quarterly (approx.) 
 







Corridor Planning Standards Working Group 
 


Responsibilities 
 


1) Lead development of corridor planning standards 
2) Facilitate efforts to gather local data and develop community profiles 
3) Identify commonalities and differences among local values and community goals  
4) Promote local awareness of Cook-DuPage Corridor planning standards and 


encourage participation of others 
5) Identify potential needs or concerns and ways to resolve them 


 
Composition 
 


• Municipal staff 
• County staff 
• Council of Mayors Planning Liaisons 


 
Time Commitment 
 


• Monthly or bi-monthly meetings  
 
 
 
 
Other Working Groups 
 


The RTA or the Cook-DuPage Corridor Committees may develop additional working 
group(s) to provide specific guidance or input on various study components.  These 
working groups may include municipal, county and agency staff, the public, business 
and citizen advocates, or any others, as appropriate. Initially, the Corridor Planning 
Standards working group is being formed to provide local guidance of the corridor 
planning standards element of Phase II: Options Feasibility.  


 







 
Cook DuPage Corridor 
Phase II Organizational Framework  
 


 


Technical Committee 
 
• Municipal staff 
• County staff 
• Regional planning & implementing 


agency staff 
• Federal/state agency staff 


Policy Committee 
 
• Three WCMC mayors/presidents 
• Three DMMC mayors/presidents 
• Mayor of the city of Chicago or designee 
• Two Cook County Board commissioners 
• Two DuPage County Board members 


Citizen Advisory Committee 
 


• Business organizations 
• Citizens advocacy groups 
• Professional associations 
• Workforce Boards 
• Social/cultural organizations 


 
Regional Transportation Authority 


 


Planning Standards Working Group 
 
• Municipal staff 
• County staff 
• Planning Liaisons 


January 12, 2006 








 
2006 Cook DuPage Corridor Committee Meetings and 


Agenda Schedule 
 


 
Month Technical Committee Policy Committee Citizen Adv. Committee Planning Standards 


Working Group 


Jan. 26 
Problem Statement 


26 
Problem Statement 


  


Feb. 23 
Purpose and Need; 
Goals and Objectives 


  23 
Process and approach; 
Community profile themes and 
assessment items 


Mar. 8, 23 
Goals and Objectives 
Evaluation framework 


  
[Invitations]* 


23 
Survey Development 


Apr. 27 
Evaluation measures 
RTP projects; 
Preliminary conceptual options 


 27 
Draft Public Involvement Plan; 
Goals and Objectives 


 


May 4, 18 
Preliminary conceptual options 
Revised conceptual options 


25 
Public Involvement Plan; 
Goals and Objectives; 
Purpose and Need; 
Conceptual options; 
Public meetings 


11 
Scoping meetings; 
Outreach tools; 
Web linkages; 
Newsletter 1 (Spring); 
Media and public awareness 


 


June 9 
[Optional] 
Review of all draft documents; 
Conceptual Options; 
Public Meeting presentation 


 9 
[Optional] 
Review of all draft documents; 
Conceptual Options; 
Public Meeting presentation 


 


 
 


Public Comment period June 7-Jul 6; 
Public Meetings June 27, 28 and 29 


 







 
Month Technical Committee Policy Committee Citizen Adv. Committee Planning Standards 


Working Group 


Jul. 27 
Public input received; 
Detailed Options - working draft 


  27 
Survey Results; 
Corridor Profile Themes; 
Standards Workshop 


 RTA Special Topic Working Sessions Aug. 7 & 8  


Aug. 3, 24 
G&O revisions; 
P&N revisions; 
Detailed Options - revised 


  24 
Workshop planning 


Sep.  28 
CANCELLED 


 


25 
Public comment period/events;  
Assess outreach strategies; 
PIP revisions 


 
Participation in  
Get SET Workshop 


 Get SET Workshop for Planning and Community Development Officials Sept. 27  


Oct. 26 
Preliminary System and Options 
profile 


  19 
Get SET Workshop Outcomes; 
Guiding Principles 


Nov. 16 
Recommendation of System 
Options for evaluation 


30 
RESCHEDULED: SEE DEC. 5 


16 
 


3, 17 
Corridor Planning Standards 
(CPS) 


Dec.  
 


5 
PIP, G&O, P&N revisions; 
Corridor Planning Standards; 
Systems and options for 
evaluation 


 
 


4 
CPS Evaluation Measures 


 Evaluation  


 







      


2007 Cook DuPage Corridor Committee Schedule and Agenda Items 
 


Month Technical Committee Policy Committee Citizen Adv. Committee Planning Standards 
Working Group 


     Evaluation (cont’d) & recommendations 
Jan. 2007 25 


Operating and capital cost 
assumptions;  
Preliminary evaluation results 


 12 
Outreach planning; 
Communicating options and 
evaluation results 


 


Feb. 21*  
*Special Working Session hosted 
by DMMC 
J Route assumptions 


  
 


 


Mar. 29 
Evaluation results;  
Preliminary recommendations 


   


Apr. No Meetings 


May 3, 24, 31  
Evaluation results;  
Environmental considerations 
Preliminary recommendations 


   


June  20 
CANCELLED 


5 
Review of preliminary 
recommendations; 
Outreach planning 


 


July-Nov. No Meetings 


Dec 6* 
[Optional] 
*Special debriefing offered by 
RTA 
Recommendations 
Policy Committee materials 


   


 







 
2008 Cook DuPage Corridor Committee Schedule and Agenda Items  


(as of July 1, 2008) 
 


 
Month Technical Committee Policy Committee Citizen Adv. Committee Planning Standards 


Working Group 


Jan Policy Committee briefings 


Feb.  13 
Preliminary recommendations; 
Release for public comment 


 
 


 


Mar. 
Public Comment Period, 


Public Meetings March 10, 11, 12, 13 and 18; and Stakeholder Meetings 
Apr. 24 


Review of public input;  
Final recommendations  


 24 
Review of public input; 
Final recommendations 


 


May  14 
Final recommendations 


  


June/July RTA Development of Action Plan 


Aug. 28 
Approval of Action Plan 
(advance distribution and review)  
  


 24 
Review of public input; 
Final recommendations 


 


Sept. Policy Committee Concurrence in Action Plan 
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Problem Statement 
 


[As approved by Policy Committee January 26, 2006] 
 
A significant increase in population and jobs has occurred in suburban areas of 
Northeastern Illinois over the past several decades.  Major regional employment 
centers have emerged in and around the Cook-DuPage Corridor, offering new work 
locations for both city and suburban residents.  As a result, both DuPage county and 
Cook county are currently net importers of workers.  Corridor employment growth is 
anticipated to far outpace population change in the next 30 years. 
 
Suburban growth in population and jobs has brought about a significant change in 
travel patterns.  While the traditional commute from the suburbs to Chicago remains 
strong, there has been a large increase in intersuburban and reverse commute 
travel.  The existing Corridor transportation system was established to serve the 
traditional commute to downtown Chicago.  The system does not provide a sufficient 
level of service and/or range of options to address the high growth travel patterns to 
Corridor employment centers.  This deficiency is most acute for reverse and 
intersuburban travel markets where transit options are limited or non-existent. 
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1.0 Overview of Cook DuPage Corridor Study and Public Involvement  
 


1.1 Cook DuPage Corridor Study Overview 
 
The Cook-DuPage Corridor Study is a multi-modal planning effort lead by the 
Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) to identify the most effective and desired 
transportation solutions to improve mobility in this heavily-traveled portion of our 
region.   
 
With a year 2000 population of 1.1 million and nearly 750,000 jobs, the Cook 
DuPage Corridor generates a significant share of the region’s travel.  Its 
transportation system provides key linkages between communities in DuPage 
County, western Cook County communities and the city of Chicago.  Additionally, a 
number of major activity centers attract workers from throughout northeastern 
Illinois.  The Corridor area proper includes all or portions of more than fifty 
municipalities and is approximately centered on the Eisenhower Expressway (I-290) 
and the Ronald Reagan Memorial Tollway (I-88).  
 
1.2 Importance of Public Involvement 
 
The public should have a voice 
in decisions that affect their 
lives and how public dollars will 
be invested in the future. Public 
input in the transportation 
planning process leads to 
better, more informed decisions 
about alternative futures and 
ultimately, a more broadly 
supported program of public 
investment.   


Real public involvement and community relations 
are good policy, and in times of tightening budgets 


and mounting safety concerns, good business.   
Whether it’s called public involvement, community 
relations or just good government, the task is the 
same.  Start a dialogue and then spend as much 


time as possible listening.


 
The purpose of this public involvement plan is to clearly describe the RTA’s public 
involvement and communications goals for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, 
regulatory requirements for public involvement, public input and communications 
techniques and how they will be implemented, a schedule of activities, and a process 
for evaluating plan effectiveness.  The plan is intended insure consistency throughout 
all levels of the transportation planning process.  As such, the public involvement 
program for the Cook DuPage Corridor will enable the general public, government 
agencies, businesses and other stakeholders, to receive background and technical 
information in order to provide meaningful input to the RTA during the planning 
process.   
 
There are six elements included in the Public Involvement Plan: 
 


1. Clearly defined purpose and objectives for initiating public dialogue on 
transportation improvement options; 


2. Specific identification of the affected public and other stakeholder groups;  
3. Identification of techniques for engaging the public in the transportation 


planning process; 
4. Notification procedures that target potentially affected groups; 
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5. Education and assistance techniques that result in accurate and full public 
understanding of transportation and related issues; and 


6. Measurable actions that demonstrate that decision makers seriously 
consider public input. 


 
1.3 Structure of the Public Involvement Plan 
 
This Public Involvement Plan is divided into seven parts.  Section 1.0 provides an 
overview of the intent of the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  Section 2.0 describes the 
policy requirements that apply to public involvement programs for transportation 
planning studies and projects.  Section 3.0 outlines the four-step process that will be 
used to develop and implement the public involvement program.  Section 4.0 
summarizes the specific public involvement techniques developed to create an open 
and flowing community dialogue that will help shape the future of transportation in 
the Cook DuPage Corridor.  Section 5.0 depicts the implementation schedule for each 
major public involvement task.  Section 6.0 lists the performance measures that will 
be used to determine the level of public participation in the planning process.  
Finally, Section 7.0 reiterates the RTA’s commitment and approach to public 
involvement.  
 


2.0 Policy Requirements for Public Involvement 
 


Public input is a general policy requirement of all government bodies.  Although there 
are no federal, regional, or local requirements for public input specific to corridor 
planning or subregional planning studies, the public input and communication 
strategies for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will consider and be consistent with 
the local, state, regional and federal requirements, guidelines and practices for public 
participation, as defined in the following sections. 
 
2.1 Regional 
 
Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
RTA public involvement policies relate to the development of the annual budget of 
the RTA and its three service boards. The Cook DuPage Corridor is one of several 
corridor planning studies undertaken by the RTA; it is the practice of the RTA to 
develop a public outreach process specific to each corridor study. 
 
The RTA public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor study will provide 
for varied and meaningful opportunities for public participation.  The RTA will strive 
to acknowledge receipt of, review, and act upon written comments in a timely 
fashion.  All written comments will be posted on the project website: www.cook-
dupagecorridor.com and a summary of how comments were considered will be 
presented as well. 


 
Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) 
Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) is the Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(MPO) for northeastern Illinois and is subject to public involvement requirements 
related to, among its other MPO responsibilities, the development of the official Long 
Range Transportation Plan for the region.  CATS’ current Public Involvement Plan 
was most recently updated in conjunction with the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan 
for northeastern Illinois, published in October 2003.  It’s intent is to increase public 
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awareness and participation while widening the range of voices and views in the 
planning process.  
 
Within its Public Involvement Plan, CATS defined the following core values for its 
“Partners in Progress” public participation efforts: 


 The public should have input in decisions about actions that affect their lives. 
 Public participation includes the promise that the public's contribution will be 


considered and evaluated in the decision-making process. 
 The public participation process communicates the interests and considers the 


needs of all participants. 
 The public participation process seeks out and facilitates involvement of those 


potentially affected.  
 The public participation process involves participants in determining how they 


participate.  
 The public participation process provides participants with the information 


they need to participate in a meaningful way. 
 The public participation process communicates to participants how their input 


was considered. 
 
CATS utilizes the following communication tools to inform, educate and involve the 
public in transportation decision making: Internet, CATS mailing list, telephone 
hotline, annual open house, educational videos, mass media, CATS publications and 
educational activities for young people. 
 
Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 
The Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) was formed by act of the 
Illinois General Assembly in 1957, with a mandate to provide the region with 
comprehensive planning and forecasts of population, employment, and other socio-
economic indicators.  Common Ground, NIPC's planning process for the development 
of the 2040 Regional Framework Plan, included extensive and broad outreach largely 
through public meetings across the six-county region, as well as newsletters and a 
project website.   
 
Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) 
Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) is a new organization created 
through state legislation on August 8, 2005 to consolidate the previously separate 
transportation and land-use planning agencies, CATS and NIPC into a single entity.  
Development of the structure, regional planning responsibilities and a financial plan 
for this new entity is currently underway. 
 
2.2   State 
 
Although not necessarily applicable to committees overseeing a specific corridor 
planning study, the RTA believes in the underlying philosophy of the State of Illinois 
Open Meetings Act (5 ILCS 120/1-120/6) and intends to carry out the Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study consistent with its intent.  All committee meetings will be open to the 
public and meeting notices will be posted at the RTA and at the respective meeting 
locations (if off-site) within 48 hours of every meeting.  A regular meeting schedule 
will be established for each committee and posted on the project website: 
www.cook-dupagecorridor.com. 
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2.3 Federal 
 
The Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration regulations 
provide clear guidance on metropolitan planning processes in 23 CFR 450.  Specific 
reference to public involvement is made in section 450.322(c).  It states that there 
must be adequate opportunity for public officials, elected officials, agency 
representatives, citizens and other interested parties to be involved in the 
development of the Joint Transportation Plan.  The procedures stipulate that 
involvement take place in the early stages of the plan development process.  The 
procedures also require publication and availability of the plan for public review and 
comment. 
 
Executive Order 12898 defines Environmental Justice as the fair treatment and 
meaningful involvement of all people – regardless of race, ethnicity, income or 
education level.  The law further states that each federal agency shall make 
achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its 
plans and programs on these populations.   
 
Public involvement associated with the development of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Study will be consistent with the regional, state and federal policies described above. 


3.0 Four-Step Public Involvement Process 
 


The public involvement program for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will be 
developed and implemented using a proven, 4-step process: 
 
Step 1 Develop a set of specific goals for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


public involvement plan.   
 


Goal 1.   Public Awareness and Education.  The RTA will seek to raise public 
awareness and understanding of the economic vitality, quality of life, 
residential/commercial land-use balance, and multi-modal transportation 
challenges of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 


Goal 2. Public Input and Community Dialogue.  The RTA will provide the public with 
early, ongoing, and meaningful opportunities for involvement in the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Study process. 


Goal 3. Public and Stakeholder Outreach.  The RTA will maintain timely contact with 
the general public, government agencies, business owners, and other key 
stakeholders throughout the planning process.   


Goal 4. Environmental Justice.  The RTA will identify and involve traditionally 
underserved communities (those with high concentrations of minority, low-
income, elderly or disabled groups) in the transportation planning process. 


  
Step 2 Identify the people to be reached and assess their needs.   


 
Individuals, commuters, business owners, and community leaders 
concerned about the social, economic and transportation conditions within 
the corridor are all stakeholders of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  To 
guide the public participation process, the RTA has initially identified the 
following list of potential stakeholders (not all-inclusive) to provide input 
into the development of transportation solutions for the corridor: 
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General 


Description 
Name of Group 


Business 
Interests 


Business Leaders for Transportation 


Chicago Metropolis 2020 


Chicagoland Chamber of Commerce 


Addison Assoc. of Industry & Commerce 


Bartlett Chamber of Commerce 


Bensenville Chamber of Commerce 


Bellwood Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Bloomingdale Chamber of Commerce 


Broadview Chamber of Commerce 


Brookfield Chamber of Commerce 


Carol Stream Chamber of Commerce & Industry 


Cicero Chamber of Commerce 


Darien Chamber of Commerce 


Downers Grove Area Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Elk Grove Chamber 


Elmhurst Chamber of Commerce 


Forest Park Chamber of Commerce 


Franklin/Schiller Park Chamber of Commerce 


Glen Ellyn Chamber of Commerce 


Glendale Heights Chamber of Commerce 


Greater Aurora Chamber of Commerce 


Greater Oak Brook Chamber of Commerce 


Hillside Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Lisle Area Chamber of Commerce 


Lombard Area Chamber of Commerce 


Melrose Park Chamber of Commerce 


Mont Clare – Elmwood Park Chamber of Commerce 


Naperville Area Chamber of Commerce 


Northlake Chamber of Commerce 


Northwest Suburban Alliance for Commerce and Industry 


Oak Park – River Forest Chamber of Commerce 


River Grove Chamber of Commerce 


Roselle Chamber of Commerce & Industry 


Villa Park Chamber of Commerce 


West Chicago Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


West Suburban Chamber of Commerce and Industry 


Westchester Chamber of Commerce 


Westmont Chamber of Commerce 


Wheaton Chamber of Commerce 


Willowbrook/Burr Ridge Chamber of Commerce 


Winfield Chamber of Commerce 


Wood Dale Chamber of Commerce 


Woodridge Chamber of Commerce  
Workforce 


Boards 
Chicago Work Force Board 


Cook County Workforce Investment Board 


DuPage Workforce Board 
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General 
Description 


Name of Group 


The Workforce Board of Northern Cook County  
Municipalities 


/ Counties 
City of Aurora 


City of Berwyn 


City of Chicago 


City of Countryside 


City of Elmhurst 


City of Naperville 


City of Oakbrook Terrace 


City of Warrenville 


City of West Chicago 


City of Wheaton 


City of Wood Dale 


Town of Cicero 


Village of Addison 


Village of Bartlett 


Village of Bellwood 


Village of Bensenville 


Village of Berkeley 


Village of Bloomingdale 


Village of Broadview 


Village of Brookfield 


Village of Carol Stream 


Village of Clarendon Hills 


Village of Downers Grove 


Village of Elmwood Park 


Village of Forest Park 


Village of Franklin Park 


Village of Glen Ellyn 


Village of Glendale Heights 


Village of Hanover Park 


Village of Hillside 


Village of Hinsdale 


Village of Itasca 


Village of LaGrange 


Village of LaGrange Park 


Village of Lisle 


Village of Lombard 


Village of Maywood 


Village of Melrose Park 


Village of North Riverside 


Village of Oak Brook 


Village of Oak Park 


Village of River Forest 


Village of River Grove 


Village of Riverside 


Village of Roselle 


Village of Stone Park 
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General 
Description 


Name of Group 


Village of Villa Park 


Village of Wayne 


Village of Westchester 


Village of Western Springs 


Village of Westmont 


Village of Winfield 


County of Cook 


County of DuPage 


DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference 


West Central Municipal Conference 


North Central Council of Mayors 


Park Districts  
Regional / 


State / 
Federal 


Agencies and 
Transportation 


System 
Operators 


Chicago Area Transportation Study (CATS) 


Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) 


Environmental Protection Agency 


Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 


Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 


Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), Division of Highways (District 1) 


IDOT, Division of Intermodal and Public Transportation 


IDOT, Office of Planning & Programming 


Illinois State Toll Highway Authority (ISTHA) 


Metra 


Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) 


Pace  
Visitor 


Bureaus 
Chicago Convention and Tourism Bureau 


Chicago Plus Regional Tourism Development Office 


Downers Grove Tourism & Events 


DuPage Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Elmhurst Visitor and Tourism Department 


Greater Woodfield Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Lisle Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Naperville Convention and Visitors Bureau 


Oak Park Area Convention and Visitors Bureau  
Environmental 


/ Special 
Interest 
Groups 


Chicagoland Environmental Network 


American Lung Association of Metro Chicago 


Openlands Project 


Environmental Law and Policy Center 


Illinois Sierra Club  
Civic Groups 
and Service 


Organizations 


Center for Neighborhood Technology 


Chicago Urban League 


Chicagoland Bicycle Federation 


Citizens for Appropriate Transportation 


The Civic Federation 


DuPage Senior Citizens Council 


Easter Seals - DuPage 


Easter Seals Metropolitan Chicago 
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General 
Description 


Name of Group 


Kiwanis Clubs 


Knights of Columbus 


League of Illinois Bicyclists 


League of Women Voters of Illinois 


Lions Clubs 


Metropolitan Planning Council 


 


Ray Graham Association 


Rotary Clubs 


Southwest Suburban Center on Aging 


United Way - Metropolitan Chicago 


United Way - DuPage Area  


United Way – Leyden Proviso Service Area 


United Way - Naperville Area 


United Way of Oak Park, River Forest and Forest Park 


West Suburban United Way 


Westside Health Authority  
Field-Related 
Professional 


Organizations 
and 


Associations 


American Planning Association - Chicago Metro Chapter 


American Institute of Architects 


IL Society of Professional Engineers, Chicago Chapter 


IL Society of Professional Engineers, DuKane Chapter 


Urban Land Institute Chicago District Council  
 


Again, this list is not all-inclusive; the Cook DuPage Corridor Stakeholder 
list will be further developed throughout the duration of the study.   


 
Step 3 Determine the appropriate public involvement techniques.   


 
After identifying key stakeholder groups, including the general public, the 
next step is to determine the appropriate public involvement techniques 
that meet the expectations of each stakeholder group.  This matching of 
expectations and techniques is illustrated in the table below: 


 
Stakeholder 


Category 
Expectations Appropriate Techniques 


Very 
Engaged 


 Expect to participate in 
decision-making 


 Stakeholder Interviews 
 Direct Mailings  
 Workshops 
 Public Meetings 
 Policy & Technical Committees 
 Focus Groups 


Mobilized  Expect that you will listen to 
their issues 


 Expect that you will stop or 
modify the study to deal with 
their issues 


 Direct Mailings  
 Public Meetings 
 Public Comment Forms 
 Fact Sheet/Newsletters 
 Website  
 Media Outreach 
 Focus Groups 


Armchair  Expect to hear about the study  Website Page 
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Stakeholder 
Category 


Expectations Appropriate Techniques 


through the “usual” channels  Public Information materials 
 Media Outreach 


Not 
Interested 


 Expect easy access to 
information 


 Expect you will come to them, 
if appropriate 


 Media Outreach 


 
The techniques vary in strengths, weaknesses, costs, and abilities to reach 
people.  The most significant distinction between the techniques is 
whether it is used to inform or involve the public.  When strategically 
combined, the result is a public involvement program that is broad and 
inclusive, seeks out the public and works hard to create forums for 
information exchange.  


 
Step 4 Design and implement a Public Involvement Plan (PIP).    


 
This PIP directly supports the goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, 
includes techniques that are expected to engage and inform the general 
public and key stakeholders, and is flexible enough to respond to changes 
as the study develops.   
 


The next section provides a detailed explanation of the selected public involvement 
techniques and is followed by an implementation schedule and performance 
measures for each major activity.  
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4.0 Public Involvement Techniques 
 
4.1 Public Involvement and Communications Plan 
 
With this document, the RTA has developed a Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan for the Cook DuPage Corridor study.  The plan includes a 
description of public involvement and communications goals, regulatory requirements 
for public involvement, public involvement and communications techniques and how 
they will be implemented, process for evaluating plan effectiveness (quantitative and 
qualitative performance measures), and schedule of activities.  Additional methods 
and media avenues for outreach to non-English speaking populations will be further 
explored.  The Public Involvement Plan will be posted on the study website 
(www.cook-dupagecorridor.com) and available at the public scoping meeting for 
further input.  The plan will be revised based on comments received. 
 
4.2 Website 
 
The RTA will develop, host and maintain a special website at www.cook-
dupagecorridor.com that will enable people to get and give information when they 
want it – reading, commenting and downloading project documents at a time of their 
choice.  The RTA will regularly update the website with current study information, 
documents and a calendar of public events.  The website will include an electronic 
comment form that if used to submit comments, will automatically notify the 
commenter of the RTA’s receipt of comment.  The website will also include 
information on how to submit comments via US Mail and e-mail.  The RTA will 
acknowledge receipt of comments in the form that they were received and will make 
every effort to convert non-electronically submitted comments into pdf format in a 
timely fashion to be posted on the website.  A summary of key themes and how 
public comments were considered will be available on the website, as well. 
 
4.3 Newsletters 
 
Newsletters are essential public information materials that will provide 
straightforward information to the public and key stakeholders about the Cook 
DuPage Corridor Study.  The newsletters will contain up-to-date project information 
allowing the reader to follow the technical steps of the study and to understand how 
decisions are being made.  The newsletters will be written in a clear, concise, user-
friendly and appropriate language and will be widely distributed to the study mailing 
list and various corridor committees.  The newsletters will also tell people how to 
make comments, get more involved, or get on the mailing list.  Renderings, 
simplified diagrams and other visual tools will be included in the newsletters to 
communicate information in different ways and increase understanding of technical 
information.  Ultimately, the newsletters will demonstrate that the RTA understands 
and values communication with the public and its planning partners.   
 
 When the Corridor study is complete, the RTA will develop a final newsletter that will 
clearly define the fundamental elements of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study including 
the public involvement process; study goals and strategies; land use, growth and 
community development issues; details on the Locally Preferred Alternative(s); and 
implementation plan.   
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4.4 Cook DuPage Corridor Committees 
 
Three committees have been established to provide guidance to the RTA throughout 
the Options Feasibility and Alternatives Analysis phases of study: 1) Policy 
Committee, 2) Technical Committee and 3) Citizen Advisory Committee.   
 
The Policy Committee is the executive group for the study and is comprised of 
elected officials from municipal and county governments in the Cook DuPage 
Corridor, including the city of Chicago. The responsibilities of the Policy Committee 
members are to: 


 Offer policy recommendations and guide the development of the study,  
 Receive and assess reports on progress and schedule,  
 Coordinate with others from their respective government bodies and 


organizations,  
 Provide oversight of major activities associated with the study, and 
 Select and recommend to the RTA and the Metropolitan Planning 


Organization (MPO) the Locally-Preferred Alternative which results from 
the Cook DuPage Corridor Alternatives Analysis.  


 
The Technical Committee will provide high level technical guidance to the RTA and 
Policy Committee.  The primary responsibilities of this committee are to: 


 provide needed data  
 shape goals, objectives and evaluation criteria 
 review major work products and findings  
 ensure coordination with other regional transportation planning activities.  


 
The Citizen Advisory Committee will provide additional guidance to the RTA and 
Policy Committee from a citizen perspective.  This committee will be comprised of 
business or public interests and concerns and will provide additional input into the 
transportation decision-making process for this study.  Primary responsibilities of this 
committee are to: 


 Monitor the effectiveness of outreach strategies, including this public 
involvement plan 


 Help identify populations needing special or additional outreach 
 Provide input on goals and objectives 
 Promote public awareness and public participation 
 Assist in the dissemination of public materials, when possible 


 
Additional working groups focusing on specific tasks or topical issues may be 
developed. 
 
4.5 Mailing List 
 
The RTA will maintain a comprehensive contact list/database of individuals, 
communities, businesses, environmental and other interested parties.  The list will 
build upon the existing list of known stakeholders and will be expanded from the 
initial scoping meetings, focus groups, and stakeholder interviews, to name just a 
few sources.  The RTA will continue to expand the list to reach traditionally under-
represented populations, such as seniors, disabled, low-income neighborhoods, 
minorities and transit dependent.   
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An “Interested Parties” non-member mailing list will be maintained for each of the 
Corridor committees to ensure that meeting agendas and materials are provided to 
any interested individual or organization at the same time that meeting materials are 
provided to committee members.  Meeting materials will also be posted on the 
Corridor website approximately one week in advance of every meeting. 
 
4.6 Options Phase Kick-Off 
 
The Options Kick-Off Meeting will be the first meeting of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Policy Committee and Technical committees.  The meeting will accomplish several 
objectives: 
 


 To introduce the purpose, schedule, approach, and goals of the Cook-
DuPage Corridor study; to provide study background information, and to 
describe how it fits into the regional transportation planning process;   


 To outline the roles and responsibilities of the various committees involved 
in the study and how these committees will work together; 


 To create a forum for open discussion with other interested stakeholders 
to identify and discuss common transportation issues and related 
concerns; and  


 To identify the most pressing issues that must be addressed in order to 
create viable transportation solutions for the corridor. 


 
4.7 Scoping Meetings 
 
The RTA will facilitate two rounds of scoping meetings (2 meetings per round) in 
different locations within and/or adjacent to the Corridor.  The RTA will invite the 
general public as well as the diverse set of interests including neighborhoods, 
transportation/transit, business/commerce, all levels of government, economic and 
community development, historic preservation, environmental, and a host of others.  
to attend.  
 
The initial scoping meetings will be held early in the Options Feasibility phase of 
Study to inform interested stakeholders of the purpose, schedule, public participation 
opportunities and goals of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  The meetings will also 
solicit public input on current transportation conditions, potential improvement 
options, mobility needs and vision for the Corridor.   
 
The subsequent round of meetings will be held early in the Alternatives Analysis 
phase of the study to develop and gauge reactions to the specific options that are 
anticipated to undergo detailed analysis in this final phase of the corridor study. 
 
To document the scoping effort, the RTA will prepare a Scoping Summary Report of 
all public involvement information, materials and public comments from each round 
of scoping meetings. The report will also document the scoping process, the 
comments received, and the issues raised that need to be considered during the 
Alternatives Analysis phase of the study. 
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4.8 Special Meetings and Workshops 
   
Additional public meetings and activities may be organized and convened by the RTA 
to enhance input on special topics, to increase awareness or to gauge the public’s 
preference with regard to general study direction.  However, the RTA does not wish 
to overtax the public with events requiring in-person participation and considers it 
preferable to first consider a range of other strategies for achieving desired input.   
 
4.9 Public Hearings  
 
The RTA anticipates holding public hearings at two critical decision points to obtain 
verbal and written comments: 1) upon the preliminary selection of a small set of 
options to advance to the next study phase and 2) upon the preliminary selection of 
a Locally Preferred Alternative(s) at the conclusion of the Cook DuPage Corridor 
Study Alternatives Analysis.  RTA Board Members, RTA executive staff and Corridor 
Committee Chairs/Vice Chairs will participate on the RTA’s public hearing panel to 
receive public input at the hearings. 
 
4.10 Interviews 
 
The RTA will conduct interviews with stakeholders who can provide insight on behalf 
of under-represented groups, special populations and/or mobility issues of particular 
interest.  The interviews will help fill in gaps in information and investigate more 
thoroughly issues obtained from public comment. Candidates for stakeholder 
interviews will be identified from existing stakeholder information gathered from RTA, 
the Citizen Advisory Committee, initial public meetings and other sources.  While the 
stakeholder list is not fully inclusive of all key decision makers throughout the study 
area, the pool of stakeholders will be designed to represent a broad and diverse set 
of community interests and priorities.  Stakeholders will be selected to represent: 


 
 Target market segments 
 Advocates for the interests of environmental justice populations (e.g., minority, 


low-income, elderly, and disabled) 
 Elected or appointed officials representing constituents in the study area 
 Merchants associations and chambers of commerce 
 Neighborhood and civic associations 
 Individuals representing a cross-section of opinion and perspectives in the 


community at-large 
 
4.11 Environmental Justice Outreach  
 
Throughout the study, the RTA will engage environmental justice communities (low 
income and minority), seniors, and individuals with disabilities in the transportation 
planning and public outreach process.  The RTA will make every feasible effort to 
identify these populations and identifying appropriate mechanisms for information 
sharing, including publications and organizations.   
 
4.12 Speaker’s Bureau for Special Presentations 
 
The RTA will meet with civic, business, community and special interest groups, 
homeowner’s associations, rotary clubs and other interested parties to provide 
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information on the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, listen to people’s concerns, answer 
questions, and seek continued participation and feedback.   
 
4.13 Public Information and Input Materials 
 
The RTA will develop a comment form for public feedback.  The comment forms will 
be distributed in person at all public meetings and events, via the website, fax and e-
mail.  The RTA will translate information into accessible formats, including Spanish 
and large font, and will take extra steps to publicize the study in venues that are 
convenient to members of these communities.  The RTA will make draft documents 
available for public review and comment at all public meetings and on the website.  
The RTA will notify the study mailing list of public input events via e-mail notices and 
alerts.  The RTA will create promotional materials to distribute at municipal facilities 
and public events.  
 
4.14 Public Announcements and Notices 
 
Newspaper advertisements will be the primary mechanism for public announcements 
to notify the public of upcoming meetings and opportunities for input.  Promoting the 
study and related public events to radio outlets will also be part of the outreach 
program, although no paid radio advertisements will be placed.   
 
The RTA will facilitate public participation by: 


 Providing clear and timely public notice; 
 Scheduling public meetings that are convenient to the public, such as 


immediately before or after the workday at a site within major activity 
centers or business districts, or  in the evening at a community center or 
school within a neighborhood; 


 Reaching out to the public and media representatives and not waiting for 
them to come to us; 


 Contacting key stakeholders and community leaders (formally and 
informally) who may be willing to notify the public; and 


 Taking special note to reach out to traditionally underserved populations. 
 
4.15 Media Relations Program 
 
Media relations are an important part of a public information and education strategy 
to present transportation planning facts and options.  Professional relationships with 
journalists and other media personnel are very beneficial when seeking to inform the 
public about transportation and quality of life issues.  The media are very important 
and accepted lines of communication to the public.  The RTA will reach out to 
members of the press and non-print media throughout the corridor study; a list of 
potential Media Resources is presented in Appendix B.  The RTA will develop a media 
relations plan that includes: overall media goals, methods to determine tone and 
content of the message(s) to be sent, and ways to determine the groups of people 
RTA wants to reach through media.  
 
The RTA will establish and implement a communications strategy through face-to-
face meetings followed by media press releases, press conferences, and media 
(press) kits.  Major print and broadcast media (in the Chicagoland area) will be kept 
apprised of all study developments by fax or email updates.  The RTA will provide 
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key transportation reporters with fact sheets, newsletters and briefings and will 
pursue opportunities for feature stories.  Editorial board meetings with the major 
daily newspapers will be sought before and after major technical milestones such as 
Shortlist of Feasible Options and Selection of Locally Preferred Alternative(s).  The 
RTA will schedule spokespersons for local and cable television, radio and other 
interviews to encourage participation and inform the public of study progress.  All 
media will be advised in advance and provided follow-up information about major 
milestones in the process.   
 
In addition to key media, the RTA will develop and maintain a list of legislative and 
business leaders.  Print materials will be developed and distributed on a regular basis 
concerning new developments, public input and study results. 
 
4.16 Media Kits 
 
Media kits are a very useful information tool to use in educating the press about 
transportation planning activities.  A media kit is a packet of informative materials 
that is given to the press to use when covering the study’s progress and public 
events.  The RTA will produce a Cook DuPage Corridor media kit for distribution at 
key milestones throughout the project. 
 
4.17 Regional Public Involvement Coordination 
 
The RTA further recognizes that there are a number of major transit studies currently 
underway in the region, including alternatives analyses being undertaken for the 
Circle Line, Ogden Transitway, UP-West Service Upgrade and the STAR Line,.  Each 
of these studies has a public outreach component and individuals responsible for 
designing and implementing the outreach program.  The RTA will strive to coordinate 
with the public involvement representatives from each of these major transit studies.  
The goal of the coordination will be to share information, coordinate public meeting 
schedules and ensure that the public does not experience “meeting overload” and/or 
confusion of study purposes, processes or sponsors.  The RTA will identify agency 
contacts and establish a regular meeting schedule and/or mechanism for regular 
information sharing.  
 
4.18 Effectiveness Monitoring 
 
With the assistance of the Citizen Advisory Committee, the RTA will systematically 
monitor and evaluate the effectiveness of the Public Involvement Plan.  A table of 
sample performance measures is listed in Appendix C.  The RTA will rely largely upon 
news clipping services to help track media placements.  In addition, the RTA will 
monitor web traffic to be included in communications reports that are distributed to 
team members at the RTA.  Communications effectiveness will ultimately be 
determined by public, agency, business, and media participation during public input 
sessions and during the study process. 
 
4.19 Public Outreach and Involvement Report 
 
At the completion of the Cook DuPage Corridor Study, the RTA will prepare a report 
documenting all public outreach activities and formal input received from community 
leaders, corridor community members, other interested parties and the general 
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public. The report will include an executive summary, overview of public involvement 
and communication strategies, implementation methods, findings and 
recommendations gathered from public outreach efforts.  The report will also include 
a table summarizing the disposition of comments received.  The report will include an 
Appendix of all hard copy of all public outreach materials (i.e., newsletters, press 
releases, presentations, and public comments) and supporting materials from all 
meetings and hearings.   
 


5.0 Schedule  
 


The Cook DuPage Corridor Study has a target completion date of June 2008.  The
Public  Input  and  Communications Plan will span both  the Options Feasibility 
phase (January 2006 - June 2007) and the Corridor Alternative Analysis phase 
(July 2007 – June 2008) and will be implemented according to the schedule  on the
following page.   


 
6.0 Performance Measures 
 


The RTA will systematically monitor and evaluate the effectiveness of the public 
involvement plan by gathering feedback from the Citizen Advisory Committee, 
general public and key stakeholders.  The RTA expects these performance measures 
to be discussed and further refined during the course of the study.  All 
communications will be monitored for effectiveness on a monthly basis throughout 
the study process.  Communications effectiveness will ultimately be determined by 
public, business, agency and media participation during public input sessions, 
committee meetings, and public events throughout the study process. 
 


7.0 Conclusion 


Public involvement will help to determine and address the effects of transportation 
actions and policies on communities in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study area.  It will 
enable the RTA to incorporate community considerations such as growth, mobility, 
neighborhood cohesion, safety, and environmental and economic impacts into the 
planning and development of this complex transportation planning study.  The RTA will 
document all aspects of the public involvement process to help maintain continuity and 
integrity in decision-making. Most importantly, the RTA will work hard to generate public 
awareness, understanding and input to achieve an effective and meaningful outcome 
from the Cook DuPage Corridor Study. 
 
With this document, the specific public involvement techniques that will be used to 
engage all affected communities in the Cook DuPage Corridor Study are explained.  
Additional methods and media for outreach to non-English speaking populations will 
be further explored.  The Public Input and Communications Plan reflects the RTA’s 
commitment to honesty and integrity throughout the planning process and active 
community participation.  The RTA looks forward to sharing plan information with the 
general public and interested stakeholders, and creating a dynamic forum for public 
participation, planning and interagency collaboration.   
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spond to 
blic in one-on-one discussion  


Very informal, relaxed setting 


6:15 p.m. Coo  


 
schedule, and public participation process for 


Cook DuPage Corridor 


6:30 p.m. Que io
om audience 


 tten comments taken at the registration table or exhibits 


7:00 p.m. Wra U


 RTA staff breakdown tables, easels, boards, etc. by 7:30 p.m. 
 


 


APPENDIX A 
 


SAMPLE PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA 
 


 
 
 
5:30 p.m. Meeting Set-Up  


 Staff arrives early to set up tables, handouts, boards, etc. 
 


6:00 p.m. Sign-In 
 Participants sign-in at the registration table 
 Participants receive handouts and meeting agenda 
 RTA staff explain meeting format and encourage participants to walk 


around, ask questions, until presentation begins 
 At their leisure, participants review boards and handouts 
 RTA staff members are posted at assigned tables and re


questions or concerns from pu
 


 
k DuPage Corridor Study Presentation


 Welcome and Opening Remarks  
RTA staff deliver a brief PowerPoint presentation that explains the 
purpose, key tasks,  


 
st n and Answer Session 
 RTA staff project managers respond to questions fr
 RTA records public comments for summary report 


Wri
 
p p 


Participants who need additional assistanc e or information are allowed 
to continue discussions and view exhibits 
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APPENDIX B 
 


MEDIA RELATIONS PROGRAM AND RESOURCE LIST  
 


Media Strategies and Tactics 
 


To successfully meet the objectives outlined in the above section, specific execution tactics 
must be developed and implemented.   


 
1. Develop a targeted media list of print and broadcast media in the Chicagoland area.  The 


media list will serve as our primary communication outreach method of using phone, 
email and fax communication to transmit messaging and key study findings.  


2. Identify and train spokesperson(s) for in-person, phone, print, broadcast and public 
interviews to successfully convey RTA and study messages clearly and efficiently.  The 
spokesperson will be available for local and cable television, radio and other interviews 
to encourage participation and inform the public of study progress. 


3. Develop pre- and post-meeting press releases to effectively inform the public through 
public hearing notices, direct media outreach and editorial coverage.   


4. Develop a comprehensive press kit available to the media to help provide additional 
background and reference materials available for potential editorial coverage.  The press 
kit will contain various informational papers (fact sheets, press releases, study 
overviews, newsletters, study overview) within a pocket folder to help the media when 
informatively creating and telling the RTA’s story through editorial coverage.   


5. Integrate all media outreach materials into the study’s Web site and pressroom 
providing accessibility and direct communications for journalists working on stories 
regarding the Cook DuPage Corridor Study.   


 
Measurements of Media Effectiveness 


 
The media outreach for the Cook DuPage Corridor Study will be measured by both 
quantitative and qualitative criteria.  Some measures of effectiveness could include the 
following.   


 
Quantitative Qualitative 


 Number of media contacts 
 Number of press releases distributed 


based on number of public meetings and 
key milestones 


 Number of press kits distributed 
 Media attendance at public hearings 
 Number of editorial board presentations 
 Quantity of media coverage 
 Story length/column width 
 Number of key messages and direct 


quotes included 


 Consistency of media messages with 
RTA goals and objectives 


 Message awareness, understanding and 
retention 


 Tone and quality of article 
 An increased level of informed 


questioning at public hearings  
 A shift in attitude, opinion or behavior 


among public and media 
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Media relations is an important part of the overall communications strategy and public 
involvement philosophy of the entire Cook DuPage Corridor Study.  With cooperation from 
spokespersons and access to key information, positive and informative media involvement 
can be expected.   


 
Through media relations, the RTA can educate the media and readers of editorial coverage 
about the study’s progress, purpose and key findings.  By successfully fostering 
relationships with the journalists through effectively providing up-to-date and relevant 
information and access to decision makers, the media can help inform and educate the 
community. A proactive communications campaign can help gain support of the public, 
determine and address the effects of transportation actions on the public and its quality of 
life, and provide the public with opportunities for early and ongoing exchange of information 
and ideas.  Following is an initial list (non-exhaustive) of potential media resources: 


 
Media Resource List 
 


TYPE MEDIA RESOURCE 
Chicago Sun-Times 
Chicago Tribune 
Chicago Reader 
Daily Herald 
Crain’s Chicago Business 
Chicago Sports 
Pioneer Press Newspapers 
Forest Park Review 
Wednesday Journal 
Daily Southtown 
Liberty Suburban Chicago Newspapers (Suburban Life, etc.) 
Windy City Times 
Newcity 
Chicago Flame 


Newspapers 


The Phoenix 
Chicago Access Network Television (Ch. 19, 21, 27, 36, 42) 
Local Cable Access Stations 
CNN - Community Connections 
WTTW 11 – Public Television 
WYCC 20 
CLTV 
WBBM 2 – CBS affiliate 
WCIU 26 
WFLD 32 – Fox Chicago 
WGN 9 – WB affiliate 
WLS 7 – ABC affiliate 
WMAQ 5 – NBC affiliate 
WOCH 28 
WWME 28 
Comcast Net Chicago 
ECTV 


Network Television 
(Plus Local Cable 
Stations) 


WCPX 38 
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TYPE MEDIA RESOURCE 
WCRX – College 
WMBI – Religious 
WBEZ – Public Radio 
WPMX – Urban Contemporary 
WXRT – Adult Album Alternative 
WLIT – Adult Contemporary 
WZZN – Rock 
WNUA – Smooth Jazz 
WBBM – Top-40 
WDRV – Classic Hits 
WLUP – Classic Rock 
WFMT – Classical 
WUSN – Country 
WILV – Rhythmic Oldies 
WKQX – Alternative 
WTMX – Hot AC 
WVAZ – Urban Contemporary 
WVIV – Spanish 
WKSC – Top-40 
WJMK – Oldies 
WOJO – Spanish 
WCKG – Talk 
WPPN – Spanish 
WGCI – Hip Hop 
WLEY – Spanish 
WIND – News/Talk 
WSCR – Sports 
WGN – News/Talk 
WNDZ – Variety 
WBBM – News 
WAIT – Adult Album Alternative 
WSL – News/Talk 
WNTD – Spanish 
WMVP – Sports 
WNWI – International 
WMBI – Talk 
WYLL – Religious 
WRTO – Spanish 
WJOB – Talk 
WCRW – International 
WEDC – Ethnic 
WSBC – Variety 
WDCB – College of DuPage 
WKTA – Ethnic 
WGRB – Gospel Music 
WCEV – Ethnic 
WVON – Talk 


Radio 


WPNA – Ethnic 
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TYPE MEDIA RESOURCE 
WBGX – Gospel Music 
WONX – Spanish 
WRLL - Oldies 
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APPENDIX C 


 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PERFORMANCE MEASURES 


 
Description Quantitative Qualitative 


Public Involvement and 
Communications Plan 


  Level of full and open access to 
all in RTA Corridor planning 
process 


 Timing of information about 
transportation planning 
issues/processes 


 Accessibility of technical and policy 
information 


 Timing of public notifications of 
meetings and public comment 
periods 


 Consideration of public input 
during the Corridor planning 
process 


 Level of coordination with other 
agencies and stakeholders within 
the study area 


Public Meetings, 
Public Hearing, 
Community 
Workshops, 
Committee Meetings, 
 


 Number/type of public notifications 
 Number of attendees 
 Number of comments received 
 Number of comment responses  
 Number of avenues used to reach 


EJ populations 
 Number of study materials 


distributed 
 Number of names on contact list 
 Description of diversity of contact 


list 
 Frequency of contact 


 Public understanding of Corridor 
planning process 


 Availability of educational 
opportunities 


 Timing of public involvement 
activities 


 How public input was used in the 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


 Meeting convenience: time, 
place, and accessibility 


 Quality of content for public 
information materials 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Availability of public information 
materials 


 Timing of distribution of materials 
 Effectiveness of meeting format 
 Effectiveness of notification and 


communication tools 
Stakeholder Interviews  Number of participants 


 Number of issues identified by 
group 


 Number of issues addressed in 
Cook DuPage Corridor Study 


 How stakeholders issues were 
addressed in Cook DuPage 
Corridor Study 


Media Relations  Number of media contacts 
 Number of press releases 


distributed 
 Number of press kits distributed 
 Number of editorial board 


presentations 
 Amount of media coverage 


 Consistency of media messages 
with study goals and objectives 
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Description Quantitative Qualitative 
Website  Number of hits 


 Number of downloadable 
documents 


 Quality of website content  
 Timing of website updates and 


posting of documents 
Speaker’s Bureau  Number of presentations 


 Number of attendees 
 Number of comments received 
 Number of comment responses  
 Number of study materials 


distributed 


 Public understanding of Corridor 
planning process 


 Quality of content for presentation 
materials 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Effectiveness of meeting format 
Newsletters  Number of newsletters distributed  Quality of newsletter content 


 Clarity of technical information and 
processes 


 Availability of newsletters 
 Timing of distribution 
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		Regional Transportation Authority 

		Planning Department 

		Project Manager: Michelle Ryan 
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		(312) 913-3200 

		www.cook-dupagecorridor.com 

		www.rtachicago.com 
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