US 20 at Shales Parkway
Phase I Engineering Study
P-91-027-20

Community Advisory Group Meeting #2 Summary
June 29, 2022 f rom 9:30 – 11:30AM
SUMMARY
The second Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting for the
US 20 at Shales Parkway Study was held as a hybrid meeting
with attendees participating both in-person and virtually on
Wednesday, June 29 from 9:30-11:30AM. Study area residents
and representatives of various local agencies and businesses
were in attendance to share their concerns regarding existing
transportation, environmental and community related issues
within the study area and provide feedback on draft alternatives.
The meeting consisted of attendee introductions and a live
presentation, followed by a group discussion and questions. CAG
members were asked to share their concerns and experiences
with everyone. Overall, the attendees welcomed the opportunity
to provide comments and the meeting had a positive response.
POWERPOINT PRESENTATION
• The PowerPoint presentation was given by team members
from RS&H and Metro Strategies. The presentation included
details on the study and draft alternatives.
• To acclimate new CAG members, and remind returning
participants, the team presented an overview of the CAG’s
specific roles, rules, and goals.
• The team presented an overview of the Phase I process and
the existing roadway, traffic, and safety conditions within the
study area. This included information about a recent fatality
that occurred in the study area resulting from a head-on
vehicular collision.
• A summary of the first CAG meeting’s discussion was
provided, including concerns and issues voiced during
the meeting. Discussion centered around impacts to the
surrounding area from improvements at US 20 and Shales
Parkway, safety issues particularly at intersections and existing
traffic operations including heavy truck traffic along US 20,
and bicycle/pedestrian access concerns. Attendees asked
questions pertaining to truck volume related to the mining
and reclamation site and truck debris. Attendees also inquired
about roadway configuration: the steep grading at the
intersection, lack of medians and driver’s site line.
• The team defined and presented the project’s Problem
Statement, as well as its Purpose and Need, and how they are
both used to evaluate project alternatives.
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• The team described the alternative analysis process and criteria for analyzing alternatives against
one another and against the project’s Purpose and Need.
• A comprehensive overview of the study’s draft interchange alternatives was provided and included
the following alternatives: No Build, Feasibility Study – US 20 w/IL 390 Extension (dated 2017), Single
Point Urban Interchange (SPUI), Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI), Circulator Interchange with
DDI and Roundabout.
• A large group discussion was facilitated by the project team to solicit CAG member feedback on
each of the study’s draft alternatives presented using large scroll plot exhibits.
• Comments and questions are described in greater detail below.

COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS
The following documents CAG member comments and questions provided during the meeting.
• Mr. Gregory Holland (Resident) asked if the study team could share cost information for each of the
alternatives. The study team responded that cost information is not available at this time, but will be
a criteria in the alternatives analysis.
• Ms. Tara Orbon (Cook County Department of Transportation and Highways) asked for more
information about the goals of the City of Elgin’s Bluff City TIF District. The study team responded
that they did not have specifics but that they could provide follow-up with the information
requested.
• Ms. Joli Sumoski (Resident) asked if roundabouts could safely handle truck and large vehicle traffic.
The study team responded affirmatively, explaining that roundabouts improve safety by slowing
vehicle traffic speed.
• Mr. Gregory Winer (Resident) asked if the study alternatives take into consideration potential
impacts to nearby intersections, particularly the intersection of US 20 and Lambert Lane. He stated
that the intersection was dangerous and expressed concern that modifications to the US 20 and
Shales Parkway intersection would exacerbate other local traffic issues. The study team thanked Mr.
Winer for sharing his concerns and responded that impacts to nearby intersections will be studied
during the alternatives analysis.
• Ms. Rita Fletcher (Bartlett Park District) asked for more information on construction timing and
impacts to roadways in other jurisdictions. The study team responded that IDOT will coordinate with
other entities as best as possible to limit impacts.
• Mr. Marc Mylott (City of Elgin) requested that the study’s Purpose and Need be amended to state
that it advances the goals of the City’s comprehensive plan, not just those of the Bluff City TIF
District. The study team responded that the Purpose and Need statement is dynamic and can be
updated to reflect the City’s request.
• Mr. Winer asked which alternative was the least invasive option from a construction level. The study
team stated that most of the alternatives were similar in terms of construction invasiveness.
• Ms. Sumoski asked if trucks could be prohibited from using Shales Parkway. Mr. Mylott explained
that Shales Parkway is a major collector, not a local roadway and cannot prohibit truck traffic.
• Mr. Steven Kaminski (Mackie Consultants) stated in a submitted comment that the Vantage
Truck site on Bluff City Boulevard will indefinitely have substantial truck traffic and requested that
final intersection geometrics maintain left turn lanes near Bluff City Boulevard to avoid impacts to
through traffic.
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LARGE GROUP DISCUSSION
The study team opened the meeting for a group discussion to provide CAG members with an
opportunity to provide their comments on each alternative. Study team members documented
the concerns and displayed maps of the alternatives in real-time for both in-person and remote
participants.
• Alternative #1 – Feasibility
Study:
In 2017, IDOT conducted a
feasibility study for US 20 to
accommodate an extension of
IL 390. The study produced this
interchange alternative to serve
the US 20 at Shales Parkway
area. The alternative proposes
an elevated US 20 over Villa
Street, Gifford Road, and Shales
Parkway. The concept develops
a new roadway to connect Shales Parkway directly to Gifford Road. The alternative provides a split
interchange with local access to Shales Parkway and an updated Villa Street alignment.
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• Alternative #2 – Single Point
Urban Interchange (SPUI):
CAG members expressed the
most support for this alternative.
Members expressed support for
this alternative’s reduced impact
to residents and businesses
in comparison with the other
alternatives. Additionally,
members appreciated the
potential incentivization of local
land/park development. City of Elgin representatives stated that this alternative would best support
the goals of the City’s comprehensive plan. Participants favored this alternative’s roundabout at
Bluff City Boulevard and Gifford Road for truck traffic. However, participants reiterated concerns
about potential impacts to US 20 intersections at Lambert Lane and Naperville Road, as well as a
perceived lack of bicycle and pedestrian connections.
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• Alternative #3 – Diverging
Diamond Interchange (DDI):
Members were also generally
supportive of this alternative
and expressed support for the
alternative’s accommodation of
bicyclist and pedestrian traffic.
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• Alternative #4 – Circulator:
Members expressed confusion
about this alternative’s
configuration and concern about
drivers’ ability to understand this
configuration. Members stated
that a SPUI intersection would
be easier to understand. City of
Elgin representatives expressed
concern that the alternative
would negatively impact
economic development in the immediate area due to the locations of the intersection’s access
and exit points.

4

• Alternative #5 – Roundabout:
Members indicated that some
motorists may avoid using a
roundabout intersection due
to a lack of understanding
and referenced negative
public opinion about a City
of Des Plaines traffic circle
configuration. However, the
City of Elgin stated that they
have a lot of experience with
roundabouts and they work best
when designed in accordance with the surrounding land. Participants expressed support for the
alternative’s potential to reduce truck traffic speed through the area.
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NEXT STEPS
A public information meeting will take place during Fall 2022, and a third CAG meeting will occur in
2023 to present findings of the alternatives analysis and preferred alternative.
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