
Randall Road Improvements Study
Community Advisory Council 

Meeting #3 
August 22, 2007

 9:30 am
 Lake in the Hills Village Hall                          

600 Harvest Gate                                      
Lake in the Hills, IL 



Agenda for Meeting #3

Introductions
Approval of June 25, 2007 and July 10, 2007 Meeting Notes
Summary of July 25, 2007 Public Meeting: Scoping
Summary of CAC Meeting #2
Brainstorming Session: Identifying Critical Issues
Brainstorming Session: Identifying Project Purpose and Needs 
Introduction to the Evaluation Process
Identifying Evaluation Criteria 
Focus for CAC Meeting #4 on September 12, 2007



Introductions

Modify membership list as required to account 
for:

Incorrect or outdated information
Changes in Representation
New members



Comments to Meeting 
Notes?

Discussion of CAC #1 meeting notes
Approval of CAC #1 meeting notes

Discussion of CAC #2 meeting notes
Approval of CAC #2 meeting notes



Summary of  July 25, 2007 
Public Meeting: Scoping

Purpose of Open House: introduce citizens to 
the project, solicit input on critical issues, 
identify project purpose and needs 
24 signed in

Including representatives from: McDOT, Kane County 
DOT, IDOT, County Board, CMAP, LITH, Algonquin, 
MCCD, MCH Defenders, LITH Fen

22 Exhibit Boards were on display
6 individual comment sheets received

























Summary of  CAC   
Meeting #2

Crash Statistics, Existing Traffic Volumes, 
and Maintenance Issues
Review of Context Audit Results



Context Audit Results



Context Audit Results

Purpose of the Context Audit is to help define the 
project and the critical issues and Purpose and 
Need
Any comments to the revised results matrix?

Community Characteristics & Land Use
Infrastructure Assessment
Economic Development
Community Planning

What are the Critical Issues of the Randall Road 
Improvements Study?  Refer to Worksheet.



Brainstorming Session: 
Identify Critical Issues

Break into Groups of 2 or 3
Fill out worksheet
Bring your constituency and point of view 
to the table
Be specific, may be grouped later
Use corridor familiarity and Context Audit 
results



Critical Issues

Preservation/Accommodation of significant local/regional 
landmarks
Local Access
Regional Access
Intersection Operations
Congestion
Travel Time
Safety
Pedestrian Mobility
Access to Adjacent Trails
Compatibility with Future Transit Plans
Avoid/Minimize Environmental Impacts



NEPA

National Environmental Policy Act  (NEPA) of 1969
National Policy to encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between people and 
their environment
Make decisions in the best overall public interest (meaningful evaluation of alts)
Mitigate adverse effects

Fun Facts about NEPA
NEPA applies only to actions of all federal governmental agencies (using federal $ or 
federal permits – NEPA applies)
All reasonable alternatives including the No-Action Alternative should be considered
Essential elements of the NEPA process include 

Alternatives 
Impacts 
Mitigation 

3 processing options: CE, EA/FONSI, EIS/ROD
Randall Road Improvements Study is being processed as a 
Categorical Exclusion

Public Involvement 
Interagency Coordination 
Documentation



Purpose and Need

Importance
Reason why the project is being processed - critical foundation for successful 
decision-making
Establishes the criteria for determining reasonable alternatives
Provides basis for reasonable alternatives, evaluations, and comparisons
Establishes reasons for moving forward with the Federal action
Influences the decision of the Preferred Alternative 

Is not a solution statement
Examples of Need: system linkage, capacity, 
transportation demand, legislation, social demands for 
economic development, modal interrelationships, safety, 
roadway deficiencies, etc.



Brainstorming Session: 
Identify Purpose and Needs

Break into Groups of 2 or 3
Fill out worksheet

The purpose of the study is …
Randall Road improvements are needed to:

No idea is a bad idea
Bring your constituency and point of view to the 
table
Be specific, may be grouped later
Use corridor familiarity, Context Audit results, 
other critical issues



Brainstorming Session: 
Identify Purpose and Needs

The purpose of the Randall Road Improvements study is …
to recommend a transportation system improvement that will enhance 
north-south mobility and local access while addressing safety issues and 
other community values within the study area. These improvements will 
avoid or minimize potential environmental impacts.

Randall Road improvements are needed to:
Improve regional mobility
Enhance local access/local system deficiencies
Improve pedestrian/bicycle mobility
Accommodate community values/land use planning goals
Address safety concerns

Consensus Milestone



Introduction to the 
Evaluation Process

Iterative filtering process that includes 
Public Involvement 
3 Screening Levels

Level 1. Functional Evaluation.
Level 2. Comparative Evaluation.
Level 3. Detailed Evaluation. 

Uses evaluation criteria
The Result: Preferred Alternative



Level 2. Comparative 
Evaluation

Level 1. Functional 
Evaluation

Options

Evaluation Process

Level 3.  Detailed 
Evaluation

Develop Alternative Packages

Preferred Alternative



Identifying Alternative 
Evaluation Criteria

Based on Purpose and Need
Criteria Definition: List of measures used to assess 
suitability of alternatives (Options/Packages) with 
project specifications (Purpose and Need)

Criteria developed for all 3 Levels of 
Evaluation before alternatives are 
identified
Review Evaluation Criteria Worksheet and 
Sample Evaluation Criteria



Group Exercise: Identify 
Evaluation Criteria

Preliminary Evaluation Criteria 
Need Level 1:  Functional Evaluation*

Eliminates Options that are Not 
Feasible/Unrealistic 

(Y/N)

Level 2:  Comparative Evaluation
Identifies Feasible Options that Best Address 

Purpose & Need 
(High/Med/Low)

Level 3:  Detailed Evaluation
Identifies Preferred Alternative Package 

that Best Addresses the Purpose & Need, 
Minimizes Environmental Impacts

Arterial
Options

Intersection
Options

Pedestrian/ 
Bicycle 
Options

CMS 
Options

Arterial
Options

Intersection
Options

Pedestrian/ 
Bicycle 
Options

CMS 
Options

Alternative
Package 1

Alternative 
Package 2

Alternative 
Package 3

Regional Mobility •Is it compatible with the existing or planned 
transportation system? 

•Arterial Operations (Level-of-Service)
•Compatibility with the Rakow Road 
Widening Study
•Compatibility with the six-lane section south 
of Harnish Road

•Arterial Operations (Level-of-Service)

Local Access/ 
Deficiencies

•Is access to significant features/roadways 
maintained?

•Intersection Operations (Level-of-Service)
•Ease of Maintenance
•Compatibility to Comprehensive Plans of 
municipalities

•Travel Time?
•Ease of Maintenance 

Pedestrian/ 
Bicycle Mobility

•Estimated Pedestrian/Bicycle Use
•Bicycle Parking Needs/Usage

Community 
Values

•Is it compatible with local goals and 
objectives?
•Does it preserve future transit options?

•Amount of new ROW required (high, med, 
low)
•Amount of Sensitive Environmental Impacts 
(high, med, low) 
•Estimated Capital Cost (high, med, low)
•Local Agency/ Municipality Support
•Ease of Construction
•Potential Relocations 
(commercial/residential)
•Parking Impacts

•Amount of new ROW required (acres)
•Amount of Sensitive Environmental 
Impacts (acres)
•Estimated Capital Cost ($)
•Public Support
•Potential Relocations 
(commercial/residential)
•Parking Impacts

Safety 
(Assuming Options 
Designed To Applicable 
Standards)

•Traffic/Pedestrian/ Bicycle Safety based on 
option characteristics



Focus of CAC Meeting #4 
on September 12, 2007

Finalize Preliminary Evaluation Criteria
Begin to Brainstorm Options/Alternatives



Questions or Comments?

Next CAC Meeting (#4) September 12th

Same Location, Other Suggestions?
Please sign-in if have not done so
Please leave nametags behind for reuse at 
next meeting
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