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Agenda

President and Board of Trustees
Monday, April 2, 2012

Village Hall

123 Madison Street

Open Meeting/Special Meeting at 6:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers
I Call to Order

Il. Roll Call

Instructions for Agenda Public Comment
(3 minutes per person; 3 items per person maximum)

Comments are 3 minutes per person per agenda item, with a maximum of 3 agenda items to which you can
speak. In addition, the Village Board permits a maximum of three persons to speak to each side of any one
topic that is scheduled for or has been the subject of a public hearing by a designated hearing body. These
items are noted with a (*).

M. Public Comment
v Regular Agenda

A. Pioneering Healthy Communities Update (anticipated 30 min)
Overview: Those representing the Oak Park Healthy Communities Initiative, Elizabeth Lippitt
(Infant Welfare Children’s Clinic) and Jack Clearly (CEO, West Suburban Hospital) will be
present and give a presentation on the community action plan.

B. Presentation by Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP)
(anticipated 60 min)
Overview: The Homes for Changing Region Report was collaboration with communities to
chart future housing supply and demand. This report will help inform the Village’s
Comprehensive Plan currently underway as well as establish loan review criteria for the transit
oriented development fund that is being established with the HUD Sustainable Communities
Challenge Grant.

1. Motion to Accept Homes for a Changing Region Report for the Village
of Oak Park Prepared by the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning
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C. Madison Street Corridor Overview (anticipated 90 -120 min)
Overview: In November 2010, the Village Board had a preliminary meeting to review the
efforts of the Madison Street Streetscape Citizens Committee. This meeting was scheduled to
have a more detailed review of the Madison Corridor overall as well as answer questions from
the last meeting. Staff does not anticipate any action by the Board this evening since staff
first recommends one additional another follow-up meeting for a more detailed financial

review.

1. Overview of Madison TIF (5 min)

2. Overview of Recruitment and Retention Efforts (10 min)

3. Overview of Key Concepts in Madison Street Plan (10 min)

4. Rgcommendations of the Madison Street Streetscape Committee (60
:ar.] " Introduction of Madison Street Streetscape Committee
b. Overview of Streetscape Scenarios & Answer Questions from Prior Meeting

by Altamanu

5. Discussion & Next Steps

V. Adjourn

(*) The Village Board permits a maximum of three persons to speak to each side of any one topic that is
scheduled for or has been the subject of a public hearing by a designated hearing body.

For more information regarding Village Board meetings and agendas, please contact the Village Manager’s
Office at 708.358.5770. If you require assistance to participate in any Village program or activity, contact the
ADA Coordinator at 708.358,5430 or e-mail adacoordinator@oak-park.us at least 48 hours before the
scheduled activity.

Agendas and agenda materials are now available electronically on the village web site. Visit www.oak-park.us,
mouse-over News, then click on Board Agendas and Minutes.

Get the latest Village news via e-mail. Just go to www.oak-park.us and click on the e-news icon to sign up. Also,
follow us on face book, twitter and YouTube.
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Wild About Wellness, Oak Park a Pioneering Healthy Community
Background information for the Oak Park Viilage Trustees

In 2008 the YMCA of the USA received funding from the Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation to launch its community based Pioneering Healthy Communities policy
change initiative at the state and local levels in six states and 32 communities aver a
period of five years. The aim of the work is to address the childhood obesity epidemic
through policy and systems changes that will have implications for local communities,
the state and the nation. In 2010 the West Cook YMCA was awarded a grant and in
2011 the core team was selected to facilitate engaging community leaders in this effort.

Addressing childhood obesity requires action not only on the part of children and
families, but all sectors of a community. The places where children live, learn and play
influence the food that they eat and the amount of activity that they engage in.
Promoting policies and creating environmenis and systems that support healthy eating
and improve physical activity patterns can have a major influence on children’s lives.
These actions are imperative as the projections of iliness and financial burdens are
enormous as these children reach adulthood. For the first time, this generation of
children is expected to have a [ower life expectancy than their parents due to this
epidemic.,

The Ozk Park initiative called Wild About Wellness, Oak Park a Pioneering Healthy
Community is composed of community leaders who come from the healthcare, social
service, educational, government and business sectors of Oak Park. The group began
meeting in January of 2011 after a national conference and.in the summer of 2011
proceeded to perform a Community Healthy Living Index Assessment (CHLI) of a select
number of Oak Park schools after school programs, community neighborhoods and

" businesses. The CHLI assessment was the foundation for the development of the
commumty action plan which has six major objectives.

1) Increase availability of fresh fruit and vegetables and lass processed food for preschool
through school aged children.

2) Increase number of community activities that promote healthy eating

3) . Increase capacity of families to provide healthy food to children

4) Increase number of youth walking and biking to school

5) increase number of after-school programs that align with new Physical Ed. Standards

8) Increase the number of families forgoing car usage for trips within one mile of home.

As the committee reaches out to the wider community, the Village of Oak Park has an
instrumental role in enabling these initiatives to move forward. In particular some of the
initiatives will need Village support in working on regulatory changes or supporting .
programs and policies that will advance the system changes. The committee looks
forward to working with the Village Trustees on these issues that will have a prafound
effect on the health of our community members.
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Mindful Alternatives

Every calorie filled snack can be substituted for
an equally nutritious treat! Small changes can
make a big difference.

Healthy Eating & Portions

Portion size is important in ensuring that an
individual does not consume more calories
than their dally needs,

Simple Comparisons Hearf-loving snack substitutions:

[ristead of this Try this

Buttered popcorn Air-popped popcorn

=1 cup (250 ml)

Potato chips Pretzels
Candy bar Granola bar
Cheese and crackers Rice cake & peanut butter
- Cookies Graham cracker
= 4 gz, faw meat lce cream Low-fat yogurt

Fruit snacks Fruits/vegetables

Keywords to look for:
These words mean flavor without the extra

calories.
Grilied Baked
Broiled ROASTED
Poached
. Steamed Geared
Seasoned
Fresh

Keywords to avoid:
These words are filled with fat and calories.

Breaded Battered
=10z (30g] cheese Cheesy

BUTTERED

Fried
Creamy CRUNCIY
Smothered

¥

= 3 oz. grilled fish
Crispy

Choose snacks that are low in calories and
high in fiber such as fruits and vegetabies!

Which Beverage is Best?
* The body needs to stay hydrated in
order for it to function properly.
+  Water is the best fluid to consume

since it is naturally occurring in ihe
body.

*  Soda is one of the most popuiar
beverages consumed and most
detrimental to our heaith.

High calorie drinks = increased calorie intake
Increased calorie intake = weight gain

Smart beverage options:
e 100% fruit juice
+ 100% vegetable juice
*  Crystal Light
*  Flavored water
¢  Selfzer
*  Skim or low-fat milk
*  Unsweetened tea
* Water
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OBIECTIVE #1:

Increase availability of fresh fruit and vegetables
and less processad food for preschool through
school aged children,

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:

«  Work with early childhood program providers to
evaluate and revise existing village ordinances
related to nutritional requirements in regards
to licensed child care and preschool programs;
promote adoption by all early childhcod
programs,

OBJECTIVE #2:

Increase number of community activities that
promote healthy eating.

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:

» Define healthy eating expectations for publicly
funded and sanctioned youth and family
programs.

OBJECTIVE #3:
Increase capacity of families to provide healthy food
to children, ‘

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:

« Educate families on strategies to make healthier,
affordable, appealing foods available In the
home and ways of ensuring that the foods are
primary in the home diet of their children.

- OBJECTIVE #4:

Increase number of youth walking and biking to
schoal,

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:
+ Review existing bike policies regarding biking
to school,

OBIECTIVE #5:
Increase number of after-school programs that
align with the new Physical Education Standards.

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:
» Reach out to the Park District of Oak Park,
Wast Cook YMCA, Hephzibah, WSSRA, 5t
Giles, Ascension, 5t. Edmunds, and religious
institutions, to ensure there is programmatic
alignment and training.

OBIECTIVE #6:
« Increase the number of families foregoing car
usage for trips within one mile of home,

Policy/Systems/Environmental Change Strategy:
+ Increase walking and biking activity in the
Village.




VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 6
AGENDA ITEM COMMENTARY

Date of Board Action: April 2, 2012

Submitted by: YA ‘\QM ,
Department Manager: PAAS Q@x{f\r@f }

Tammie Grosm/
Village Manager’s Office:

\

Ttem History (Previous Board Review, Related Action, History): The West Cook County
Housing Collaborative consisting of Berwyn, Bellwood, Forest Park, Maywood and Oak
Park applied through the Collaborative’s Coordinator, IFF (formerly known as the Illinois
Facilities Fund) for Technical Assistance from the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for
Planning (CMAP). Trustee Colette Lueck serves on the Steering Committee of the
Collaborative and Housing Programs Manager Tammie Grossman serves on the Working
Group. The Metropolitan Planning Council (MPC) and the Metropolitan Mayors Caucus
(MMC) are additional Collaborative partners and provide technical assistance to the
Collaborative. CMAP awarded the Collaborative technical assistance to develop an Oak
Park specific and sub-regional plan under the Homes for a Changing Region project.
(Description Attached). CMAP working with IFF, MPC and MMC has agreed to a two
stage process. During the first stage of the project, which started this summer, CMAP
worked with each municipality and the collaborative as a whole to chart future demand and
supply trends for housing in the Collaborative communities. In September 8 2011, CMAP
and the Village held a public meeting to gain citizen input into the Oak Park Homes for a
Changing Region Report. In January 2012, CMAP met with Village Staff to go over the
recommendations. On February 6, 2012, the Mayors and Presidents of the communities and
the Steering and Working Group members met to review the sub-regional
recommendations. CMAP is now meeting with each community to review the final
recommendations. Stage two of the project will begin in the late Spring of 2012 and will
look at Transit Oriented Development Opportunities for each community ensuring the
cohesiveness of the Region.

The Homes for a Changing Region report and the future Transit Oriented Development
Opportunities report will help inform the Village’s new Comprehensive Plan that is being
funded by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) as part of the
Sustainable Communities Challenge Grant that the Village received on behalf of the West
Cook County Housing Collaborative. The Challenge Grant is also providing funding to
create a transit oriented development (TOD) fund and these reports will be used to establish
the loan review criteria for TOD fund.

Item Policy Commentary (Key Points, Recommendation, Background): CMAP has
completed the data analysis for the Village of Oak Park and is ready to present its findings
to the Board.

Item Budget Commentary: The CMAP report does not require any expenditure of funds.

Proposed Action: Accept the Homes for a Changing Report




HOUSING PROGRAMS

Memo

To:  Cara Pavlicek, Interim Village Manager

From: Tammie Grossman, Housing Programs Manageﬁl‘“
cc:  Lisa Shelley, Deputy Village Manager
Date: March 29, 2012

Re: Homes for a Changing Region

The West Cook Housing Collaborative (WCCHC) which includes Oak Park,
Bellwood, Berwyn, Forest Park and Maywood, applied for technical
assistance from the Chicago Metropolitan Planning Council (CMAP) to
develop a housing policy plan for the WCCHC and for each individual
community. Since its inception in the fall of 2008, the WCCHC has been
successful in obtaining aimost $11 million in private and public support for
activities that will increase the supply of affordable housing near transit and
will put foreclosed properties back into use in the member communities. The
Homes for a Changing Region report is Phase 1 of CMAP’s technical
assistance.

Andrew Williams Clark, from CMAP, will present the Village of Oak Park
findings to the Board of Trustees. He will be accompanied by Allison Milld
from the Metropolitan Mayors Caucus and King Harris and Nancy Firfer from
the Metropalitan Planning Council. We have until the end of the day on April
4, 2012 to provide comments on the Oak Park report to CMAP.

We have also included the sub-regional recommendations that were
reviewed and agreed to by the Chief Elected Officer of each community and
the WCCHC Steering Committee member. The Viliage of Qak Park was
represented by President David Pope and Trustee Colette Lueck. The sub-
regional recommendations will form the basis of the WCCHC's future work.
Phase 2 of CMAP’s technical assistance support will include looking at
transit oriented development across the five communities and developing
loan review criteria for the Steering Committee to use when evaluating
funding requests under the HUD Sustainable Communities Challenge Grant.




Homesfora
Changing Region

Phase 3: Implementing Balanced Housing Plans at the Local Level

Year Five: Bellwood, Berwyn, Forest Park, Maywood, and Oak Park

etropolitan

N CM A P = Ms Mayors

MetropolitanPlanningCouncil
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INTRODUCTION

introduction

This year’s Homes for a Changing Region (Homes) report
continues to explore the benefits of sub-regional collaborationin
five neighboring municipalities in West Cook County - Bellwood,
Berwyn, Forest Park, Maywood and Qak Park. Relative to the 284
municipalities in the Chicago region, each of these communities is
mature, diverse, and is served well by retail amenities and public
transportation with access to the downtown Chicago. Similarly,
they each benefit from a diverse housing stock in terms ofboth
tenure and structure. It is this diversity of housing and land uses,
combined with transit access and proximity to Chicago and O’Hare
Airport that comprise their competitive advantage in seeking new
residents and economic developmenf.

. The five communities make up the West Cook County Housing
Coliaborative (Collaborative), which was formed in 2009 to
address shared housing issues stemming from the recent

market crash and resulting foreclosure crisis, The Collaborative
has several features that shape the way it does business. Each
community is bound to the others by a board or council-approved
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) describing the Collaborative’s
structure and powers: A steering cemmittee, made up of elected
officials, meets quarterly to make policy decisions byvoté. A
working committee, made up of municipal staff, meets monthly

to implement solutions based on those po'licies. Both comrmittees
must abide by parliamentary process and can only vote if a three-
member quorum is achieved. IFF (formerly the Illinois Facilities
Fund), a nonprofitlender and real estate consuitancy, serves as
the coltaborative coordinator and is responsible for operational
support. The Collaborative has been aggressive in pursuing
federal resources to stimulate housing and economic development
surrounding the sub-region’s substantial public transportation
assets, or transit oriented development (T'OD).



Current Conditions

Foreclosure filings have increased especialty In small multifamily buildings.

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION

One of the strongest advantages of the Collaborative communities

is their locational advantage in terms of access to public
transportation options. Two of the Chicago Transit Authority’s
(CTA) elevated train lines — Green and Blue — provide comymuters
with regular access to west-side neighborhoods and downtown
Chicago. Metra commuter raitalso provides speedy accessto
downiown and job centers further afigld onaschedule via the Union
Pacific — West and Burlington Northern Santa Fe lines. CTA bus '
routes along several major arterials provide additional linkagesto
nearby amenities and train stations. Finally, Pace Suburban Bus
conneacts the communizies to other suburbanjob centars. These
strong transit assets effectively inerease the affordability of housing
in the sub-region by decreasing residents’ transportation costs.
They provide transportation alternatives for thosewhawould prefer
towork remotely through their commute 01 avoid driving during
inclementweather. Furthermore, all five of these communities

have abasic foundation for transit oriented development with retail,
entertainment and/for higher dengity residentialuses located so that
commuters canaccess themwithout driving. The Collaborative is
actively pursuing housing and economic development straregies

to optimize transit-oriented development opportunitiesleveraging
these assets.

The deep and prolonged recession, however, has presented amajor
challenge to Collaborative communities. Unemployment s well
above normal levels (Figure1). Real median household income

has declined (Figure 2). The combination of these two economic
factors has put more stress on homeowners (Figure 3) and renters
(Figure 4) alike, Not surprisingly, foreclosure filings, dueto the
availability of high-risk adjustable rate morigage products and
rising unemployrnent, haverisen sharply (Figure 5) and are atlevels
that excaed those of Cook County and the region overall (Figure

&). Foreclosures havenot just impacted single-family homes. They
have also directly affected the important multi-family rental market
As figure 7 shows, foreclosure filings in small multi-family buildings
{2-6) units haveincreased 77% between 2007 and 2000, While the
avimber of anctioned foreclosed properties appears to be declining,
thers iz evidence to suggest that this is the result of prolonged
processing due to abacklogat county courts. Foreclosure activity
hag, inturn, led to 2 steady decreaseinhome sale pricesinallfive
collzborative communities. '



Figure 1, Unemployment rate
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Figure 3. Percent of owner units that are unaffordable
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Figure 2. Median income and percent change
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Figure 4. Percent of rental units that are unaffordable
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Figure 5. Foraclosure filings in five West Cook communities

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION
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Figure 7. Small multifamily foreclosure filings in West Central

Figure 6. Foreclosure filings per 1,000 mortgageable properties
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Callaborative communities include many historic homes,

gy _"4::‘« y g e

2-and 3-flat multifamliy bulldings characterize much of the heusing stock in Collaborative communities.
5 ; =y




The Smpact- of %!iw

Stateand federal programs meant to address the currant housing
crisis have only made 2 modestimpacton the market. Mortgage
relief programs have fallen far short of their original goals because
they did not provide incentives to reduce mortgage principal
toreflect the value of the property covered, The Treasury
Department’s ambitious “Hardest Hit” prograim, 8 program that has
provided $443 millionto the State of illinois to help homeowriers
faced with mortgage challenges, will temporarily provxde

reliefto roughly 15,000 families, a small fraction of the families
going through or about to go through foreclosure proceedings.
Significantly, the State has earmarked $100 million: of these fundsto
a public-private pertnership ran by Mercy Portfolio Services, which
will purchase mortgages at a significant discount and restructure
their principal amounts in such a way &s to keep up to 5,000
‘homeowners intheir homes.®

1 Chl:agu Tribure, Septemberi4, 2011 quoting Mary Kenney, Exe:utlvebwrector of IHDA.
2 Add other partners involved (note from AM),

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION

The West Cook County Housing Collaborative hashad success in
attracting rescurces for and implementing foreclosure response
efforts threugh funding avards of over 7 milion from the Cook
County Neighborhood Stabilization (NSF) Frogram and the Ilinois
Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity (DCED)

TKE Disaster Recovery Program. This fundingis allowingthe
Coliaborative toacquire and rehab overico units in multiple rounds:
firet in Beltwood, Forest Park and Maywood and then throughcut
the sub-region. Recently, the Governor partnered with Cook County
tolzunch the Winois Building Blocks Pilot Program focusing vacant
property and foreclosure response strategies and resources insix
communities in the state. Berwyn and Maywood are amongthose
selected. The programincludes cominitments of $45 million from
the state and $10 million from the county to create arevolving

lpan fund to provide financingto rehabilitate vacant properties;

financial assistance to those who purchase wacant property as

aprimary residence; and support for existing homeownersto

avold foreclosure. Financial support for struggling homeowners
comes from the Illinois Hardest Hit Programas well. We suggest
implementation of the Buﬂdmg Blocks Program in coordination with
Collaborative’s on-going foreclosure response efforts?

3 An estlmata which assummes that the cost of rehabbing, land banking or dernetishing
aproperty averages $40,000 (acquisition and rehab will cost more, land hanking or
demolishing will cost much less).



| After ’ma Shock

Itis unclear when the inevitable housing market recovery will
happen and what it will look like: The timing of arecovery will
largely dependon when demand for hemeownership returns, which
could be triggered by an uptick in first-time buyers or household
growth.* However, in the near terin, rental housing is likely to be

the key growth sectors Itis clear that the strength of the recovery
will depend largely on how fully employment bounces back to pre-
recession standards.® '

So, the question bacomes, “What role should forward- locking
housing planning take giventhe shock that regional housing
markets have experienced over the last four years?” With so many
homies caught In the foreclosure crisis and new construction at near
an all-time low, why bother to plan for future housing developrnent?

First, as daunting as it now appears to be, the current wave of
foreclosures will subside and, over a petiod of years, foreclosed
homes will either be reoccupied or torn down.

Second, the demographic trends we first described in our first
Homesfora C‘hungfﬁgRegion reportwill cometo pass and create
demand for new housing, Population in the seven county Chicage
meiropalitan region will increase from 8.5 to 10.9 million by 2040.
The senicr population will more than double to 1.9 million; the
Latino population will increase by almost 150%, reaching 3.5 million.

INTRODUCTION : 3

Third, and perhaps most important, well thought through housing
planning on a community-by-community basis can avoid the
mistakes that contributed significantly to the current housing crisis,
mistakes which included:

's Not preserving enough moderately priced dwelling units;
bethey small sized homes, town homes or attached homes,
especially in the region’s higher job growth corntnunities. .
Intoday’s housing market “moderately priced” equates to
homes priced between $140,000 and §200,000.

¢ Encouraging and permitting the construction of too many large
lot single-family homes and discouraging the construction of
small lot single-family homes, townhomes, and attached homes.

# Not creating housing options for multi-generational families
thatwant to live together and senfors whowant to age in place.

« Allowing too many mult-family rental units to be converted
into condominiums,

Fernald, Marcia, ed, State of the Nation's Housing: 2011, Joint Center for Housing Studies of
Harvard University.

5 Ibid.
6 lbid.

.

7 CMAP anzlysis based on Census methodology applied to CMAP population growth foresast
data. .
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Oak Park

Project Summary

The Village of Oak Park is one of the most forward-thinking
communities in the metropolitan Chicago region. Itis home to

aresident population that is diverse in terms of racial makeup,
income, educational attainment, and profession, a population
which has historically been very active in civic affairs. Not
surprisingly, it has along history of progressive planning, a

strong school system that makes it attractive to families, and an
impressive series of housing policies geared toward supporting
racial and income integration and a commitment to environmental

sustainability.

In short, while it boasts assets and achievernents that are the envy
of many communities in our region, Oak Park keeps its eye onthe
future, remaining devoted to tackling remaining challenges and
centinually refining its strengths.

The Village has considerable transportation assets, including
boththe Blue and the Green CTA lines and Metra's Union

Pacific West Line, all of which effortlessly connect Oak Park

with the heart of downtown Chicago; however, transit access to

. significant employment centers and other destinations drops
precipitously immediately west of Oak Park, The absenice of
affordable, reliable, and efficient service for the reverse commute
impedes local housing demand and undermines potential for new-
transit-oriented development, particularly along the I-2gc corridor.
A comprehensive bus system and a growing bicycle network
complement these transit assets, providing solld connections
tomost of the Village. Residents algo have casy access to the
Eisenhower Expressway (I-200), which generally offers convenient
automobile travel to downtown Chicago and other suburbs.

Ozl Park is avillage of distinct neighborhoods, graced by tree-lined
streets, ordered by the classic grid layout of the Village, which
include the home and studio of Frank Lloyd Wright and arguably
the most impressive collection of prairie style architecture in the
world. Several historic commercial buildings distinguish Oak Park’s -
vibrant, attractive downtown, which offers amix ofuses, several
destinations, and entertainmens, '
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But Oak Park, like any comurrunity, faces challenges as well. Its
Jdowrltown continties to evolve, howaver Qak Park’s tax burden
can complicate its efforts to attract both development and new
residents. Due to ahistory of regional disinvestrent inwestern
parts of Chicago and near west Coak County, high rates of poverty
and violent crime remain a problem in adjacent areas, though itis
noteworthy that Qak Park stands in contrast to the sub-region’s
experience, both with respect to thelevel of investment and
prevalence of crimme. To fllustrate, the Village is geeinganumber

of private developers interested in developing transit oriented
developments in the downtown avea. Addifionally, the Village’s 2011
crime rate was at a3g year low. The Village, however, understands
that sub-regional neighborhood stabilization is important for

the future of Oak Park. On the transportation side, the benefits

of automotive access provided by the Elsenhower Expressway

are accompanied by significant local costs. The construction of
the Express%;vay throughthe southern part oftheVillageinigsg
improved automobile access to the city for Oak Parkers inaddition
to thosa west of Oak Park, but also increased noise and poltution,
caused the removal of maryy homes and split the Village apart, The

attendant economic, social, and environmentza! effects remain with

the Village tothisday.

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION

This report analyzes Oak Park’s exlsting conditions, future needs,
and includes recommendations focused-on:

s Oweating aumified comprehensive plan and zoning
ordinance to guide the Village aver the coming decades.

+ Tncreasing workforce housing options therough transit
griented development,

i Uootinoing and strengthening sxisting foreclosurs
strategies,

Maintaining and enhancing progrars targeted at
 connecting regidents with affordable houging and
mindwizing vacancies in Oak Park,

=

&

Placing marketing emphasts ou the adfordability of
Dak Park housing options when the combined costs of
tiusing and transportation are factorved-in,

s Theneedto eoinforee and pupand irdtiatives
intended to increase the energy efficiency of naw
and existinghousing,
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The village has 2 world renowned callection of historic prairie style
hotnes, including Frank Llayd Wright's home and studio.

Demographic and Economic Trends ‘ : o Oak Park populaticn and change in population, 2000 and 2010

Oak Park islocated inwestern Cook County, between the Cn:y of COMMUNITY
Chicago’s Austin neighborhdod to the east, River Forest and Forest Population, 2000 52,524 ;
Park to the west, Gity of Chicage’s Galewood neighborhood and ' ‘

i 1 51,878
Elmwood Park to the north, and Berwyn and Cicero to the south. Population, 2010
Oalk Park has a population of 51,878 according to the 2010 Census, a Change, 2000-10 _ 646
decrease of 1.2% since 2000. The Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Change as %, 2000-10 1.2%
Planning (CMAF) projectsthat if its GO TO 2040 planis implemented,
GO TC 2040 Projection, 2040 54,565 ;

it could boost the population of Oak Park to 52,676 by 2030.
Sourca: 1.5, Census Bureau and CMAP GO TQ 2040 projections.
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Oalt Park’s erployment base is varled, led by health care and social
assistance, educational services, and aceommo dation and food
services. There was growth in all of these categories between 2004
and 2009, particularly in accommodation and food service, but loss
in retail and service jobs. The largest employers in Oak Park are West
Suburban Hospital, Rush Cak Park Hospital, Oak Park & River Forest
High School District, Village of Oak Parlg, and the United States
Postal Service,

Oak Park jobs by NAICS indusiry sector
#2004 @2009
HEALTH CAREEAND SOCIAL A!SSISTANCE

PROFESSIONAL SCIENTIFIC, AND TECHNICAL SERVICES '
OTHER SERVICES (EXCLUDING PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION)
LiC ADMINISTRATION

[MANUFACTURING

0%. . 5% 0% } 5% 20%
Source: U.S. Census Bureay, LED Data, Or-the-Map.

The Village curre_ntly has two Spe':iai incentive (Tax Increment " Downtawn Oak Park inchudes a mixed use Trader Joe's building with
Financing) districts: Herlem/Garfield (1993), and Madison Swest residential units above. :

(1995). Additionally, te Village has a limited Downtown Qak Park

TIF which wiil allow some development to continue to occur inthe

pear future which will hopefully inchude a transit orfentad mixaduse

rental development.



Where Do Oak Park's Workers Live?

15.5% of the people who work in Dak Park live in the Village, while
approximately 24.2% commute from Chicago. Another 9.2% of Oak
Park workers are residents in the nearby communities of Berwym,
River Forest, Forest Park, and Elmwood Park.

Where Do Oak Park's Residents Work?

Butwhere do the people who live in Oalk Park actually work? Almost’
" 50% of Oak Park residents witk outside of the Village. §1.5% of
residents comenute to Chicago. 4.9% work in Maywood, Oak Brook,

- . River Forest, and Elmhurst,The rest commuta slsewhere. Thie

average commuta time for an Oak Park resident is g0 minutes,

according to 2005-09 American Community Survey (ACS) estimates.

The absence of mags transit options to the West could bethereason
for the low proportion of people working in suburban centess, like
Dzk Brook.

QOak Park job counts by distance/direction in 2009, all workers
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Where do Oak Park’s workers live?

24.2% CHICAGO

15.5% &% OAKPARK

2.7% BERWYN

© 2.5% @ RIVERFOREST

2.1% @ FOREST PARK

205% @@ REMAINDER
COOK COUNTY

.14,.610/ 8.9% @& DUPAGE COUNTY AN
6% SR
14.6% ALL OTHER

LOCATIONS 48

Source: U.S, Census Bureau, LED Data, On-the-Map.

Where do Oak Park’s residents work?

51.5% . CHICAGO

10.4% &4 OAKPARK
1.3% @ MAYWOOD

1.3% @5 RIVER FOREST

0.9% i

BERWYN

17.2% @ REMAINDER
COOK COUNTY

9.8% @8 DUPAGE COUNTY

7.6% - ALL OTHER

LOCATIONS

Source: U5, Cersus Bureay, | ED Data, On-the-Map.

Source; 1.5 Census Bureau, LED Data, On-the-Map.
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Current Housing Ahaiysis

Dak Park has a wide range of housing options today, with most of its

housing divided rather evenly between single-famity homes (both

large and smalllot) and multi-family dwellings. There area relatively
_ modest number of townhomes. Approximately 63% of the Village's

‘housingis owner-occupied while 37% is rented. The majority.cf

multi-family housing units arerentals. Approximately 54% of
_ rental housingand §7% of owner housing in Oak Park isaffordable,
“with 2296 rentel and 10% owrer considered severely-unaffordable
The percentage of total housing that is affordable, however, has
deceased over the lzst ten years, by 16% in the rental market and 1%
inthe c»mmer—cccupled market.

Multiple transit aptions and proximity to downtown Chicago
reduces Oak Park residents’ transportation costs related ta
commuting to work, increasing he overall affordability of livingin

the village. The Tllinois Department of Transportation estimates that

householde in Oak Park drive 11.3% less than the average suburban
Cook County household.

Qak Park housing type by tenurs

HOMES FOR A CHANG!NG REGION

Oak Park rental and owner housing affordability

OWNER HOUSING RENTAL HOUSING

@ STVERELY
UNAFFORDABLE

AFFORDABLE 5 UNAFFORDABLE

Spurce: American Gemmunity Survey 2005-09.

Oak Park tenure by units in structure

@ OWNER-OCCUPIED RENTER-OCCUPIED

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000

4,000

2,000

g ; :
[ 13 E 'l

SINGLE FAMILY TOWNHOME MULTI-FAMILY

o OWRNER-OCCUPIED RENTER-OCCUPIED

1 (DETACHED}

3ORAUNITS

TO 9 UNITS
10 TO 19 UNITS
20 48 UNITS
50 OR MORE UNITS
MOBILE HOME |

BOAT, RV, VAN, ETC.

0 2,000 4,000 6,000 8,000 10,000

Source: American Community Survey 2005-09,

Source: American Community Survey 2005-08,



Oak Park tenure by household income, in number of occupied units

@ OowWNER-OCCUPIED

RENTER-OCCUPIED

4,000 -

3,500

3,000
2,500
2,000
1,500
1,600

500

<315 <335 <850  <§75 <4100 <$150  $150+

Source: American Comrunity Survey 2005-09.
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-

The village includes many blacks of small-fot single family housing Fike this one.
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Current Ownership Housing

Forest Park has an ample supply of ovmer housing tomeet the

needs of families earning up to #100,000 per year. Ithas an apparent
shortage of upscale homes which are often chosen by familles with
incomes exceeding $100,000 peryear, We surmise thata number of
upper income residents in thevillage chose to live in homes they can
easily afford and save their meney for other needs.

~ Dak Park comparison of owner household incomes with accupied
units affordable at each income level

@ ACTUAL HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL

b ESTIMATED OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS AFFORDABLEAT
7 INCOME LEVEL (WITHOUT MORTGAGE)

@ ESTIMATED OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS AFFORDABLE AT
” \NCOME LEVEL (WITH MORTGAGE)

6,000

5,000

4,000

3,000

2,000

1,000

<$15 <$35 <350 <$75 <4100 <$150  $150+

Saurce: CMAP analysis of Fregonese Envision Tomorrow Balanced Housing Model using ACS
2005-09 Inputs,
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Current Rental Housing

Moderate to middle income renters are well served by Oak Parld's
existing supply of rental housing, Supply/demand gaps, however,
exist at the bottom and top ends of the Village’s rental market. The
Viliage needs more rental units serving both theneeds of low income
farnilles end upper income families, Once again, we should note that
some upper incorne familes prefer to livein rental units they can
easily afford to save morey for other purposes.

Oak Park comparison of rental household incomes with occupied
units affordable at each income level

ACTUAL HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL

& ESTIMATED QCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS AFFORDABLE
# AT INCOME LEVEL

3,000 %

2.5C0 #

2,000

1500

1,000

500

<$15

Source: CAAP analysis of Fregonese Envision Tomorrow Balanced Housing iModel using ACS
2005-09 inputs,

<$35 <$50 <475  <$100  <$150  FI50+




Today's Market Segments and Market Preferences

We used tools developed by aleading, well-known market research
firm, ESRI, to enrich our understanding of the housing types
preferred by families that live in Oak Park today. The basic unit
of the ESRI Community Tapestry system is the neighborhood.
ESRI has classified every neighbarhood in the country as one
of 65 market segments. These segrents are then combined into
one of 12 LifeMode groups. Segments and groups are assigned to
neighborhoodsby sorting more than 60 attributes including
income, employment, home value, housing type, education,
househald composition, age, and other key determinants of
consumer behavior. Neighberhoods with themost similar

" characreristics are combined while neighborhoods showing -
divergent characteristics are separated.

HOUSING POLICY PLAN: OAK PARK 93

We have identified four groups into which 95% of Cak Park’s
households fall: High Society, Upscale Avenues, Metropolis and
Solo Acts. as explained in the following reble. What does this

mean for Oak Park’s future housing needs? First, it means that the
majority of current and projected village residents have at leasta
moderate propensity to live ina compact neighborhood. A compact
nelghberhood is defined as a nefghborhood witharange of housing
typesthat encourage walking to retafl steres, neighborhood
amenitles and other homes and are located near transit lines.

The largest such group are the “Solo Acts” Thesetend 1o be
relatively young single or roommate houssholds who prefera
mobile, urban lifestyle and denser housing options. The next largest
group, the “High Society” group, ismade up of affluent professional
headed households that are attracted to single-family homes.
“TIpscale Avenues” also tend to be affluent housecholds, butthey
prefer avariety of housing types and are morelikely to invest intheir
housing through remodeling or landscaping. Finaily, “Metropolis”
households are characterized as living nearby transitin older, single-
family homes or smaller multi-flat buildings. :

Qalc Park LifeMade groups
| . PROPENSITY FOR
LIFEMODE GROUPS INCOME FAMILY TYPE % OF TOTAL COMPACT NEIGHBORHOODS
L1 High Society Upper Married Couples 18.7% LOW '
L2 Upscale Avenues Middie-Upper Mixad 17.8% MEDIUM
L3 Metropolis Middle Mixed 16.3% MEDIUM
L4 Solo Acts Middle-Upper Singles-sharad 42.2% HIGH
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?rggeﬂing Future Housing Needs

From Census datawe have information on Oak Park’s current stock
of owner-occupied and rental housing units as well as the number of
households in the Village. From CMAP datawe have projections on
the Village’s population and households for the year2030. From the
State of Tllinois, we have age projections for the 2030 Cook County
population. Mixing this information with the ESRI Tapestry market
segment data mentioned above, we canmake some realistic guesses
as towhat kind of housing the village will need to meet the needs of
its population by the year 2030,

Future Ownership Needs

Today, Oak Park’s owner-occupied housing needs arewellmatched
for households earning hetween $15,000 and $75,000 per year, with
an overabundance of affordable housing units for househalds
making between $75,000 and 100,000,

Trwould appear that a modest number of ownar households
earning less than $15,000 are currently livingin housing thatis
apparently sbove their means. Thisis likely to remain the case in
2030 as population modestly grows. Keep inmind, however, that
“lgw ‘ncome” households may, in some cases, have substantial

assets which allow them romeet ongoing housing expenses, Thisis |

especially true to households headed by seniors asseen inbar chart
in the Current Ownership chsmg section.

The existing supply of housing affordable to these making between -
" 35,000 and §i75;000 meets current needsand is projectedto” -
accommodate future needs through 2030.

© As for owner-occupied units rieeded to setve the needs of higher
income ($100,000+) families, thelr development will truly depend
ot demand. Aswe have noted earlier, there are many affluent
houssholdswhich prefer to minimize housing expenses and save
their money for other things. A potential market for upscale homes
and condominiums, however, may exist and could lead to the
development of more upscale housingin the village.

. 1,000

Dak Parkis known for its varied atch:tecture The example below
shewcases Victorian Erahomes.

Oak Park 2009 households and housing stock compared WIth 2030

. owner demand

’{{»’ OCCUPIED HOUSING STOCK AFFORDABLE AT 30% OF INCOME
7 (2009)

HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL (2009)

& PROJECTED HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL (2030)

6,000

5,000

4,000

3,000

2,000

7 o
<15 <$35 <$50 <$75 <$’IOO <$150 $‘ISO+

Source; CMAP analysis of Fregonese Envision Tomarrow Balanced Housing Mode! using ACS
2005-09 and CMAP GO TO 2040 househeld forecast inputs.




Future Rental Needs

Much like the ownership matket in Oak Park, we estimate that
about 45% of households making less than $1g,000find themselves
in housing they cannotafford, Oak Park will have an opportunity,
therefore, to create housing to meet the neads of these lower income

households. Additional senior rental housing is a definite possibility.

We also expect that some rental housing, currently affordableto
renters with incomes in the $15,000-$30,000 ranges may eventually
hecomea affordable to lower income families.

We also note the potential to develop more upscalerental housing
which can meet the needs pf families with incomes exceeding
$75,000. Transit orlented rental housing may represent thereal
opportunity here, Although, these houscholds may prefer to
rninimize housing expenses and save their money for other things.

Oak Park 2009 households and housing stock compared with 2030
rental demand '
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Housing Demand by Type of Unit

When we combine our projections for new owner-occupied and
rental housing in the future, we get a clearer picture of Oak Park’s
demand for additional housing units by typein 2030, What emergas
is a “balanced housing” profile with demand for about 250 additional
single family, 72 townhome and 847 multifamily homes hetween

now and 2020, This demand can be accommodated by filling existing
vacancies, redevelopment or new construction.

Oak Patk future balanced housing profile

+%, OCCUPIED HOUSING STOCK AFFORDABLE AT 30% OF INCOME
¥ (2009)

HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL (2009)

' @B PROJECTED HOUSEHOLDS AT INCOME LEVEL (2030)

3,500

3,000

7
)

2,500

2000

500

<$50 <$75

<$35

o
<$15 <$1OO <$150

$150+

NEW UNITS (2005-2030)
@ HOUSING SUPPLY (2009)

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000

4,600

2,000

MULTIFAMILY

LARGE 1.OTSF SMALL LOT SF TOWNHOME

Source: CIMAP analysis of Fregonese Envision Tomorrow Balanced Housing Model using ACS
2005-09 and CMAP GO TO 2040 household forecast inputs,

Source; CMAP analysis of Fragonese Envision Tomorrow Balanced Housing Model.
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Capacity Analysis
We conducted a capacity analysis to test the extent to which Oak ‘
Park could meet its forecasted housingnead based on its existing
land use regulations. Cur analysis included a thorough review of the
village’s zoning ordinance as well as Decernber 2009 Cock County
Assessor data. We allocated allowable densities to parcels identified
as vacant or re-developable when improvement value was compared
" toland value. Baged onthat analysls, we estimate that Oak Parkhas
the capacity for approximately 1,102 new dwelling units.

Oak Park housing capacity by zone

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION

Inthis scenario, nearly all of these new dwelling units {1,072) would
be multi-family. Approximately 62% of this new capacity would

be located in Commiercial District zones such as along Harrison
west of Clinton, 18% in General Business District zones suchas
those alongthe CTA Green Line tracks, 11% in Downtown Business
District zones, and 4% in Multiple-Family Residence District zones.
However, the Village of Oak Park provides in theif Zoning Ordinance
+he opportunity for higher density projects threugh their Plannad
Development process. H1stor1ca11y, the Village of Cak Park has
approved residential mixed use developments atahigher density
¢han currently allowed in the underlying commercial or business
zoning distriets, in part diie to thelack of developable property

and the desire for greater densities, For exarnpls, the 2003 Greater
Dovmtawn Master Plan, which guides three major business districts
alongthe CTA Green Line tracks alone, recommends an additional
capacityof 1,200 new multi-family dwelling units. To-date 230 units
“have been approved with approgimately 43 developed. Thetable
below is based only on the Village’s zoning ordinance, to capture
development capacity by-right. As nioted, other plans and overlays
havealready created additional capacity. :

Qak Park housing capacity by type

B UNITS | DISTRICT ZONE

' 1 O R-1SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
4 § R-2SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
1 ® R-3 SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
8 @ R-4 SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
13 # R-5TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
& # R-6 MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
41 @ R-7 MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

200 @& B-1/B-2 GENERAL BUSINESS
28 & B-3 CENTRAL BUSINESS

123 @ B-4 DOWNTOWN BUSINESS

678 @ CCOMMERCIAL BUSINESS

1102 TOTAL UNITS

UNITS  TYPE

4 {) LARGELOTSF

16 € TOWNHOME
1,073 @ MULTIFAMILY

o 4 MOBILE HOME/QOTHER

1,102 TOTAL UNITS

Source: CMAP ana\ysls of Oak Park zoning orndinance and December 2009 Cook Caunty
Assesscr data,

Source: CMAP analysis of Oak Park zoning orndinance and December 2009 Cook County
Assessor data.



Conclusions

Futvre demand can be accommodated elther by vacancy,
redevelopment or new construction., Families can move it vacant
homes, they canredevelop existing homes or they can build brand
new homes on vacant land. According to the 20052009 American
Community Survey estimates, Oak Park has approximately 2,626
vacant housing units, which is about 8% of alt housingin the village,
We assurme thata 29 vacancy rate is normal for avibrant commurity.
Ifwe also assurme that vacant units are distributed proportionately
across ail housingtypes, then vacancy could accommodate most of
thenew demand that Ogk Park is expected to enjoy betweennow
and 2030. However, it is unclear how many of these ynitgarein”
nieed of repair or significant upgrades, Those properties will likely
need to be rehabilitated hefore they can be sold or rented. When
we add capacity for redevelopment and new construction based

on zoning, Dak Park should easily be able to aceommodats all new
demand exceptfor Townhores. However, we assume that demand
for townhome style development could also be accommodatad by
either small-lot single-family or high-end multifamily units.

Qak Park démand vs. vacancy and capacit'y by housing type,
units 2009-2030

. CAPACITY FOR REDEVELOPMENT OR - o
NEW CONSTRUCTION UNDER CURRENT ZONIN

@ ESTIMATED VACANT UNITS

%} ESTIMATED FUTURE DEMAND (INCREMENTAL NEW UNITS)

1,800

1,600

1400

1200

1000

800

600

400

200

LARGE LOTSF . SMALL LOTSF TOWNHOME MULTIFAMILY

Source: CMAP analysis of Fregonese Envision Tomorrow Balanced Housing Model,
December 2005 Caok County Property Assessor data, and .5, Census Bureau inputs.
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Anexample ¢fa 1920's apartment building that has been recently rehabilitated
ta provide updated rental housing while still maintaining historic charm.
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Sustainability

Since buildings and transportation accountfor the top fwo enargy-
users, any forward thinking housing plan should take into energy
consumption into account. ‘

The Centér for Neighborhood Technology (G.N’I‘) analyzed Oak
Parl’s residential eleetricity and natural gasuse in comparisonto
Cook County as awhole in 2007, At that time, theaverage Oak Park.
household consumed substantially less energy than the county
average. This translates into an average annmual savings of $505

per household.

Oak Park residential energy use by municipality compared to
Cook County, 2007

COOK COUNTY OAKPARK

Average Electricity Use per Housahold 7692 kWh 7795 kWh
Average Annual $ for Electricity %328 $839
per Household*

Average Natural Gas 1,130 Therms 854 Therms
Use per Household

Average Annual § for $1,274 %758
Natual Gas per Household*

Average annual energy costs - %2002 $1,597

Saurce; CNT Energy Community Profile,
*Calculated using average residential sales par kWh (ICC Utilty Sales Statistics 2007,

HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION

Another example of downtown mixed use buildingsin Oak Park.

As itrelates to transportation, Oak Parkhas a slightly lowet
averagenumber of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by household
compared withthe Cook County average {13,076 versus 14,742
respectmely), accordingto 2007 CNT date. Based onl the IRS mileage

" relmchursement rate, this means that Oak Park households saved

an average of $67 per monthin fransportation costs comparedto
the countyat large. A recént article inthe Journal of Urban Planning
and Development showed that “putting offices, ehops, restanrants, ’
residences, and other codependent activitiesin cloge proximity

to each other” hes the biggest impact in reducing VMT. Oak Park’s
plenning and development policies hiave clearlyreaped such
benefts by locating compact residential developmentscloseto
{ransit stations and downtown retail and entertainment amenities.

Asthe top two energy consumers, buildings and transportation
also contribute significantly to carbon emissions. In2007, Oak

Park emitted an estimated 13.86 metric tong (MT) of carbon

dioxide emissions (COze) per capita, which is11.5%lessthan
county ermssmns per capita (14.86MT CDze) Emission rates will
lilkely remain below national averages as Oak Park continues to
implement TOD planning, energy efficlency retrofit programs for
all building types and clean energy purchases through its municipal

aggregation projects.



Urban Design Focus Meag

Design Workshops

InSeptember 2013, the Homes for a Changz‘ngRegian team
condueted a community workghop in Ozk Park where resiclents,
community leaders, Village officials, and others were asked to
present their views onwhat could be done In two key areasin the
commmunity: the intersection of Gak Park Avenue and Madison
Street, and the Blue Line CTA staticn at the Intersection of Cak Park
Avenue and the Eisenhower Expresswey. Their feedback helped
shape the recommended stratégies in this report, and included
preserving the unique character of Oak Park neighborhoods,
additional green space, connections to transit, bicycle amenities and
mixed use development.

HOUSING POLICY PLAN: OAK PARK 107

Qak Park Avenue and Madison Street

Village officials selected the intersection of Oak Park and Madison
for visualizations. Based on on input gleaned from residents
that participated in the workshop, consultation with village staff, -

‘recormmendations from a previous rnassing study and a proposal -

far a“road diet” along Madison Avenue, the consultants produced

- the following visualizations. Improvements includemixed use

development with retail and on the ground foor, residential units
ahove, streetscaping and landscape improvements. Theroad diet
proposal would reduce the number of trafficlanes and add bicycle
lanes separated by green medians.



HOMES FOR A CHANGING REGION
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Fo: Cara Pavlicek, Interim Village Manager
From: Loretta Daly, Business Services Manager
Date: March 27, 2012

Re:  April 2™ Board Discussion — Madison St

in preparation for the Board's April 2™ 2012 discussion of Madison St | have developed the
attached 6 slide power point presentation. Building on the presentation reviewed by the
Board during the February 27" Economic Development discussion, current recruitment and
retention efforts which are either in effect current or are being developed by the E/D Team will
be reviewed. .

A preliminary commercial market mix analysis for Madison St. will be also be available for
review at the April 2, 2012 meeting. This analysis is an essential step in the process of
developing specific recruitment and retention strategies.
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In Progress — Will be available for the Board’s review on

4-2-12 o -

pele
Ciak Park Developrment
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" Oak Park

Grown business and commerce to further enhance the quality of life in Oak Park
by retaining the existing commercial base and stimulating private commercial

investment P o |
Objectives — 2012 oot

&
L

Retain Existing Business Base - 154 current business licenses

*Grow Job Base — 1336 Jobs reported on business license applications
-Leverage Public Investment - 260 Madison & Oak Park and Madison
*Promote Expansion W/l Base |

Measurables Mo\_m

sBusiness License Renewal Rates — Measuring Loss
«Job Growth — Determine Job Creation during 2012
-Private Investment $ - Monitor Private Investment
*Occupancy & Market Mix — Complete Market Mix Analysis b/District

opdc :
Diak Park Devetoprment

Corparation




VOP Process Improvements
- Improve New Business Entry Process including Business Licensing — In

Progress
m:mmsmwm Support \%

« Business mo_com:o: and ._.m%:_om_ Support/Counseling — Score Counseling A\@
available through OPDC _

» Access to Equity & Debt — Current Programs to be reviewed 314 Quarter
. Business Association Development — Support Recommendations 2 Quarter

Business Communication
. Proactive Outreach to Businesses — Strategy development underway

Corporation

Marketing
- Develop and mxmocﬁm Consumer _/\_m%mﬁ_:@ _u_.o,m:mB — Program Development
underway ‘ . |
‘ T ) . W ol .
QF . opdc Uak Park Devalopment

Q
= om_%m% |



Develop mbbwob:mum Emwxmq mix in each commercial corridor that provides
goods and services to area residents and pulis from the widest consumer
base

‘O_o_mo.:<mm - 2012

Develop Market _<:x _mmoo:__jm:am:o:m

» Assess Current r_ocmmmm

 Develop a Public Investment Strategy
-+ Develop National and Local Retail m,:mﬁm@mmm

Measurables - 2012

« Retail Strategy Implementation

»  Assem
+ Develop New Marketing M

\nﬂDm_n Park

ble Recruitment Teams

aterials

opde

ik Park Developrment
Carporation



Market MixX — Madison Market Mix Complete — Analysis Underway mm\\ %

g

-Analyze Current Market Mix and _um<m._o_u Market Mix Recommendations — @QM\
Analysis for Madison near completion

Recruitment Strategies - Strateqy Development S_%E\E\

-Develop and Implement specific recruitment strategies for :m,ﬁ_o:m_ and local
recruitment targets
Develop and Implement specific recruitment strategies for professional m:a

commercial recruitment targets
Develop and Implement specific recruitment mqmﬁm@_mm for developers

Recruitment Tools — May/June
Analyze and develop existing and new @_.m:ﬁm and loan programs
-Ensure zoning supports market mix visions — Comprehensive Plan

E.D. Funding
-Develop Public Investment Strategy

Lorporation

@Qh | | opde ) B
D_ ) - . . : ﬁmw Park Devetopment

@
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Village of Qak Park Madison Street Corridor Inventory Report and Opportunity Analysis

INTRODUCTION

In the fall of 2005, the Village of Oak Park sought a planning consultant to develop a focused vision
and implementation plan for the Madison Street Corridor. The resulting Plan will include land use
recommendations, design principles and implementation tools that are intended to drive planning
and development activities that are occurting in the corridor, bounded by Harlem Avenue on the
west, Austin Boulevard on the east, Washington Street on the north, and Adams Street/ Monroe
Street on the south.

This pottion of the plan, the Inventory Report and Opportunity Analysis, will describe the existing
conditions in the cotridot, including demographics trends, physical analysis, and community input,
and will begin to identify development oppottunities based on regional location and cotridot-
specific parameters.

The Inventoty Report and Opportunity Analysis is the first part of five documents that together
cteate the Madison Street Corridor Plan:

Inventoty Repott and Opportunity Analysis
Vision Alternatives

Preferred Vision

Development and Implementation Strategy

Development Guidelines

Two companion documents will accompany this set of documents: the Architectural Historical
Survey completed by Wiss Janney Elstner Associates, Inc. and the Market Analysis completed by
Goodman Williams Group. Information from both has been incorporated into the content of this
plan.

Purpose of this Plan

The Madison Street cottidor has a very different development pattern from other corridors within
Qak Park, such as Lake Street. Madison Street is an auto-intensive corridor, as evidenced in its long
history as the auto-dealer row. As the number of car dealerships has reduced over the yeats, new
uses have assumed the role of economic anchor. The RUSH Oak Park Hospital, the banking
institutions, the Jewcl, the education institutions, and the Village Hall have complemented the strong
residential neighbothood surrounding the corridor,

These changes in land use and the resulting concurrence of residential and retail/service uses has
motivated numerous entities, including the Village of Oak Park, neighborhood groups, private
developers, and business associations, to develop plans and visions for the future of Madison Street.
These plans and visions include mixed-use development, residential development, aesthetic
improvements, gateway enhancements, and business retention and recruitment strategies for the
Madison Street corridor.

"These considerations led the Village to hite a consultant team and appoint an official Madison Street
Cortridor Plan Steering Committee. These two groups are charged with working closely with the
Village, residents, and the business community to develop a corridor plan, design principles, and
implementation strategies.

Aco,;]:;es:?ﬁ-l-l\e il re ri? “il's available on the

Village website. Find 4he Planning Dcpaﬁmen‘h
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MEETING MEMORANDUM

Date: May 13, 2011

Project: Madison St. Streetscape

Date of Meeting: May 11, 2011

Time: 7:30 1o 9:30 p.m.

Place: Julian Middle School, 49 Lake Street, Oak Park, 1L
Subject: Madison 5t. Concepts

PRESENT: Altamanu Inc.

John MacManus, Altamanu Inc
Josephine Bellalta, Altamanu Inc¢
Sean McKay, Altamanu inc

Sam Schwartz
Mark de la Vergne

Christopher Burke
Mike Kerr
Christopher Burke

PURPODSE: Examine and review existing site conditions and conceptuaj designs

The following rminutes are submitied as representative of the items of information exchanged, actions
agreed upon, and discusslons that took place. If no exceptions are received within five (5) days of
issuance of the Minutes, then it shall be deemed all are in agreement with the general contents of these
Minutes.

Minutes of Meeting

Introductions

John MacManus gave a presentation that covered the following:

« Introduction to the project team
s Trustee Comments

« Business Association Comments
« History of Madison 5t




Altamanud
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Existing Conditions

Overview of Master Plan

Review of previous concepts developed in conjunction with steering committee
Road diet precedents

Overview of two proposed concepts

After Mr. MacManus’ presentation the meeting was opened up to public comment:

Bike Lanes

| don’t want to breathe in exhaust when riding my bike. A scheme that keeps bikes off the
roadway would be preferred

| would prefer to be in the street on a bike, more visible to cars. There could be a snow remaval
issue with a cycle track in the winter and a lot of people still bike in the winter

| eycle down Washingtan and Jackson. | think it is short sited to eliminate driving just far cyclists
Good point that a cycle track could lead to more accidents than a bike fane but it also
sighificantly increases the number of cyclists.

| think this is a good plan but do we really need a bike lane? 1t is easy to bike in Ozk Park
anyway

A plan fike this makes biking festive, celebrated, and more inviting

What will happen to parking in these two schemes? We can’t handle losing any on Madison St.
Could there e encugh parking if municipal lots were incarporated along the street?

Farest Park has a parking problem due because of the popularity of Madison St. This would
need to be addressed in these plans as well.

Could we have diagonal parking in lieu of bike paths

Terrified of kids crossing Madison 5t. to get to school at Brooks. Pedestrian crashes are high in
the Chicago area compared to the rest of the country 2nd like that these concepts are mare
inviting to pedestrians

Don’t like letting my kids walk down Madison St. It is unsafe right now. Reputation as “heroin
highway”. This plan could change that.

| am very encouraged by all the safety comments tonight and considerations in the concepts, It
may be desireable to have consistency between Forest Park and Oak Park. The Harlem to Oak
Park section might be transition zone between Forest Park and what is happening at Village Hall
Real concern about pedestrian safety. There is a steady stream of kids crossing Madison. Need
to be conscious of way kids cross. Advocate of bump outs. '

This is synergistic with Oak Park Sustainability Plan.

General

f like how green the concepts are

This would be a welcome change to Madison 5t

| have lived in Oak Park my whole life. Reason was because it was a walkable environment.
Madisan St. is not. [t Is out of character with the rest of Qak Park and this plan would help to fix
that. |support scenario A. Oak Park is not about cars. Oak Park is an afternative to living
downtown

f like the aesthetic improvements but need more info and data. Can’t choose between the two
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concepts.

I like the streetscape an Madison St. in Forest Park. The buildings were also facelifted there.
The buildings on Madison in Oak Park need to clean up their acts. Lots of ugly buildings
How can we do something nice that is less expensive? Need fo tonsider the longterm
maintenance cost.

Concepts grab those details that create synergy and a vibrant street

Where is funding coming from?

There is a Madison St. TIF but it is a limited pool of funds and a limited time frame. Need a
discussion for relative tradeoffs and other sources of funding and need to look inta phasing.

Road Diet

I woud like to see some numbers. How are travel times going to be affected? Lots of people are
driving along Madison in Oak Park

Lots of research showing road diets will slow traffic a bit which is good for business.

with more businesses come more truck deliveries. What happens with truck deliveries with a
road diet?

With one fane a bus would completely stop traffic

| am a business man. | would never drive down Madison St. in its current condition and park on
the oppasite side of the street of t he business 1 am trying tc go to. I would be able to do this in
these concepts. But we really need to develop businesses by having people walk and bike to
them.

| own apartment building on Kenilworth and Madison. It is hard to rent units because of all the
traffic noise along Madison.

1 would like to see why we NEED 4 lanes on Madison $t. There is a lot of traffic at very specific
times of the day but usually there isn"t much.

Both alternatives both assumed road diet. Need more analysis of tradeoffs to get to that peint.
| hope more thorough analysis and broader range of options are presented.

Taking away the only 4 fane in Oak Park is short sited

A second community meeting is scheduled for June 1%, once again at Julian Middle School at 7:30pm.

END OF MINUTES




Madison Street Streetscape Harlem Ave to Austin Ave Concept Plans
Public Meeting June, 1,2011

Public Commments

Comment # 1:

Once plans have been landed (based on comments/feedback), what is the
anticipated timing of this project? How long to complete project? What is the source of
the funding? Will you put the conceptual plans online?

Name: Danielle Smith

Address: 426 South Harvey Ave
Oak Park, 1. 60302

Phone Number: (630) 825-8683
Email: danvellz{@vahoo.com
Representing:

Comment # 2:

Please build in a vehicle drop off outside the 218 Madison Park District Gym
Center. It would be safer for the children!

Natne: 3.Who.
Comment # 3:

The Athlete’s Foot that is on Madison and Austin went out of business. [t is now
“Diana Shoes.” Please cotrect on future drawings. Thank you!

Name: Robert Kim

Address: 4 West Madison Street
Phone Number: (708) 948-7410
FEmail: dreamiown.robert@gmail.com
Representing: Diana Shoes

Comment # 4:

1. Surprised and encouraged by eliminating medians. 2. Love the idea of color-
coded bikes lanes, use blue! 3. Worried a little about street side trees obscuring the best
architecture (old car dealers). 4. Like the Austin/O.P. gateway concept running kitty
corner to unite rather than separate! 5. Please run pubic art/signage through O.P. Public
Art Advisory Committee—no more Harrison Razors! 6. Signage for Businesses appears
crucial. Great project!



Name: Bill Greffin

Address: N. Kenilworth
Phone Number:

Email: wegreffi@comcast.net
Representing:

Comment # 5:

Thank you for continued attention to Madison Street. I support
improvements in the streetscape—but want to be careful that there is firm evidence that
the chosen concepts are very likely to be effective (not like the Lake Street Pedestrian
Mall). I would also like included a series of landscaped diverters buffering the residential
and enhancing the commercial areas. These could be paid for as a compensating benefit
from developers and increase parking opportunities. I do not want cull dusacks as they
are impediments to emergency vehicles and create an us/them atmosphere. Please
consider that there are 2 types of bikers that would use the bike lane-—commuter and
families with children on bikes.

Name: Linda Hill

Address: 521 South Grove Ave
Oak Park, IL 60304

Phone Number: (708) 848-7105
Email; Linda Hill@gmail.com
Representing:

Comment # 6:

1. Although the protected bike lane is nice, if it costs more than the other type, go
with the less expensive. 2. People and businesses will want to make sure that the final
plan has sufficient parking. You might want to count up existing spaces versus plarmed
spaces. 3. I was very surprised there was more traffic on Roosevelt than on Madison. 4.
To me the most important aspect of any plan is the ability to cross Madison on foot
safely. 5. Consider including diverters to separate commercial from residential sections of
side streets.

Name: Melissa Mickleberry
Address: 417 South Grove
Phone Number: (708) 524-4986
Email: mickleb@gmail.com
Representing:

Comment # 7:

Overzll I am extremely positive about what I have seen. My concerns are more
future related, as in what happens to parking if this succeeds at redeveloping the area. As



it stands parking can be tight and my concerns are that there seems to be no planning for
iffwhen parking demand increases. Personally, I'd like to see additional growth of the
sidewalk between Harlem/Oak Park although I understand that it may not be feasible.
*Wants to know if info/drawings will be online.

Narne: Brian Keyes

Address: 719 Home

Phone Number: (312) 286-4540
Email: bkeyes@gmail.com
Representing:

Comment # 8;

West of Oak Park Avenue—Ilooks great gain in green space along parkways
allowing trees—excellent. East of Oak Park Ave: 1. Have concern that increasing the
expanse of pavement (68 fect with no trees) is not more pleasant. 2. Have very big
concern about the safety of the bike lane—too many crossings and turns, even if speeds
are reduced. 3. This will not make Madison pleasant enough to make it a desirable bike
route—too many large vehicles (trucks, etc.) and jockeying. 4. Beware of reducing green
space in the parkways for the large expanses of paving. Often very unwarranted. Point in
fact: section on north side of street just west of Ridgeland (@ 412 Madison) grass is fine
there. 5. Beware of making too many large expanses of paving in the pedestrian way with
useless urban chotskys, like sculpture and too large plants, plants, etc. 6. Don’t fence
everything with the black fences! Quiet green and trees are fine! 7. Don’t over do the
fassy plantings. They will not be cared for over the long term. 8. The Joss of the median
(whers it is indeed effective) increases the street width and eliminates a safety is bad
when crossing the street. With this plan (something of OPA) you have te cross almost 60
feet (68 feet?) with no safety landing—too wide for slow people to get across. I'm all for
reducing vehicle speeds but would like to see version utilizing a center median (reduces
pavement width).

Name: Carol Yetken

Address: 412 Madison Street (office)
Phone Number: (708) 524-1484
Email:

Representing:

Comment # 9:

I think the cut outs are going to be a snowplowing nightmare! The bike lane
belongs on a boulevard——they do not ailow trunks!

Name: Vikki Peterson
Address: 826 South Xenilworth
Qak Parlc

Phone Number: 383-6269



Email: vkp826@comcast.net
Representing:

Concast # 10:

Like the addition of more trees west of Oak Park Avenue—mote green canopy
welcome! Have concerns about bike lanes, as Madison will continue to be an intense
street with lots of turning vehicles. 5 foot width is quite narrow for bike lanes between
parked cars and moving cars. Too much paving shown in many pedestrian areas, esp. east
of Oak Park Avenue. In most places the lawn parkway is the best model—should not be
cluttered with plazas, site furniture. If in the future more restaurants appear that need
outdoor areas, then some lawn areas can be modified. Have concerns that drivers will
perceive Madison as too slow and will use Washington Bivd more, which is a residential
street doesn’t need more cars. Doubling trees on parkways seems unnecessary, especially
in tree grates which provide such an inhospitable environment.

Name: Karen Heller

Address: 315 South Harvey

Oak Park

Phone Number: (708) 386-1825
Email: Karen Heller@sbeglobal.com
Representing:

Comcast # 11:

Well, always excited to see enhanced beauty to streetscape, so that point, along
with safety, great. Bigger issue in looking at this is a total (ok, near total) under
appreciation of the importance of easy, convenient, free parking. You want to improve
Madison in Oak Park? More small businesses, more dining, more tables on the sidewalk,
ete. Needs parking so people will be attracted to come. Do not underestimate the
importance of simple, easy (no $20 tickets) free parking. Also, less hassle to open a
business.

Name: David Robbins

Address: 436 South Lombard
Phone Number: (312) 731-2811
Email: daraguy400@yahoo.com
Representing:

Comment # 12:
Although I like the plan and the goals of reduced traffic and improved safety, my
concern is the financing. Especially since attracting new business is extremely important,

I'm not sure if the expenditure will bring new business.

Name: Tom Naughion



Address: 530 South East
Phone Number:

Email:

Representing: Myself

Comment # 13:

I am very excited about the possibility of not only enharicing the environment
which would attract more upscale businesses to Madison Street, but improving the safety
factor. [ feel I take my life in my hands whenever I cross to the 7-11 on Scoville or make
a turn off of Scoville. Students from Fenwick are constantly crossing right through the
center of the off-set intersection. I have witnessed several accidents at this intersection
and have seen a car try to run over a cyclist. It’s time for some things to be done! This is
a well thought out plan.

Name: Nellie Schultz

Address: 508 West Madison Unit 38
Phone Number: (708) 848-6815
Email: nelschultz@msn.com
Representing:

Comment # 14:

As a resident on the 500 South block of East Ave and a business owner on
Madison Ave (Serenity Acupuncture) I am relioved that attention is finally being paid to
this major thoroughfare. The proposal to slow traffic to improve safety for pedestrians
and cyclists is key. I think free parking on Madison is essential. This is a consideration
for all of my patients. On a side note the village has to find ways to become more small
business friendly, rent, grants, etc.

Name: Patricia Miller

Address: 523 South East Ave

Phone Number: (708) 250-3822

Email: tricia@serenityacu@m.

Representing: Owner of Serenity Acupuncture 503 Madison Street (708) 848-4626

Comment # 15:

Traffic on Madison Street is too fast, The plans are encouraging that traffic will
slow down because of the road diet. The safety of pedestrians is key to this project.
Concerns: 1. Parking esp. around businesses e.g. the 90 seat Chicken and Waffles has
created a traffic /parking nightmare on the side streets of Scoville and East and it’s .
impossible to pull onto Madison from Scoville because the sight lines are so bad. 2, Will
more people {drivers) start using the side streets because 15 so much slower? 3. Get rid of
all the cul-de-sacs (Clinton, Kenilworth, Washington and Scoville and let all the street
carry the traffic burden/let the sireets be streets!)




Name: Teresa Naughton
Address: 530 South East Ave
Oak Park

Phone Number:

Email:

Representing: Myself

Comment # 16;

Thank goodness Madison Street is finally getting some positive attention—I love
it! Madison Street is dangerous for our children crossing to get to and from school daily,
the pedestrians of our village, the Farmer’s Market contingent and finally cyclists. Safety
must be the driving force behind out decisions. Slow the traffic down! Madison Street
has the opportunity to attract businesses of all types if it only looked different. Madiscn
Street in Forest Park is a perfect example. 1 lived through that transformation and
continue to be attracted to the shops, restaurants and businesses on “the other side” of the
block, Wider sidewalks, a bike lane, a “road diet”—a dream come true afier all these
years of excessive property taxes for what is currently an eye sore. Please do something,
and this plan is a great start! [ also would hope you would carefully look at the parking
being considered being removed from Clarence to East. Chicken and Waffles has no
parking mow, you can’t seriously think about taking away any parking at anytime of the
day.

Name: Patti Farlee

Address: 527 Scuth East Avenue

Phone Number: (708) 383-1225

Email: p-farlec@att.net

Representing: Myself and my family and my neighborhood

Comment # 17:

Thanks for providing this session. Overall I like the plan very much. T appreciate
the green space, wider sidewalks, and bike lanes. My concetns are parking—ample
parking to support commerce enterprises and potential special events planned in front of
Village Hall, I am also 2 concerned about economic development. I do not want to sce the
Village fall into a “build it and they will come” mentality and hope there is an aggressive
economic development to accompany this proposal. I would like to see then an economgic
development plan and the street redevelopment plan fit together.

Name: Meredith Morris

Address: 436 South Lombard

Phone Number: (630) 853-0992
Email: morris-meredith@comcast.net
Representing: [ am a condo owner



Comment # 18:

T am very much in favor of reducing traffic to two lanes, and for increasing the
width of pedestrian-ways and green space along the corridor. I would like to keep the
medians if possible, even if they need to be narrowed to 10 feet. I have no strong opinjon
on the bike lanes, but I would prefer to climinate them if it would decrease the cost of the
project, or allow additional funds to extend the length of the project (assuming that
funding won’t be adequate for Harlem to Austin). If bike lanes are not included, I would
like to see the street narrowed as much as possible. If the bike lanes are included, I would
like to see the 56 foot section (with the 5 foot bike lanes rather than 10 foot bike lanes)
the whole way. This will allow additicnal space to be dedicated for pedestrians and will
decrease the probability that the 10 foot bike lane would be used as a vehicle lane duting
the winter when bikes aren’t active. A few more points: Straighten out the crosswalk at
the south leg of Oak Park. There is a slight distance issue here because of the corner of
the Walgreens building and the existing skewed crosswalk. If there is not enough money
for the entire project, I would think the piorities should be: 1. Harem to Oak Park, with a
plaza at Oak Park, 2, Austin to Village Hall. If there is not enough money for entire
project, please make sure that traffic is constructed at Austin, and the other terminus so as
not to create a bottleneck at Oak Park.

Diagrams are included.

Name: Paul May, P.E.

Address: 535 South Euclid Avenue
Phone Number: (630) 417-7627
Email: pauldmay@yahoo.com
Representing:

Comment # 19:

The safety of all the students and pedestrians of Oak Patk should be the single,
most important motivation for fixing the traffic speed and flow on Madison. Shortening
the distance that pedestrians have to cross with the bump outs, as well as slowing the
traffic down by shrinking the number of lanes will do wonders towards improving the
safety of all walkers, bikes and crossers on Madison. The additional green space and
beautification of the avenue will also undoubtedly help draw new business (something
has to!) The street right now is unattractive, not safe, and a poor representation of the rest
of Oak Park.

Name: Kathy Sullivan

Address: 513 South East

Phone Number: (708) 660-9982
Email: kmssullivan@sbeglobal et
Representing:



The following comments were dictated verbally to the transcriber.

Comment # 1:

Absolutely love it. For too long Madison has been bland. A rode to get from point
A to point B. You have to cross from the sidewalk as fast as you can. This canbe a
unifier instead of being divider. It can be a gateway for new development, town homes
and recreational activities. Making it mote beautiful.. .making it walk able “bike
able”...it can be a green corridor. . .attract businesses. .. visitors that are interested in a
walk able “bike able” community. But you do need more of an attraction....residential
development or something like the Children’s Museum. I am interested in the Children’s
Museum on North. You will always have vehicle traffic because of Dunkin denuts,
McDonald’s. But you need places for people to want to go....if you have a
“prubub”....children’s museums. . people will more likely be able to walk to it. Love it.

Name: John Harris.
Comment # 2:

I like this...] actually wanted this. I am apart NFMR, renewmadison.com. I was
involved with them for several years...I have been pushing....making traffic go slower.
All fits...All make sense. I wish someone could take pics of families running across the
street. It is too wide. ... too many cars...going too fast. Bad all around. I like the two
biked lanes design...like Evrope. Current design is less friendly families and kids. But I
am for it.

Anonymous

The following comments came in through website comments:
Comment # 1:

Have been a resident for a long time here. My family stayed here due to location to
public trans, highways, good schools etc.. We have agreed and disagreed with projects
the village has done. We live on the south side of Oak Park and this project will effect
us. Shortening

the width of Madison is a problem. We have seen now the problem of trying to go west
on Madison in Forest Park. It at times js terrible and we route ourselves on other roads,
Jackson for example. (That street at times is also backed up at Harlem too!) Roosevelt
Road is also very bad due to the one lane and we really avoid it. (Sorry for the businesses
there!) It seems we are putting Bike lanes everywhere in this town.

We need to be focusing on traffic congestion, fixing up Madison to attract businesses
(tough in this economy but for the future), PARKING for

people to access these businesses. A bike lane is just not needed to block more of the



street. Read about a resident here who wants to open up a MicroBrewery, that is what we
need to start attracting with good parking! I really hope this board takes a good look at

- this and as a suggestion DRIVE around the arca at different times to see first hand the
congestion! Thank you.

M. Flint
Maryjoy Flint [dental4452@hotmail.com]

Comment # 2:
Dear Planning Conmimission:

T've reviewed the presentation on your recommendations for Madison Street and was
shocked that there was not one slide - not even one - explaining the impact the "road diet”
will have on the surrounding neighborhoods. Even the slides showing the locations of
schools completely missed Longfellow Elementary, a school of over 500 pre-K through
5th graders, all of whom walk to school primarily down Jackson Blvd. Notto mention
Longfellow Park, the site of countless youth activities. And based on the description of
the commitiee process, there was no input from current property owners outside of the
Madison business association.

Yes, Madison is big and ugly and there are a lot of cars. The slides show wonderful
potential to improve how it looks and functions. However, a responsible Planning
Comimission would assess not just the impact to Madison Street, but the impact to the
main east-west streets that parallel it. The traffic that currently travels down Madison
will simply not sit in a 2 mile long traffic jam during rush hour. They will divert to
Jackson Blvd, which already sees a high volume of traffic. Jackson is not, in any way
shape or form, able tc carry any more traffic than it already does. It has a school, two
parks, and close residential housing along it already. Reducing Madison Street to a
single lane each way will increase traffic accidents on Jackson and turn cross walks into
hazardous crossings. What increase in fatalities and pedestrian accidents have been
forecasted if this plan goes through? How will you address the traffic impact a few years
from now when they rebuild the Eiscnhower, and people divert from there to Jackson,
Madison, and Washington? What is your plan for compensating your citizens for the
decrease in property values because their house is now suddenly close to an incredibly
busy street? How will the daily funeral processions that run down Madison and Jackson
be handled? Please, look at how Madison flows through Forest Park during rush hour. It
comes to a near stand still, and drivers divert off into the surrounding neighborhood,
barely stopping at intersections in their rush to get to Harlem and back onto a 2 lane road.
Look at Chicago, and the 3 block backup at Chicago and Harlem of drivers trying to
cross, or the 2 block backup at Oak Park Ave. Building bike lanes is not going to
dramatically reduce the auto traffic.

Please do not only review how the street will look and the options for decorating the
crosswalks and green spaces. Spend a bit of the $4M - $6M on an actuel assessment and
be truthful and honest about what this could do to the neighborhoods that border
Madison. And do a real assessment of the potential businesses that would choose to



locate along Madison. Given the current economy, will this attract what you expect?
Even businesses in Forest Park, which you seem to be attempting to emulate, ate failing
and closing.

Your job is only half done. Please complete the rest of it before trying to convince
everyone that your plan is a responsible one.

Thank you,
Amy Kuehl
705 S. Lombard Ave

Comment # 3:
Dear Mzr. Failor, Committee members:

As an Oak Park resident of 35 years, I am strongly opposed to reducing the number of
lanes on Madison St. T would be bad for big and small business alike. I shop at the
Madison St. Jewel and Walgreens and other establishments... Al's, Mama Thai, New
Rebozo and go to Village Hall. Fewer traffic lanes would slow me down. I'd probably
end up going to the Jewe! in River Forest and to the Walgreens in Forest Park. Narrowing
the lanes makes no sense.

Paul Obis

1124 S Oak Park Ave
Oak Park, IL 60304
312-342-8182

paulobis1951 @gmail com

Comment # 4:

Greetings:
I am writing to voice oppositicn to the plan to reduce Madison to two lanes.

« There are very few options for going east-west In Oak Park that don't move at
a snall's pace at busy times of the day. Madison is the best option for me; I
suspect that's the case for many people.

o I also suspect that if Madison is cut to two lanes, more people wlll attempt to
use side or *minor-major” streets to get to where they're going, and they
won't be happy. I will be among them.

« Iam not convinced that slowing drivers down so that they "see" the local
businesses stimulates their desire to stop and shop. I would like to see the
data that support that assertion.



« Isupport cyclists; let’s encourage them to use Washington - unless of course
we make Madison two lanes, in which case Washington may be filled with
angry motorists trying to get from one side of the village to the other.

Thumbs down to this proposal!

Regards,
Debbie Pastors
619 N Ridgeland Ave

Comment # 5:

I would like to express my full support to the proposed changes to Madison Street, Ilive
at Kenilworth and Madison and feel it is one of the most unatiractive areas in the village.
Adding bike lanes and green space would make a big difference. Please do it!

Thanks.

Steve Sacks [sacks_steve@hotmail.com]

Comment # 6:
Craig,
Family commitments prevented me from attending the public meeting on June 1st.

As you may know, I live three doots south from Madison on Clinton Avenue. I carefully
reviewed the consultant's Power Points slides and I have the following comments:

I believe the 3 lane solution makes a lot of sense from Harlem to Austin. It should slow
down traffic and decrease its use as a pass through from Chicago to the Western Suburbs.
I strongly support the large pedestrian areas, particularly by Brooks and Julian. Many
Middle School students, including my kids, cross Madison daily. Currently, cars rarely
stop for pedestrians even at the marked cross walks.

The narrowing of the street and the addition of bike lanes will change the character of the
street and will make commercial activity easier to achieve. When on foot or on bike, I
avoid Madison if I can. If you are able to implement the core features of this plan, I feel
certain that would change.

Thank you for the opportusity to comment.
Perry Vietti

508 Clinton Avenue
pmgsas@shcglobai.net



MADISON STREET STREETSCAPE
HARLEM AVE TO AUSTIN AVE
CONCEPT PLANS

PUBLIC MEETING
JUNE 1, 2011

COMMENT SHEET

Comments or questions regarding the concepts presented may be written below
and dropped into the Comment Box at the meeting, or dropped offfmailed to the
Village of Oak Park at the address indicated below.

Madison St Comments

cfo Mr. Craig Failor

Viltage of Oak Park
123 Madison Street

Oak Park, iL 60302

A fow comments - The plan needs to be incorporated info a larger vision with regards o
pedestrian crossings and:parking. There will be traffic overflow on Washington, possibly Jackson
arid Harrison. A vision on how Brook’s students will navigate Washington, near Kenitwerth is ,
needed. The Home avenue bridge crossing area needs improvement. It is a blind crossing tothe
east and increased traffic would create problems for students. '

The Madison Corrider Plan calls for moré parking for businesses. There needs to be a priority to
create parking opportunities for existing business and business that will be reused. This is
particularly evident between Home and Harlem, New Reboza and Mama Tai and Al's Grill are
successful businesses that would benefit from additional parking. The current plan ackually does
the opposite and removes street parking on the south side of Madison adjacent to the Hospiat
parking lot. People don't need to park to go to the parking lot, but maybe they could park and
cross the street. There are ample Village lots and side street opportunities to Increase parking.

Side street parking regulations need to be reviewed and changed ta make it user/business
friendiy. The hodgepodge of 2hr parking, no parking, permit parking, no overnight parking,
overnight parking by permit etc, is confusing and not condudve for public use. Public,
convenient street parking on Madison or side streets enable businesses to reuse space withaut
having to build and incorporate parking spots.

Shared parking In existing lots could be & solution to create parking spaces. For instance, the D97
lot could be used for The Madison Arts Centter (Circle Theatre) in off hours and weekends,

The Village must prioritize and quantify spending based on need and economic refurn. Bike lanes
and the Village Hall mall are wonderful amenities, but T don't know how much economic return
they pravide and may not be, worth spending money on at this time.

Name: r [N c’*\ﬂéh t,)[

. Address: %34  Clindorn

Phone Number__3/2 %61 0050
Emall. _ Crqiye iﬁgw{ & _hotmail.co m
Representing:__due.owney” ’/ Fol w Madison




[ am very disappointed in the leadership of Ok Parkl The Madison Street Corridor issue has heen going
on for nearly a decade! Other than a few p!anxers in the median; what have you accomplished? |
cannot helieve we are still in the schematic phase ofthls project. Sgmeone at village hall needs to make
Madison Street a priority just as you have made ,(a_lggng taxes and fees a priority. You seem to move very
guickly in that department! ) ; "

As for the iatest schematic plan, and by the way l f‘-\é}lpe this is the last schematic plan we will be asked to
view, it is time to move forward on this. | like "th'é idea of the road diet and making the street more
husiness ordinate. [would love to be able to waik Guts;de of my building, and stroll down the street and
have a choice of restaurants to visit. As you know or might not know since I don't thinlk any of you are
concerned about our quality of life, we do not have the chgices that our Forest Park neighbors have on
Madison Street. How about the commerce dept try to attract upscale restaurants and make Madison
Street or at least a section cater to ethnic dining. In Forest Park | have a choice of several different food
types alt within three blocks! What does Oak Park offer on Madison Street? McDonalds, Dino's, KFC,
and Dunkin donuts! This should be a no brainer} ,Thls is why most of my entertainment money is spent
in Forest Park and not Oak Parl. Why? BecauseE: Forest Park leaders know that revanue comes from
people having facilities to patronize. We need Madison Street to become a magnet to draw businesses
and people to this part of town. | have news forf_ytiju; | spend more money in Forest Park than 1 do Oak
Park. Why, hecause Forest Parl offers dining, enteriainment, and shopping. Yes, of course Oak Park has
the same but it is not adequate compared to Forest Park. How about a retail center at Oak Park and
Madison. How long are we going to look atan u'glix parking lot trimmed in dead grass? Get off your buts
and DO SOMETHING!! | cannot wait for the next e‘lection, President Pope adios!]

Sighed,

One Pissed Off Rasident,



From: Ellen Edwards [ellenedw@gmail com]

Sent: Thursday, June 16,2011 10:10 PM

To: planning({@oak-park us

Subject: Madison Street Redo feedback

Dear Oak Park Planning commission,

[ was puzzled to read in the June 8 Wednesday Journal that reaction to the idea of shrinking Madison Street to
two lanes was "mostly positive.”

I do not share a positive view of this idea.

Madison Street is the ONLY solution for drivers who need to get across Oak Park quickly Its 4 lanes and
strategically placed left-turn lanes enable traffic to move efficiently at pretty much all hours of the day or night.
In today's world of gridlock, this is heaven to a motorist!

In a perfect world, where we would all be riding bikes, or working from home, or not caring how long it takes
us 1o get from Point A to Point B, sure - it would be great to have a leisurely paced single lane of traffic with
plenty of time to eyeball the local shops and turn in to a convenient parking spot when we see an enticing place
to do business.

This is pie-in-the-sky nonsense. And costly too.
Have you ever heard of the axiom "if it ain't broke, don't fix it"? That is the perfect advice for Madison Street.

If the new chicken place on Madison wants to attract new customers, let them do what businesses have done for
centuries: advertise! There is a world of opportunity for businesses to promote themselves: in the Wednesday
Tournal. On facebook. In the Value Pack mailer that comes to my maiibox every week. Word of mouth.

Zipping along at 40 mph is one of the pleasures of my life, every time I need to get from where I live (Ontario
and Kenilworth) to the Ike to go into the city, or down to Harrison Street, or down to Fitzgeralds for some
music.

If you shrink Madison to one lane, whete do you think all the east-west traffic will go? Jackson? Nope, the
traffic calming ruined that as a through-street, and perhaps rightly so since it's a residential area. Washington?
Another residential area, where fast-moving cars probably would not be welcome. Harrison? again, too
tesidential for fast-moving cars to be welcome. '

Leave Madison as a 4-lane street. It works. Don't mess with a good thing.
Sincerely,
Ellen Edwards

37-year resident of Oak Park
708-848-0022



December 1, 2011
Dear Village Trustees,

On behalf of the Madison Street Business Association, we would like to give our support of the proposed
Streetscape Plan. We encourage the Village Board to encumber the funds before December 31, 2011.
We also would like to express our desire that the Streetscape Plan be an inclusive plan that benefits the
entire length of Madison Street from Austin to Harlem. We support the road diet concept and the bike
lanes, with Federal Grant money. The curb to curb redesign along the entire stretch of Madison will
create an environment that represents a diverse commercial corridor which is neighborhood oriented
and urban- accessible.

Thank you,

Madison Street Business Association Board of Directors



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:36 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject; FW: Madison Street Improvements

From: Michael Carroli [mailto:mgchbus88@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 10:09 AM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Madison Street Improvements

I'm writing as a bicyclist and as an Officer of the Oak Park Cycle Club. Personally, I'm very much in favor of
an improved bicycle and motor vehicle friendly Madison Avenue. The recent bike only lanes on Division St.
and elsewhere in Oak Park are a definite improvement and would be a good idea for Madison St.

As most of us are aware, under state and local laws a bicyclist is the operator of a vehicle and as such is subject
to ALL traffic rules and regulations. With this in mind, I believe that a dedicated bike lane located between
parked cars and the curb is an unsafe idea.

Riding in this position decreases rider awareness of traffic in both directions because of the screen effect of the
parked cars and it also decreases drive awareness of the bicyclist for the same reason (I can't see you and you
can't see me).

It also places the cyclist in a trap, with no escape, between the parked cars and the curb -- there is no easy way
(stopping) to avoid the car door, and how aware is the driver in the act of parking of the approaching cyclist(s)
to the right rear?

One cannot casily be seen by other moving vehicles (behind, or oncoming from left), which would complicate
a right turn.

One cannot safely or easily make a legal left turn from this position absent moving to the left side of the motor
vehicle traffic lane. Ifriding in the traffic lane or along the left side of the parked cars, one signals the turn and
merges into and crosses to the left side of the motor vehicle traffic lane, stops, and turns when safe. From the
curbside lane, this maneuver would involve exiting the dedicated lane a block in advance of turn, merging with
moving traffic, moving to the left side of the motor vehicle traffic lane, stopping and making the turn. One does
have the option of making three right turns or of dismounting and walking the bike across the intersection and
re-entering traffic in either a dedicated or non-bicycle dedicated lane.

The idea of bicycle lane consistency throughout the village is also important. Preserving the same bicycle lane
options either left side of parked cars or dedicated right side (no parked cars) means motorists and cyclists can
share a uniform lane usage pattern throughout the Village as opposed to one pattern on Divisions St (and other
streets) and a different pattern on Madison Ave.

In consideration of these significant safety issues, [ believe a dedicated space (lane) between the parked cars
and the traffic lane is the better alternative.

Thank you,

M. G. Carroll,
Treasurer, OPCC



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2011 9:39 AM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Support for Madison Street road diet

From: Tom Olis [mailto:tom@greenlinewheels.com]
Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 9:39 AM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Support for Madison Street road diet

Esteemed Members of the Board,

One thing I have heard over the years is how the train tracks divide North Oak Park from the South, Having
grown up on the three hundred block of South Wesley, I believe that Madison Street was and still is much more
of a divider than the tracks for all but vehicle taffic.

Aligning the number of lanes with our neighbor to the west to create more coninutous flow thorugh the area,
economic development, and a more bike friendly community - in addition 1o a more closely knit community - is
why I support your moving forward with preliminiary plans for to make Madison a "complete street.”

Sincerely,

Tom Olis

Managing Partner
Greenline Wheels, 1L.3C
708-725-7170



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:30 AM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Please support the Madison St "road diet”

From: Karin Evans [mailto:karinswriting@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 6:16 PM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Please support the Madison St "road diet"

I have read several articles about the Madison St plan. I really like the plan, and I think it's a good step in the
direction of making the Village friendlier for bikes and pedestrians. I am glad that this plan is being seriously
considered, and T would like to express my support. I believe that all our streets projects should be aimed at
reducing car traffic and speeds and promoting healthier patterns of walking and cycling! Thank you for your
consideration.

Best regards,
Karin Evans
1040 Erie St. #303

karinswriting(@gmail.com
cell phone voice/text 708-341-6305



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:30 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Madison street redesign

From: Tom McGee [mailto:neverdget01@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 6:10 PM '
To: VOP Board

Subject: Madison street redesign

As someone who is an avid walker and cyclist throughout all areas of Oak Park, I'm hoping you vote in favor of
the proposed redesign of Madison Street. If you want to see the added benefits of Complete Streets, take 10
minutes and watch this video regarding the difference it has made in areas of Manhattan:
http://www.universalsubtitles.org/en/videos/gdVACHn6R 108/

If Complete Streets can work in NYC, it can definitely work in Oak Park.

Complete Streets encourages a healthier lifestyle as it gets people out walking and cycling, and could promote
mote green space, resulting in people spending more time in Madison St retail areas. It also forces car traffic to
slow to posted speed limits, makes crossing streets safer-especially for kids and seniors--and, as studies have
shown around the country, does not result in longer traffic delays or slower driving times. Drivers adjust to the
new lane configurations, and pay more attention to what's going on around them, which is a 'win' for everyone.

Opponents of Complete Streets like to make the argument that bike lanes and more pedestrian space chews up
valuable road space and are underutilized, but it takes time to change behavior and create awareness that these
enhancements have been made. Once awareness heightens, pedestrians, cyclists and drivers will all see the
benfits.

Thanks for voting YES!

Tom McGee



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 2:53 PM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Support a more walkable, bikeable and safe Madison Street!

From: Carla Gini [mailto:carla@serenitypartners.co]

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 2:37 PM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Support a more walkable, bikeable and safe Madison Street!

I support a narrower, safer, more inviting Madison Street.
Thank you!

Carla Pierre Gini

Marketing Specialist - Serenity Partners - 830 North Blvd. - 2" Floor - Oak Park, IL 60301
carla@serenitypartners.co Office: 708.725.7016 - Mobile: 708.435.9035 - Fax: 708.725.7040

in¢! Description: Serenity Partners Logo

This electronic mail transmission and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the
use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any
unauthorized disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you
have received this electronic transmission in error, please immediately notify the sender via return e-mail.



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:31 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: bike lanes on madison

From: Matt Weatherington [mailto:mweatherington@sbcglabal.net]
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 8:19 PM

To: VOP Board

Subject: bike [anes on madison

hello --

as a resident of oak park and a bike commuter, i want to express my opinion -- please support a more friendly
biking and walking culture in oak park and the greater chicago area by approving the renovation of madison
avenue

sincerely,

matt weatherington

1230 rossell

oak park, IL 60302



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:37 AM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: In support of a more bikeable Madison Street

From: Sandra Emerson [mailto:sandra@emersonlawfirm.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 1:25 PM

To: Adam Salzman

Cc: VOP Board

Subject: In support of a more bikeable Madison Street

Dear Adam:

Although I didn't support the south Marion Street renovation project, I'm writing to voice my support for the
Madison Street renovation. For one thing, the street is just an eyesore. It looks like some of the untended
streets on the West Side. [ believe it can benefit greatly from a facelift, as it has in Forest Park. For another,
we need a longer left turn lane at Madison and Harlem anyway, and the plan addresses that.

And finally, as an Oak Parker who bikes nearly every day in warm weather, I'm excited about the potential for
improved safety and access for cyclists and pedestrians. Although I frequently bike with my family in our
neighborhood due to the nearby bike lanes on Division and Chicago, we stay away from Madison because we
don't think it's safe. That would change if Madison is renovated. I urge the Village Board to consider the safety
of its residents when voting on this project.

Thank you!

Sandra M. Emerson

Emerson Law Firm, LL.C

715 Lake Street, Suite 420

Qak Park, IL 60301

(708) 660-9190 phone

(708) 221-6148 fax .
www.emersonlawfirm.com

Clients may click here to make a payment on account: PAYMENTS

This message from Emerson Law Firm, LLC is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient (or authorized to act on behalf of the intended recipient),
you may not disclose, forward, distribute, copy, or use the contents of this message. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message from
your e-mail system. Thank you.



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:36 AM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Please vote yes and here is why. . . . ..

From: p.farlee@att.net [mailto:p.farlee@att.net]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 10:35 AM
To: VOP Board

Subject: Please vote yes and here is why. .. . ..

Dear Village Board,

Please vote YES for the "Complete Street” idea for Madison Avenue. I strongly urge you and yes I would even
say am begging you to vote YES for this project. As a taxpayer of Oak Park for the last 19 years, my question

If not for the "look" of Oak Park but more importantly for the SAFETY of the children who cross the street on
a daily basis multiple times a day. Marion Street looks beautiful with its improvements, yet the number of
children crossing that street doesn't compare to that of Madison Street. This is why I swallow my pride and say
I am begging for this change to occur.

Something must be done to this unsafe and eye soar of our community. Make us continue to be proud of our
village, knowing that we care for our children and put our money in the right place. Have either of you watched
the children cross this street? If you have vou understand the plea for this change and will vote YES!!

Thank you for your time in this matter.
Take care,
Patti Farlee



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 2:56 PM

To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Madison St Remake - Please Make It a Reality!!

From: abby dittmer [mailto:abdittmer@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 1:50 PM

To: VOP Board
Subject: Madison St Remake - Please Make It a Reality!!

To whom it may concern,

I wanted to voice my support for the Madison Street re-make that is up for vote. As a resident that lives right
off Madison, I have long desired that the street be given a facelift. There are a lot of vacant storefronts which I
believe would be more attractive to businesses if the street was more welcoming to foot traffic. Often [ walk to
the Pleasant District or Downtown Oak Park because even though Madison is just a block away, it doesn't
seem to lead anywhere. It is easy to see it as just a thoroughfare, nothing more. My husband and I have even
discussed wanting to open a business in one of those great storefronts because it is technically a great
location, great neighborhood and great space - the problem is, there is little to no foot traffic. 'm not a
developer, but my assumption is that a more attractive street would serve as a {much needed) tie between
north Oak Park, south Oak Park, and Forest Park. Increasing the visual and physical flow between those
areas would benefit all involved.

Additionally, as a local biker, I would appreciate another Oak Park street that is accommodating to cyclists. I
am not a hardened veteran biker that is used to fending off the occasional aggressive driver. I bike locally to
run errands - and the more separate, distinct bike lanes, the better. I STRONGLY encourage coloring the bike
lanes to make them more visually distinct for drivers - that part of the propeosal is so appealing to me. I also
would love the slower traffic - both for biking and for simply walking to/in south Oak Park.

As one who manages a business in the Pleasant District, I understand the push-back you may face regarding
this project. However, ever since the transformation of South Marion, foot traffic has greatly increased and
everyone I've spoken with has loved the street. There is a vibe and ambiance in the district that makes people
want to be here. Even though I spend every weekday here, I still come back in the evenings and weekends
because a well-cared for street is inviting. I love showing it off to visitors and guests. 1 love it both as a
customer and as business manager. | would love if Madison would be a street that was visually appealing as
well - watching Marion Street, Madison (in Forest Park) and Harrison develop over the past few years makes
me crave that for Madison as well.

Thank you for your willingness to step out and move our community forward. I believe that this type of project
is a part of a greater movement in our community - and if bike & pedestrians aren't factored into our
infrastructure now, the construction will simply have to be redone again in 10 years or so when it's even more
obviously outdated.

I appreciate the thoughtfulness that will be put into this decision. Please know we will rally the troops to
support the Madison Street businesses during the construction!

Thanks againl
Abby



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:37 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Please make madison narrower

From: Adam Wilson [mailto:adamwilson1234@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 3;33 PM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Please make madison narrower

Dear Board,
Thank you for leading us into the clean energy contract for Oak Park!

Please continue to show leadership in sustainability by making Madison narrower, safer, more bike friendly! I
ride my bike to work and traffic is scary on many roads.

Thanks for listening.

Sincerely Yours,

Adam Wilson, 708.705.5853 (cell), adamwilson1234@gmail.com




From: Komatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:36 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Proposed Madison Ave Changes

From: Dan & Rachel Bergstrom [mailto:berghomedr@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 9:11 AM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Proposed Madison Ave Changes

I've lived in Oak Park near the corner of Madison and East since June 1888 and I'm very sceptical about how much of an
"improvement" the proposed plan will be. | cross Madison at least twice a day because of where | live and where | park my
car and | think losing two traffic lanes will just increase the "Oak Park gridiock™ that happens all over town, especially on
Oak Park Ave., Ridgeland, and Lake St. (| don't know how anyone can say that traffic volume is "low" on those streets.
Try actually driving on them sometime, especially between 3:00 and 6:00 p.m.) Traffic on Madison is heavy almost every
hour of the day and rush hours are really bad. This will just be another place where cars creep block-by-block and take a
long time to go a short distance.

It will be even worse in front of Chicken and Waffles when people frequently double park to drop off and pick up people. It
bottle-necks now and with only one lane the double-parkers will stop traffic completely and back up the East/Madison
intersection. :

I'm sorry, but | cannot support this plan. | think some developer is just going to get rich at the expense of the people of
Cak Park and leave us with ancther big mess that never lives up to it's overly optimistic expectations, like most of the
projects that happen in this village.

Dan Bergstrom
431 S East Ave.



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:37 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Madison redo

From: acostello7918@comcast.net [mailto:acostello7918@comcast.net]
~ Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 3:39 PM

To: VOP Board
Subject: Madison redo

Dear Oak Park Board Members,

| am very excited at the prospect of a "diet" for Madison Avenue. When | travel east on Madison from
Forest Park, | am always disheartened upon entering Oak Park. Theirs is a very pedestrian friendly,
and aesthetically pleasing environment, whereas the Oak Park Madison corridor is dreary and very
unpleasant to cross on foot. | fully support the efforts to improve our Madison. (The drawings of the
possible changes look great!)

Thank you for taking the time to read this!

Anne Costello Johnson

229 Wesley Avenue



From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:32 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: Madison

From: Richard Alton [ mailto:richard.alton@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 9:06 PM

To: VOP Board

Subject: Madison

Dear Oak Park Board, I do hope you will say yes to re-doing madison to make it more inviting for walkers and
bikers,
Thanks, dick

Richard H. T. Alton
Associate for International Development
The Institute of Cultural Affairs in the USA
4750 N. Sheridan Road
Chicago, IL. 60640-7528

T 1.773.769.6363
F:1.773.769.1144
C:1.773.344.7172
richard.alton@gmail.com

WWW.ica-usa.org




From: Kornatowski, Sue

Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 8:36 AM
To: Failor, Craig; Daly, Loretta

Subject: FW: I support a better Madison Street

From: grantleysperson@gmail.com [mailto:grantleysperson@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 03, 2011 9:58 AM

To: VOP Board

Subject: I support a better Madison Street

Hello

Please vote to fix my street.
Thanks

Ann Farrell

506 Madison

Qak Park IL
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Oak Park MEMORANDUM
DATE: March 23, 2012
TO: Cara Pavlicek, Interim Village Manager
FROM: Craig Failor, Village Planner
Re: Madison Street - Infrastructure Enhancement Project

At their November 22, 2010 meeting, the Village Board approved a Resolution Authorizing
the Execution of a Contract with Aftamanu, Inc. to Prepare Streetscape Design Scenarios for
Madison Street in an amount not to exceed $100,000 for Phase 1. This Consultant began
work on this project in December 2010.

In early December staff recommended, and the Board supporied, a Committee that
consisted of the Madison Street Coalition members as well as various staff for a total of
seventeen (17) members. They are as follows: Dennis Marani, Madison Street Business
Association and Chairperson of the Madison Street Coalition; Gary Balling, Park District of
Oak Park; Ed Solan, Oak Park Residence Corp.; Therese O'Neill, School District 97; Michele
Kruegel, BALANCE (resident group); Jim Kaese, Oak Park - Rush Hospital; Sara Faust, Oak
Park Development Corp.; Bill Murphy, Neighbors for Madison Renewal (resident group);
Rebecca Paulson, Resident-at-large; Eric Thompson, U. S. Bank; Craig Failor, Village of Oak
Park -Planning; Loretta Daly, Village of Oak Park -Business; John Wielebnicki, Village of Oak
Park -Public Works; Jim Budrick or Lori Brown, Village of Oak Park - Engineering; K.C.
Poulos, Village of Oak Park -Sustainability; Doug Kaarre, Village of Oak Park - Historic
Preservation; Tom Barwin, Village of Oak Park - Manager. Generally, this Committee met
each month, sometimes twice a month throughout the process until such a time the
Consultants had a final product.

The Committee along with the Consultant held two public input meetings held at Jjulian
Middle School in May and June 2011. Approximately 2, 500 postcards were mailed to
property and business owners along the corridor. Prior to that, the Consultants presented to
the Madison Street Business Association in April 2011.Also in April 2011 the Village staff
submitted for a CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality) grant through CMAP (Chicago
Metropolitan Agency for Planning) for proposed bike lanes. In July we were informed that
CMAP has released their recommendations for CMAQ grants for 2012 through 2016. The
Village has been awarded $570,000 for bike lanes along Madison Street between Home
Avenue and Lombard Avenue. The Village’s share of this project would be 20%.

On November 28, 2011, the consultants, staff, and steering committee presented their
findings and recommendations for street modifications. The modifications include the
complete streets concept adopted by the Village Board in October 2010, a road diet where
five lanes (including a landscaped median strip and turn lanes) would be reduced to three
lanes (including a center turn lane)} with bike ianes, as well as streetscape amenities. The
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streetscape amenities include trees, new pedestrian street lighting, furniture, sidewalks and
crosswalk enhancements. At this meeting the Village Board had several questions for staff
and the consultants from this meeting. The responses were provided in early December
2011.

The Consultant has incorporated the Complete Streets concept into their streetscape
recommendation for Madison Street. The Complete Streets concept is to provide equal
opportunity to all modes of transportation which includes bicycling, vehicular, walking, public
transportation in order to reduce traffic congestion while improving air quality and in general
quality of life. The Consultants also introduced the concept of a “Road Diet” for this project
which reduces the number of travel lanes in order to promote better mobility, better access
for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders. Road diets can also reduce accidents counts
and extreme speeds and make shopping / doing business more comfortable. Public
reaction was mixed. The attached emails represent similar concerns, such as creating more
traffic in adjacent neighborhoods, the need for a wider roadway for quick trips from one end
of Madison Street to the other, the need for more parking for businesses. Those in favor
suggest the new street would improve safety for children as many cross Madison Street, a
safer street for bicyclists, more green space, etc. The Madison Street Business Association
met with the consultants to hear their recommendation. The reaction was positive.

The Committee narrowed their recommendation to two scenarios. The physical difference
between the two scenarios is the placement of the bicycle lanes. One option is to provide a
“protected” lane placed between the parked car and sidewalk. The other option is to place
the {ane along side the travel lane adjacent the on-street parking lane. This option
incorporates a wider bike lane to accommodate space for the opening of parked vehicle
doors. The Committee, after several meetings, discussions, reviews, supports the proposed
streetscape designs which incorporate the Complete Streets concept, a Road Diet, removal
of the planted center median and including a buffered hicycle lane.

Attached to this cover are three cost estimates from our consultanis breaking down each
element of the project by item and section of the roadway.

» ALTERNATE 1: The total estimated cost is $6,897,434. This includes engineering and
contingency. Utilize available TIF funds to improve the corridor by instalfing only
selected amenities such as trees, new pedestrian lighting, street furniture, planters,
crosswalks, refuge islands, etc. from Harlem Avenue to Austin Boulevard.

» ALTERNATE 2: The total estimated cost is $15,114,810. This option includes an on-
street bike lane. This includes engineering and contingencgy. Utilize TIF funds and
bonding options. Improve corridor by moving parking curbs, adding bike lanes and
remove center medians plus amenities as mentioned in Alt 1.

> ALTERNATE 2a: For improvements from Harlem to Oak Park only is estimated at
$5MM. Utilize available TIF funds to improve corridor - Leveraging them when
possible. Improvements from Harlem to Oak Park Avenue [Phase 1] only could be
implemented upon final engineering completion and construction bidding.

» ALTERNATE 3: The total estimated cost is $17,327,485. This option includes a
protected bike lane. This includes engineering and contingency. Utilize TIF funds and
bonding options. Improve corridor by moving parking curbs, adding bike lane from
Home Avenue to Qak Park Avenue, a buffered bike track from Oak Park to Lombard,
and remove medians plus amenities as mentioned in Alt 1.
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» ALTERNATE 4: Do nothing. This would allow the corridor to remain as is with no
improvements.

NOTE: With Alternatives 1 or 4, installation of a bike lane would not be recommended.

At this time, it has been determined that TIF availability is approximately $7.7MM. The
Village Board will need to determine how this funding and any other funding can support the
proposed project, if so desired. If fuli redevelopment is considered, additional funding
sources will need to be identified, such as municipal bonds. As mentioned above, the
Village has been awarded $570,000 for bike lane improvements along Madison Street
between Home Avenue and Lombard Avenue. The Village's share of this project is 20%
($114,000). Keep in mind that the ahove-mentioned alternates do not include any
necessary underground utility improvements or potential contamination remediation. The
Village has budgeted $9.3MM this year for utility upgrades. An additional meeting will be
scheduled later this month or next month regarding a more detailed discussion regarding
financing and TIF opportunities.

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience.

Att - public comments, presentation materials, and preliminary cost estimate



AGENDA

Project: Madison Street
Meeting Date: April 2™, 2012
Location: Village Hall
Time: 7pm

Subject of the meeting:

Potential Streetscape Improvements for Madison Street

1.  Madison Street Corridor Plan and current Streetscape Project (C.Failor)

2. Introductions (C.Failor)

Madison St. Steering committee and their purpose
Altamanu Team

3. Explanation of the Goals of the Project, Project Boundaries, Design Process (Altamanu)

4. OQverview of Design Approach and work with Madison Street Steering Committee {Altamanu)

5. Brief Examination of overall Design and why a road diet? {Altamanu)

Madison Street — Regional Rele

Madison Street — Local role

Safety — Reduced speeds — easier crossing

Retail and Business

Parking and retail synergy

Community cohesion

Quality of Life

Promotes safety, physical activity, health, recreation, social integration, equity,
environment stewardship, and resource conservation

6. Potential for a regional effect {Altamanu)

Changing perceptions and life styles
Commuter bike lanes from Harlem to downtown Chicago

7. National Trends {Altamanu)

Health — obesity epidemic
Real estate and choice of life styles



Attamanu.
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e Quality of Life

e Alternate transportation, the environment, bikes and retail

8. Extracts from studies on the many road diets nationwide addressing (Altamanu)
e Return on Investment
e FEffects on Retail/Business
e Safety
¢ Use hy community
e Quality of Life

9. Traffic on Madison (KLOA)

Existing Physical and Operating Characteristics

e Daily Distribution of Madison Traffic
e Comparison to Other Roads in Oak Park

Madison Projected Conditions

e Typical Volumes for Road Diet
Madison Proposed Design Feature
e Operational Benefits/Changes
s Projected Madison Street Operations
e Potential Diversion/Washingion Street Improvements

10. A new Madison Street changing perceptions (SSE}

Changing perceptions and use

Potential regional role of Madison Street

Potential local role of Madison Street
Road diets and Safety

11. Traffic and neighborhoods {SSE)
s Safety and Use
e Real data not perceptions - Study system before and after
e Tool kit and how it could be applied

12. Parking {CBBEL)
¢ Existing
* Proposed

10




13. Opinion of Probable Cost (CBBEL)

14. Closing Remarks {Altamanu)
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Village of Cak Park
Madison Street Improvement
Harlem Ave to Austin Ave

%
Wz,

“Oak Par

EutacteDALTLON

ALTERNATE 1: "Behind the Curbs”
Rejuvenation of parkways and sidewalks. No roadway work besides minor repairs and colored crosswalks.
Hartem to Austin:
Bumpeouts at crosswalks, new sidewalkipavers, lighting and entrances.
Order of M de - Engineer's Estimate of Probable Consiruction Cost
Harlem Home ta Oak Park Lombard Total
1o Home Oak Park ¢ Lombard to Austin {8,150 ft} Unit] Total
itemn Unit {1300 Ft) {1570 Ft) (4000 Ft) {1280 Ft} {1.54 mi) Price] Price
CRG Remov Ft 400 604 1200 400 2600 35| $13,000
Conc Carriage Walk Remov Ft o 34 30
Pyrmt Remov at Pkg Ln * 54 Yd 223 334 667 223 1547 4§16/ $23,152
Sidewalk Remov S Ft 22160 26680 40000| 12800 101590 54/ $406,360
Driveway / Alley Removal 5q Yd 273 467 3489 527 4356 511 553,416
Adj Ex Drain Structures Ea 0 3319 40!
Remove Ex Contc Median Curh (22 iians) Ft 0 59 $0
Remave Ex Median Landscape 5q Yd 0 $12| 50
Pymt Remov at Median {2' wide) 5q vd 0| 516 50
Remove Ex Lighting System {~200 Ft spacing} Ea 16 18| 40 16| 90 $700 563,000,
PR C&G Ft 600 200 1800] 600 3800 $20 578,000
PR Conc Carriage Walk Ft 0 58 30
PR Pvmt at Pkg L (2" wide){10" HMA on Agg Sub} 5qYd 134 200 400 134 268 550 543,400
PR Bike Medians C&5 Ft 0 $20 s0
PR Blke Jians Surface {Landscape/Cone Surf) Sq ¥d [ 58| 30
PR Pvmt at Bike lane (5' wide){16" HMA on Agg 5ub) 5q Yd 0 450 50
PR C8 at Bike Medians [w/ 8' of 17" Storm Sew Lat) Ea 0| 54,200 50|
PR Decorative Ped Light Poles w/ recepticals Ea 0 ) 56| 20; 76 53,500 $2685,000
Mill and Resurface HMA Pymt {2.5"} Sq Yd 240 2360 720 240 1560 $21 532,760
PR Sidewalk Sq Ft 13000 15700 43000 15360 52060 $7 S644,420
PR Driveway / Alley Sq ¥d 382 467 4095 953 5897 522 $129,734|
PR Pumt Patch Sq ¥d 0 565 50|
PR CB [w/ 8' of 12 Storm Sew Lat) Ea 0 54,200 S0
PR Pvmt at Med [20' wide]{10" HMA on Agg Sub] Sqvd 0 $50) 50
PR Pyt Marking Ft +] 51 30
Signal Modifications Ea 0} $250,000 50
Temp Drive Access Ea 5 12 39 7 £3 51,000 563,000
Temp Lighting L Sum 0.15 0.20 0.5 0.15 1] 550,000 550,000
PR 35' Decorative Street Light Poles {Lighting Sys} Ea 20 24 54 18 1i5| 511,000{ $1,276,000
PR Trees Ea 10 40, 50 5450 $22,500
Pr Tree Grates Ea 5 20 25 $625 %15,625
ITres Planters w/Railings Ea 10 20! 30 $400)] 512,000
Silva Cells at Pr Trees Sq Ft 0 545 50
PR Plants/Ferts/Topscil Sq Yd 0 S11 %0
New Roadway Signage & Wayfinding Signage L Sum 0.15 0.20 0.5 .15 1] $40,000 $40,000
Platner Pots {8' dia) Ea 1] 1 7 Q 9| 51,100 $9,900]
Benches Ea 4] 4 40 16 64 52,000 $128,000
Bike Racks Ea 7 8 20/ 7 42 $380! $15,960
Trash Recepticals Ea 7 8 20 7| 42 5750 $31,500
Boilards Ea 7 8 20 7| 42 $320 $13,440
Decorative Brick Sidewalk Parkway 59 Ft 4725 4750 25925 20650 56050 515 $840,750
Decorative Pavement "Overlay” Sq Ft [#] 8210 13860 14760 37530 414 §535,420
Coloring of Bike Lane (33% of total length) Sq Yd 0 $81 50
Coloring of Bike Lane Buffers (0% of total length} 5q Yd 0 581 30
Village Hall Roadway Plaza Treatntent L 5um [ 4] 0 1 1| 5100,000 4$100,000
Village Hall Roadway Gateway Arch | Surn a 1] ] i 1| $250,000] $250,000
Sub-Total $5,147,337
MOT {1.5%) 0.3 0.40 1 0.3 2 577,211
Aobilizatlon (4%} 0.6] 0.80 2 0.6 & $205,894
frosloh Control (0.5%) 0.15| 0.20 0.5 Q.15 1 $25,737
Contingency [15%) 3 4 10 3 20 $772,101
Engineering (13%]) 1] 566,154
Grand Total $6,897,434]
$8.0 per sq ft of ROW
Assumptions:
35" wide x 20° deep entrances/alleys
* Pvmt Remov at Pkg th per side: Harlem to Home 7.5', Oak Park to Lombard 18.5' wide min, 23.5' wide at bumps, Lombard to Austin 7.5'
Anticipated Items not included in Cost Estimate: removat of non-special and specia! waste, water main improvements, comb sew improvements, irrigation
Prepared by: Bryan L. Luke, PE, CBBEL 04718711 (title updates 11/17/11)
— 11/17/2011 ALTERMATE 1




Village of Qak Park
Madison Street Improvement
Harlem Ave to Austin Ave

ALTERNATE 2: "Move Parking Curb Each End of Corridor, Add Bike Lane Home ta Lombard, Remove Medians”

Rejuvenation of parkways and sidewalks. Switch Vehicle lane to Bike Lane Oak Park to Lombard.
Lots of roadway work, with colored bike lanes and colored crosswalks.

Harlem to Home:
Move cuth appiox 4' toward centerline. improvements include naw lighting, pariaway trees in grates. new drainaga inlets, new conc bus pads. sidewalk removirapl as needed removirepl driveways and alleys,
new outer pavementicurt: and minor landscaping. Wil and resuface roadway.

Home to Oak Park:
No geometric ¢hanges, improvements includs new lighting, parkway trees fh grates, new conc bus pads, sidewalk removfrep) a8 needed, temovirep! drlyeways and alleys, minor lantigsaping. Mill and resuface

roacway.

Oak Park Lombard:
Wedlan improved from barrier to flush. No geometric changes to parkway curb. ymprovements Include new lighting, parkway tree infill, barfier median removel, new fiush medan {HMA pvmt),new coht BUS pads,
sidewall removitep| as needed, remavirepl diveways and akeys, new outer pi bican and minor Will and resuface roadway.

Lombard to Austin:

Median improved from barrer o flush, parking curbline is moved apprex 8 toward centerline, bumpout jelands created in parking lane at comers, linprovements include new lighting, perkway tree Infill, batier
median remeval, new Aush median, (HMA pymty, new dralnage inlsts new conc bus pads, sidewali removirepl as needed, removirep! diiveways and alleys, new outer pavement/eurb/carriagewalk and minor
landscaping. Mill and resuface roadway.

Order of Magnitude - Engineer's Esti of Probabte Censtruction Cost

Harfemn Home %o Qak Park Lombard Total
to Home Oak Park 1o Lombard to Austin {8,150 fi} Unit] Total
Item Unit {1300 Ft) (1570 FY) (4000 Ft} (1280 71 {1.54 mi) Price Price
C&G Remov Ft 2600 3140 80Q0| 2560 16300 35 581,500
Conc Carriage Walk Remov Ft 1] Q §00Q 2560 10560 54 542,240
Pumt Remov at Pkg Ln * 5q ¥d 2167 2617 8445 2703 15932 516 $254,912
Sidewalk Retnov SqFt 22100 26690 40000 12800 101550 54 $406,360
Driveway / Alley Removal 5q Yd 273 A67| 3489 627 4856 511 $53,416
Aelj Ex Drain Structures Ea 36 a3 107 35 221 $310 568,510
Remove Ex Conc Median Curb (22 medians) Fl 1] a 4850 1550 6400 49 557,600
Remove Ex Median Landscape 50 ¥d 0 ] 1975 658 2634] 512 531,608
Pumt Remov at Median (2’ wide) 5q ¥d 0| [ 1078 345 1423 516 422,768
Remove Ex Lighting System [~200 Ft spacing) Ea 16 18| 40 16| 90 5700 563,000
PR C&G Ft 3120 3768 5760 3072 15720 520 $314,400
PR Conc Cartiage Walk Ft Q Q 570! 3072 8332 58 570,656
PR Pumt at Pkg Ln (2' wide}10" HMA on Agg Sub) Sq¥d 347 419) 540 342 1748 450 487,400
PR Bike dians C&G Ft ] 0 ) 0 0 $20 50
PR Bike Medians Surface [Landscape/Cone Surf) Sy vd 0 0 0 0| 0 58| S0
PR Pumt at Bike fane {5' wide}{16" HMA on Agg Sub} 54 Yd 0 o ] 0 0 350 50]
PR CB at Bike Medians {w/ 8' of 12" Storm Sew Lat) Ea 0 9 0 Q 1] 54,200 50
PR Decoratlve Ped Light Poles w/ recepticals Ea 0 0 56, 20| 76 53,500 5265,000
Mill and Resurface HWMA Pvmt {2.5") Sq.¥d 7078 2603 27820 8818 52319 521] $1,098,699
PR Sidi i Sg Ft 13000 15700 48000 15350 92060 57 $644,424
PR Drlveway / Alley Sy d 382 457 2579 463 3891 522 585,602
PR Pt Patch Sy ¥d 723 873 3112 995 5704 365 $370,760
PR CB {w/ 8' of 12" Storm Sew Lat) Ea 18 o o 18 36, 54,200 5151,200
PR Pymt at Med {20' wide}{10" HMA on Agg Sub) 5qYd i) 0 3292 1098] 4390 £50] $218,500
PR Pumt farking Ft 6500 7500 20Q0C 5400! 40800 51 540,800
Signal Modifications Ea 2 0! 0 [ 2f $250,000 $500,000
Temp Drive Access Ea 7 12 39 7 65| $1,000 $65,000
Temp Lighting L Sum 0.15 0.20| 0.5 0.15 il 550,000 $50,000
PR 35° Decorative Street Light Poles {Lighting Sys} Ea 20| 24| 54| 18 116;  $11,000] $1,276,000
PR Trees Ea 59 64 40 39 193 $475 $91,675
Pr Tree Grates Ea a5 57 8 57 168 5625 $105,000
Tree Planters w/fRailings Ea 7 1 95 48 i51 5400 560,400
Silva Ceils 3t PrTrees Sq Ft 11200 11400 Q 0 22600 545] 51,017,000
PR Plants/Ferts/Topsoil 5q Yd 50 50 580 3129 4109 511 $45,199
New Roadway Signage & Wayfinding Signage L Sum 0.15 0.20 0.5 0.15 1] 540,000 $40,000
Platner Pots {8' dia} Ea 1 b 7 0 ] $1,100 $3,900
Benches Ea 9 2 102 32 149 $2,000 $298,000
Bike Racks Ea 13 16 AD| 13 82 $380 531,160
Trash Recepticals Ea 13 16 40 13 82 5750 561,500,
Boltards Ea 7 - 20 7 42 5320 513,440
Decorative Brick Sidewalk Parkway 3q Ft 9450 9500| 51850, 41300 112100 515  $1,681,500
Decorative Pavement "Overay” 5q Ft 0! 9900 15400 16400 41700 514 $583,800
Celoring of Bike Lane (100% of total length) 5q vd 0 1756 4445 [ 6201 581 $502,281|
Coloring of Bike Lane Buffers (66% of total length) SqYd 0 234/ 587 1] 821 581! $66,501
Village Hall Roadway Plaza Treatment L Sum 0| 0| 2] 1 1i $100,000 $100,000
village Hall Roadway Gateway Arch L Sum Q| ] 0 1 1| 250,000 5250,000
Sub-Total $11,279, 707
MOT {1.5%} 0.3 0.40] 1 0.3 2 $169,196.
Mobilization {436} 0,6 0.80 2 0.6 4 $451,189
Erosion Contral (0.5%) Q.15 0.20 05 0.15 1 556,399
Contingency {15%) 3 4 10| 3| 20 51,691,957
Engineering (13%) 1 51,466,362
Grand Total $15,114,310

$17.5 per sq ft of ROW
The Western 1o Oak Park sections of the above work are estimated te cost approx. 55,000,000
Anticipated ltems not inciuded in Cost Estimate; removal of non-special and special waste,
water main improversents, comb sew improvements, lirigation
prepared by: Bryan L Luke, PE, CBBEL 04/18/11 (updates 11/17/11}

MAacS, CastE .

RegpturblnztaBkeLarnb

11/17/2011 ALTERNATE 2



: : Village of Oak Park
T, g Madison Street Improvement
o Harlem Ave to Austin Ave

ALTERNATE 3: "Move Parking Curb, Bike Lane Home to Oak Park, Bike Tracks Oak Park to Lombard, Remove Medians™
Rejuvenation of parkways and sidewalks. Bike Tracks Between Parkway and Parking Stalls Qak Park to Lombard.
Laots of roadway work, with colored bike lanes at intersections and colored crosswalks,
Harlem o Home: .
Move curb approx 4' toward centerline. Improvements includs new tighting, parkway trees in grates, new drainage inlels, new cons bus pads, sidewalk removiiep| as nesded,removitepl driveways and afieys,
new outer pavementicurt and minor landscaping. Milt and resuface roadway.
Home to Cak Park:
No geametric changes. Improvements includs new lighting, parkovay trees in grates, new conc bus pads. sidewalk remov/rep! as Heedad, remaviep! driveways and alieys. and minor landseaping. Mill and
resuface roadway.
Oak Park to Lombard:
Median improved from bartier to flush, blke lane curbling is moved approx 4' teward centertine, bumpout islands. created hetween bike lane and parking lane. Improvements inelude new fighting, parkway tree
infill, barrier median remaval, new flush median (HMA pymt), new drainage inlets new cenc bus pads, sidewalk temowitept as naeded, remoy/rept dilveways and alieys, new outer pavementfourbicamagewalk
and minor landseaping. Mill and resuface roadway.
Lombard to Austin:
Median Improved fram bariler to fush, parking curbling s moved approx &' toward centstlitve, bumpout islands created in parking lane 3t cormers. Improvemsnts inciude: new lighting, parkway tree Irfill, barrles
median remaval, new fiush median, (HMA pvit), new drainage inlets new cone bus pads, sidewalk remavirepl as needsd, temovfrept driveways and alleys, new outer pavement/curbycarriagawalk and minor
landscaping, Mill and resuface roadway.
Order of Magnhitude - Engineer's Estimate of Probable Construction Cost
Harlemn Home to Oak Park Lombard Taotal
to Home: QOak Patk to Lotnbard to Austin (8,150 f1) Unit| Total
Item Unit (1300 Ft) (1570 Ft) (4000 Fi} (1280 Ft) (1.54 mi} Prlce Price
C&G Remov Ft 2500 3140 8000 2560) 15300 35 $B1,500
Conc Carriage Walk Remov Ft 0 Q £000 2560) 10560 54 542,240
pymt Remov at Pkg L * sq Yd 2167 2617 8445 2703 15932 $16 $254,912
Sidewalk Remov 5q Ft 22100 26690 40000 12800 101580 54 $406,360
Driveway / Alley Removal Sq ¥d 273 467 3439 627 4856 fhia $53,416
Ad] Ex Drain Structures Ea 36 43! 107 35 221 5310 $68,510
Remaove Ex Conc Median Curb {22 medians) Ft 1l 0 4850 1550! 6400 59 557,600
fiamove Ex Median Landscape Sq Yd 1] 0 1575 655 2634 $12 431,608
Pymt Remov at Median {2' wide} $q ¥d 0 0 1078| 345 1423 516 522,768
Remove Ex Lighting System (200 Ft spacing) Ea 16 18 40 16 30 $700 563,000
PR CBG Ft 3120 3768 9600 3072 19560] $20 $391,200
PR Cone Carriage Walk Ft [{ 0 9600 3072 12672 38 $101,376
PR Pyrat at Pkg Ln (2’ wide}{10" KMA on Agg Sub} S5q Yd 347 419 1067 342 2175 $50 $108,750
PR Bike Medians CRG Ft 0 0 14400 0 14400 420 $288,000
PR Bike Medians Surface {Landscape/Canc Surf) Sq ¥d 0 0 2000! 1] 2000| 58 516,000
PR Pymt at Bike lane (5' wide}{10" HMA on Agg Sub) Sq Yd 0| Q 5334] 0 5334 $50 $266, 700!
PR CB at Bike Medians (w/ 8' of 12" Storm Sew Lat) Ea 0| 0| 54 0 S 54,200 4$225,800
PR Decorative Ped Light Poles w/ recepticais Ea il 56 20 76 43,500 §266,000
Wil and Resurface A Pymt (2.5") Sq ¥d 7078 8603 24264 7720 47665 521 51,000,955
PR Sidewalk Sq Ft 13009 15700 42000 15360 52060 57| 5644,420
PR Driveway / Alley S5qYd 382 467 4095| 953 5897 522 $129,734
PR Pymt Patch 5q vd 723 873 1778 563 3943 $65 §256,295
PR CB {w/ 8' of 12" Storm Sew Lat) Ea 18 0 54, 18 S0 $4,200 $378,000
PR Pymt at Med (20" wide){10" KMA on Agg Sub} $g Yd 0| o 3292 1038| 4390 550 $219,500
PR Pvmt Marking Ft 6500 7900 20000 G400 40800 §1 540,800
Signal Medifications Ea 2 0 3 1| 5| $250,000f 51,500,000
Temp Drive Access Ea 7 12 39 7| 65 $1,000 565,000
Temp Lighting L Sum 0.15 0.2¢ 0.5 0.15 1 $50,000 550,000
PR 35' Decoratlve Street Light Poles {Lighting Sys) Ea 20| 24 54 18| 116|  $11,000] 51,275,000
PR Trees Ea 59 64 72 30| 225 5450 5101,250
Pr Tree Grates Ea 46 57 8 57 168 $625 $105,000
Tree Planters w/Railings Ea 7 1 95 43 151 $400 $60,400
Silva Cells at Pr Trees S¢) Ft 11209 11400 0 1] 22600 545  $1,017,000
PR Plants/Ferts/Topsoll $q ¥d 50) 50 BEET! 4125 10892 $11 $119,812
New Roadway Signage & Wayfinding Signage L Sum 0.15 0.2¢ 0.5 0.15 1} $40,000 $40,000
Platner Pots {8’ dia} Ea 1 1] 7| 0 9 §1,100 $9,900]
Benches Ea d i3 102 32 148, $2,000 $298,000
Blke Racks Ea 13! 156 40 13 82| 4380 531,160
Trash Recepticals Ea 13 16 a0 13 82 5750 561,500
Bollards Ea 7 8 20 7| 42| 5320 $13,440!
Decorative Brick Sidewalk Parkway Sq Ft 9450 9500 51850 41300 112100 $15]  $1,681,500
Decorative Pavement "Overlay” Sq Ft 0 2900 15400 16400 41700 $14 $583,800
Coloring of Bike Lane (33% of total length) 5q Yd 0 527 1334 1] 1861 581 $150,741
Coloring of Blke Lang Buffers (0% of total length) Sq ¥d 0| 0 0| 0 0. 581 40
Village Hall Roadway Plaza Treatment LSum 0 o] 0 1 1| $106,000 $100,000
Village Hali Roadway Gateway Arch L Sum 0 0 ] 1 1| $250,000: 250,000
Sub-Total 512,930,957
MOT [1.5%) 0.3 .40 1! 0.2 2| $193,965
Maobilization (4%} (113 0.80 2 0.6 4 £517,239
Erosicn Control (0.5%) 0,15 0.20 0.5 0.15 1] i 464,655
Contingency [15%) 3 4 10 3 20| 51,939,644
Engineering (13%} i 41,681,025
Grand Total 517,327,485
$20.0 per sq ft of ROW|
ated Items not included in Cost Estimate: remaval of nen-special and spectal waste, water
main improvements, comb sew improvements, irrigation
Prepared by: Bryan L, Luke, PE, CBBEL 04/18/11 [title updates 11/17/11)
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Village of Oak Park
Madison Street improvement
Harlem Ave to Austin Ave

i
iz,
*Oalk Park

ALTERNATE 3: "Move Parking Curb, Bike Lane Home to Oak Park, Rike Tracks Oak Park to Lombard, Remove Medians”
Rejuvenation of parkways and sidewaiks. Bike Tracks Betweean Parkway and Parking Stalls Oak Park to Lombard.
Lots of roadway work, with colored bike lanes at intersectlons and colored crosswalks.
Harlem to Home:
Move curb apprax 4 toward centeriine, Improvements include new lighting, parkway tress in grates, new drainage inlets, new conc bus pads, sidewalk remov/irapl as nesded removiren driveways and alleys,
new outer pavementicurb and minor landscaping. Mill and resuface rogdway.
Home to Gak Park:
Mo gaometric changes. Improvements includs new lighting, parkway trees in grates, new cong bus pads, sidewalk removirepl as heeded, remov/tep] drivewsys and allsys, and minar landscaping. Mill and
resuface roadway.
Qak Park to Lombard:
Median improved from bariler to flush, bike lane curbline is moved approx 4' toward centarline, bumpot |slands crealed between bike lane and parking lane. Improvsments include new lighting, parkway tres
infill, barfier median removal, nev Bush median (HMA prmt), new drainage inlets new conc bus pads, sidewalk removirepl as needed, ramevirep! driveways and alleys, new outer pavementicurb/cariagewali
and minar landscaping. Mill and resuface roadway. .
Lombatd to Austin:
wedian improvad from bartier to fush, parking curbfine is mowed approx 4 toward centerlns, bumpout istands created |n parking lane at corners. Impravements inciude new lighting, parkway tree infill, barrier
madizn removal, new flush median, (HMA pymt), new dralnage inlets new conc bus pads, sidewslk removirepl as needed, remavitepl driveways and alleys, new outet pavementicurbicarriagewalk and minot
1andscaping. Ml and resuface roadway.
Drder of Magnitude - Engineer's Esti of Probahle Censiruction Cost |
Harlers Home to Oak Park Lornbiatrd Total ‘
to Home Oak Park to Lombard ta Austin (B,AS0 4t) Unit; Total
ftem Unit {1300 Ft) {1570 Ft} {4000 Ft) (1280 Ft} {154 ml} Price Price
C&G Remov Ft 2600 3140] 3000 2560 16300 S5, $81,500
Conc Carrlage Walk Remoy Ft Y 0 8000! 2560 10560 S4 542,240
Ppumit Remov at Pkg Ln * Sq Yd 2167 2617 8445 2703 15932 516| $254,912
Sidewalk Remov E:Ril 22100 26690 40000, 12200 101590! 54 5406360
Driveway / Alley Removal Sq vd 273 467 3489 627 4856 311l 353,416
Adj Ex Drain Structures Ea 36 43 107 35 221 5310 568,510
Remove Ex Conc Median Curb (22 medians) Ft 0 0 4850 1550 6400 59 $57,600
Remove Ex Median Landscape Sq Yd Q Q 1975 658 2634 512| 531,608
Pvmt Rermov at Median (2" wide] $q Yd 0 0 1078 345 1423 516 $22,768
Remove Ex Lighting System {200 Ft spacing) Ea 16 18 40 16 90| £700 $63,600
PR CBG Ft 3120 3758 9600 3072 19560 420 $391,200
PR Cone Carriage Walk Ft u [ 9600 3072 12672 $8] 5101376
PR Pvimt at Pkg Ln [2' wide}(10" HMA on Agg Sub} 5q ¥d 347| 419 1067 342 2175 550 $108,750
PR Bike Medians C&G Ft 0 4] 14400 0 14400, 520 $288,000|
PR Bike Medians surface (Landscape/Conc Surf) Sqvd 0 ] 2000 0] 2000 58| 516,000,
PR Pvmt at Bike lane {5 wide}{10" HMA on Agg Sub} 5q ¥d a 0 5334 0 5334 $50 $266,700
PR CB at Bike Medians {w/ 8" of 12" Storm Sew Lat} Ea 0| 0 54 1] 54 54,200 $226,300
PR Decorative Ped Light Poles wf recepticals Ea 0 56 20 76| 53,500 $266,000
Mill and Resurface HMA Pyt {2.5%] Sg d 7078 8603 24264 7720] 47665 $21] 51,000,865
PR Sidewalk 5S¢ Ft 13600 15700 48000 15360 92060 57 $644,420
PR Driveway / Alley Sq ¥d 382 467 4035 253 5897 $22 $129,734
PR Pvmi Patch 5q ¥d 123 873 1778 368 3943 565 $256,295
PR CB {w/f 8 of 12" Storm Sew Lat} Ea 18 1] 54] 18 20 $4,200] $378,000]
PR Pymt at Med (20" wide)(10" HMA on Agg Sub) S Ve 4] 0 3292] 1098 4330 $50! 5218,500
PR Pyt Marking Ft 6500 7900 20000 6400 40800 $1 $40,800
Signal Modifications Ea Z 0 3 1 6] $250,000] $1,500,000]
Temp Drive Access [ £] 7 12] 39 7 <) $1,000] 565,000
Temp Lighting L Sum 0.15 £.20] 0.5 0.15 Il  $50,000 $50,000
PR 35’ Decarative Street Light Poles (Lighting Sys) Eg 20 24 54/ 18 116 $11,000 §1,276,000
PR Trees Es 59 &4 72 30 225 4450 $101,250
Pr Tree Grates Ea 46 57 8| 57 168 $625) $:105,000!
Tree Planters w/Railings Ea 7 1 95 48 151 5400 $60,400
Sifva Cells at Pr Trees Sq Ft 11200 11400 a Q 22600 $45)  $1,017,000
PR Plants/Ferts/Topsoll Sq Yd 501 50 6667 4125 10832 S11 $119,812
New Roadway Signage & Wayfinding Sighage L Sum 0.15 0.20] 0.5 0.15 1] $40,000] 540,000
Platner Pots (8' dia} fa 1 1 7 1] El 51,100 59,900
Benches Ea 9 3 102 32 149 52,000/ $298,000
Bike Racks Ea i3 16 40 13 82 5380 551,160
Trash Recepticals Ea 13 i6 40| 13 82 5750 $61,500
Bolards Ea 7 8 20 7| 42 $320 $13,440
Decorative Brick Sidewalk Parkway 5¢ Ft 9450 9500 51850 41300 112100 515|  $1,681,500
Decorative Pavement "Overlay" Sq Ft 0 9900 15400, 16400 41700 514 5583,800
Caloring of Bike Lane [33% of total length} Sq Yd Q 527 1334 Q 18611 %81 $150,741
Coloring of Bike tane Buffers (0% of total length) Sq vd 0 0 1] 0 0 581 50,
village Hall Roadway Plaza Treatment 1. Sum 0 0 O 1| 1| 4100,000 $100,000
village Hail Roadway Gateway Arch L. Sum 0 0! a 1 1j $250,000 $250,000
Sub-Total 512,930,957
MOT {1.5%) 0.3 0.40 1] 23 2 $193,865
Mobilization {4%) 0.6 0.80] 2] 0.5] 4 $517,239
Erosion Controt {0.5%] 0.15 0.20] 0.5 0.15! 1 I 464,655
Contingency {15%} El 4 10 3 20 §1,939,644
Engineering (13%) 1| 41,681,045
Grand Total 417,327,485,
$20.0 per sq ft of ROW
Antlcipated Hems not included in Cost Estimate: removal of non-speciat and speclal waste, water
main Improvements, comb sew improvements, irrigation
Prepared by: Bryan L. Luke, PE, CBBEL 04/18/11 {title trpdates 11/17/11)
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