Agenda
Village of Glen Ellyn
Village Board Workshop
Monday, September 16, 2013
7:00 p.m. — Room 301

Village Board Workshop Procedures Statement

Visitors are most welcome to attend all workshaps of the V'illage Board and can find copies of the Agenda on their chairs
or online at www.glenellyn.org prior to the workshop. Any individual with a disability requiring a reasonable
accommodation in order fo participate in a meeting should contact Harold Kolze, Village of Glen Ellyn ADA
Coordinator, 630-469-5000, at least five (5) business days in advance of the next scheduled meeting. All matters on the
Agenda may be discussed, amended, and acted upon.

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call

3. Audience Participation
A. Open:

Members of the public are welcome to speak to any item #of specifically listed on
tonight’s agenda for up to three minutes. For those items which are on tonight’s
agenda, the public will have the opportunity to comment at the time the item is
discussed. In either case, please complete the Audience Participation form and turn it
in to the Village Clerk. It is requested that, if possible, one spokesman for a group be
appointed to present the views of the entire group. Speakers who are recognized are
requested to step to a mictophone and state their name, address and the group they are
representing prior to addressing the Village Board.

4. Lenox/Linden Improvements Project — Professional Engineer Minix
5. Volunteer Fite Company Funding Concerns — Village Manager Franz and Chief Bodony
6. Other Items?

7. Adjournment



MEMORANDUM
TO: Mark Franz, Village Manager 4’/
FROM: Julius Hansen, Public Works Direct -
Bob Minix, Professional Engineer” £ %
DATE: September 10, 2013

SUBJECT: Lenox / Linden Rehabilitation (Part of CELL Project)
Street Configuration and New Sidewalk Issues:
Capital Improvements Commission Recommendations
Request for Village Board Review and Consideration

SUMMARY

Various design issues associated with the pending roadway improvements project on Lenox and
Linden near Lake Ellyn Park have been considered by the Capital Improvements Commission in
2013. The crux of the issues are twofold: First, parking on Lenox Road north of Hawthorne is
consistently and heavily used throughout the year by park users and high school students; should the
roadway and parking configuration be modified to promote easier travel through the corridor and, if
so, to what extent? Second, what should be the coverage of new sidewalk on the east side of Lenox
and the south side of Linden? The CIC recommendations include widening Lenox Road between
Hawthorne and Essex by 3 feet and maintaining parallel parking; new sidewalk on the east side of
Lenox (favoring a curbside alignment) in Lake Ellyn Park; no new sidewalk on the east side of Lenox
between Essex and Oak; and new sidewalk on the south side of Linden between Main and Lenox
(again favoring the curb side of the parkway).

ISSUES

Rehabilitation of Lenox between Hawthorne and Oak and Linden between Main and Lenox is
scheduled for construction in 2014 as part of the newly expanded Chidester-Elm-Lenox-Linden
(CELL) project. The project design engineers are RHMG Engineers of Mundelein. The consultant
began work on the Lenox and Linden corridors in the fall of 2012.

The proposed Lenox-Linden project provides an opportunity for installation of additional
improvements such as new sidewalk as well as an examination of modifications to the existing
parking configuration adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park, owned and managed by the Glen Ellyn Park
District. The timing of the roadway project designs overlaps the development of a new Lake Ellyn
Park master plan and the Park District team has provided direct, timely and definitive input into the
Lenox Road design process. Project issues of significance include the proposed roadway width on
Lenox; parking configuration on Lenox, particularly adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park; and new sidewalk
on the east side of Lenox Road and the south side of Linden Street. Various additional design
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elements or considerations include materials of construction, stormwater management, traffic calming,
utility undergrounding, sidewalk connections and street lighting.

Earlier this year, the Capital Improvements Commission conducted a sequence of meetings focusing
on various design issues associated with Lenox and Linden and developed a series of
recommendations. The purpose of this memorandum is to present the CIC recommendations with
associated background information and summary of commissioner discussions for each.

BACKGROUND

The proposed project scope of work includes reconstruction of Lenox with the removal and
replacement of the entire road cross-section and enhanced resurfacing of Linden featuring new
curb and gutter, new driveway approaches and new asphalt surface on top of the existing
roadway base. The existing roadway width on Lenox is 25 ft. from back-of-curb to back-of-
curb. Parallel parking is permitted only on the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex
with parking prohibited between 10:00 PM and 6:00 AM and limited to three hours on school
days between 8:00 AM and 5:00 PM; north of Essex, parking is allowed on both sides of the
street with no time-of-day restrictions. Linden is 21 ft. back-to-back with no parking allowed on
the north side of the street between Forest and Lenox and on the south side of the street in a short
mid-block segment between Park and Lenox. Parking in the entire corridor is also prohibited
between 10:00 PM and 6:00 AM and limited to three hours on school days between 8:00 AM
and 5:00 PM. Both roadways are designated as Snow Routes. There is no public sidewalk on
the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Oak. On the south side of Linden there is no
existing sidewalk except for a short stretch immediately east of Park.

Starting last year, the CIC discussed various aspects of the Lenox-Linden improvements project.
The September and October 2012 and January 2013 meetings were substantially devoted to
Lenox Road design issues. The commissioners reviewed preliminary Lenox Road layouts for
parking and sidewalk. The Park District provided presentations at the September 2012 and
January 2013 meetings. Interested residents also participated, appearing at all the meetings
(including November 2012) to present various viewpoints and offer input. The CIC required
three meetings — February, March and April 2013 — to work through the various issues and to
develop and refine their recommendations.

In conjunction with the CIC, Village staff and consultants produced preliminary layouts of three
possible Lenox Road roadway/parking alternatives including a parallel parking option with a
street width of 28 ft. back-to-back; a 60 degree angle parking option adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park
incorporating a pod concept and a street width of 21 ft. back-to-back in locations without parking
stalls; and a 45 degree angle parking option, again with a pod concept and a street width of 21 ft.
back-to-back in non-parking bay areas. The CIC recommendations for Lenox Road street
configuration and new sidewalk between Essex and Oak were formulated in February 2013.
New sidewalk plans were initially developed and assessed primarily at the March 2013 meeting,
with CIC comments incorporated into modified sidewalk plans that formed the basis for the
April 2013 sidewalk recommendations.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION FORMAL CONSIDERATIONS

At each of the February — April 2013 Capital Improvements Commission meetings, the
commissioners heard a staff presentation on the various issues, asked questions and discussed project
particulars with staff, took input from audience members and began deliberations. The approved
minutes from the three CIC meetings where formal deliberations took place provide a detailed
summary of the roadway and sidewalk discussions and citizen interactions from those evenings.

The staff presentation provided an overview and background on the issues and CIC process. To
summarize, Public Works staff supported:

O Roadway improvements that improve two-way traffic flow on Lenox, particularly between
Hawthorne and Linden, but does not diminish the parking inventory

0 Sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between Hawthome and Oak

0 Sidewalk on the south side of Linden with the caveat that sidewalk benefits must be weighed
against disruption to a corridor with short setbacks, mature trees and home-owner maintained
landscaping areas in the parkways.

0 Close adherence to the recommendations of the Glen Ellyn Park District where practicable
and appropriate. Please note that staff does not categorically support each and every
suggestion of the Park District, but essential compatibility with the Lake Ellyn Park master
plan is very desirable.

Stakeholder comments included concerns regarding safety impacts of angle vs. parallel parking;
lack of need to increase street width (“good to be narrow and slow”); need for traffic calming
measures; pedestrian safety; little apparent support for new sidewalk; position of the sidewalk;
negative impacts on landscaping, trees and drainage; and setbacks from existing homes (Linden
sidewalk).

CIC deliberations resulted in the development of four parking / roadway and three sidewalk
recommendations for the various corridors of Lenox and Linden, as well as an overall
recommendation to postpone the rehabilitation of Lenox and Linden from the original 2013 timetable
to 2014 instead.

CIC RECOMMENDATIONS / MOTIONS (all passed unanimously)

1. Lenox Roadway from Hawthorne to Linden (February 2013): From Hawthorne to
Linden, the width of the roadway be 28 ft. wide from back-of-curb to back-of-curb with
parallel parking and using an asphalt paving surface

The deliberations of the commissioners focused on the appropriate parking configuration and
street width. The angle parking options were not favored by any of the commissioners, so a
consensus to maintain the parallel parking on the east side of Lenox was readily achieved. A
three-foot widening of the roadway was generally favored by the commissioners as a number of
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them mentioned that with the heavy parking load, the street felt very cramped and two-way travel
significantly inhibited. The 28 ft. width would provide an 8 ft. parking lane and two 9 fi. travel
lanes on the roadway.

2. Lenox and Linden Intersection (February 2013): At the intersection with Linden, do not
raise the pavement surface, but provide an alternate bid item for modular pavers in lieu
of an asphalt paving surface

In addition to the major issues of parking and street width, the commissioners deliberated the
merits of various paving materials, traffic calming elements and decorative treatments. The
intersection of Lenox and Linden was a focal point of these discussions that included
possible installation of a speed table at the intersection as a traffic calming device; use of
pervious pavers in the parking lane, for new sidewalks in the park or in the intersection for
improved stormwater management; and providing an intersection treatment in pavers or
some other form of stamped concrete or asphalt as a focal point / entry enhancement to Lake
Ellyn Park. The CIC recommendation reflects support for an upgraded intersection treatment
if fiscally prudent. There was no support for a traffic table at the intersection or the
widespread use of pervious pavement materials for the whole or a portion of the roadway;
hence the reference to the asphalt paving surface in many of the recommendations. It was
felt that sidewalk material upgrades in Lake Ellyn Park should require Park District financial
participation.

3. Lenox Roadway from Linden to Essex (February 2013): From Linden to Essex, the width
of the roadway be 28 ft. wide from back-of-curb to back-of-curb, with width
adjustments at existing tree locations conforming to professional arborist
recommendations, and parallel parking using an asphalt paving surface

While it was noted that the parking load adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park was generally less on Lenox
between Linden and Essex and that there was no compelling reason why the roadway width could
not vary along the corridor, the commissioners nevertheless recommended widening in this
section of the street. This section contains the most valuable of the parkway trees along the park, a
grove of oaks and hardwoods about 200 ft. in length, which would be buffered by reducing the
street width through that zone based on the recommendations of a certified arborist, with likely
some loss of parking.

4. Lenox Roadway and Sidewalk from Essex to Oak (February 2013): Between Essex and
Oak, no change in roadway width and no new sidewalk installed on the east side of the
roadway where none currently exists

The engineering concept plan proposed for the section of Lenox between Essex and Oak offered a
configuration of a reduced street width of 4 ft., with the former street area utilized for the
installation of public sidewalk adjacent to the east curb. This alternative was developed in
response to the degree of homeowner landscaping in the existing parkway, with the subsequent
lack of a suitable corridor to install a new sidewalk. The commissioners struggled with this
compromise configuration and ultimately decided against roadway narrowing and new sidewalk
installation.
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5. Lenox Sidewalk from Hawthorne to Essex (April 2013): The revised configuration of the
sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex as discussed at the
April 9, 2013 meeting proceed to the next step of engineering for a 2014 project

6. Linden Sidewalk from Main to Lenox (April 2013): The revised configuration of the
sidewalk on the south side of Linden between Main and Lenox as discussed at the April
9, 2013 meeting proceed to the next step of engineering for a 2014 project

The March and April CIC meetings were devoted to the new sidewalk issues in the Lenox
and Linden corridors that were not deliberated on during the February meeting. The March
meeting included input from stakeholders and various discussions, resulting in direction to
staff to make various alignment modifications to both the Lenox and Linden sidewalks so
that the commission’s intent on the proposed sidewalks could be clearly conveyed. The
commissioners wished to maximize the utility of the Lake Ellyn Park / Lenox Road sidewalk
for the benefit of parkers. The Linden sidewalk would serve as a useful conduit to a Lake
Ellyn Park destination, but should be positioned to limit impacts on residents on the south
side of the roadway. Revised drawings were prepared and presented at the April meeting;
both the sidewalks on Lenox and Linden favor the curb as much as possible. The
commissioners clearly favored the installation of new sidewalk in both corridors and
approved the revised drawings as a blueprint for the ultimate layout of the sidewalk in the
project design documents.

ACTION REQUESTED

The Village Board is requested to review the material included herein and consider the Capital
Improvements Commission recommendations for the Lenox and Linden corridors. Area residents
have been invited to appear at the September 16, 2013 workshop to provide direct input to the Board.
Public Works staff will be present at the upcoming Board workshop to provide the lead-off
presentation and to answer any questions. Members of the Capital Improvements Commission will be
invited to attend to assist with the presentation and, of course, answer any questions.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A very extensive series of documents are enclosed that provide most of the essential background on
the Lenox and Linden design questions, with significantly more detail. This information includes:

0 Layout drawings (two sheets) for Lenox Road showing parallel parking and a 28 ft. street
width, presented at the February 2013 CIC meeting

0 Layout drawings (three sheets) for Lenox sidewalk in Lake Ellyn Park and Linden
sidewalk in the south parkway, presented at the April 2013 CIC meeting

0 A staff memorandum to the Members of the Capital Improvements Commission dated
February 8, 2013 providing background information and data, and requesting the CIC to
develop recommendations for parking, street width and new sidewalk along Lenox and
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CC:

Linden. The information transmitted to the commissioners in advance of the February
meeting is substantially included herewith, including cover memo, meeting agenda; the
aforementioned staff recommendation memo; minutes from the September 2012, October
2012, November 2012 and January 2013 CIC meetings; consultant memorandum; Park
District correspondence; residence correspondence, statements and data; and audience
sign-in list for the February CIC meeting.

Approved minutés from the February 12, March 12 and April 9, 2013 Capital
Improvements Commission meetings

A staff memorandum dated March 8, 2013 to the Members of the Capital Improvements
Commission transmitting information regarding new sidewalk in the Lenox and Linden
corridors. The memorandum was part of the pre-meeting packet that also included a cover
memo and agenda.

The April 2013 pre-meeting packet to the CIC with certain germane items including cover
memo, agenda, information from Dr. Oesterle regarding her planned presentation, and
resident correspondence regarding street width and sidewalk considerations.

Information Letter No. 3 dated September 5, 2013 inviting Lake Ellyn Park area residents
interested in Lenox roadway and Lenox/Linden new sidewalk issues to attend the
September 16, 2013 Village Board workshop.

as noted

Kristen Schrader, Assistant to the Village Manager — Administration
Jeff Perrigo, Civil Engineer
Capital Improvements Commission



Lenox / Linden Improvements

Design Issue Considerations and Recommendations
by the

Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission

Attachment No. 1
Lenox Road Layout — Parallel Parking



Lenpy Bpad — FRarallel Par,tfha -28'idth - for 612 CIC |12

ONNVC I TIVHVA ANVNINNIN 40 %ova 'Xa

NIANIT ANV XONZT
SINIWIAOYUCNI ALILA ANV AVMAVOY | ¢

NATI2 N9 40 39VTUA

LNOAVT ¥TYMIAIS MHvd GNV {dAl) gung

J3AOW3Y 39 OL 33¥L

M2vE a3s0d0¥d

INIWIAYD A3S0dO¥Nd

Selaee

e

.&E Bozw

WS .

SNDAUJY LIVINOD

HLIM SH3AVd AINN 318VINY3d
NOILO3ISHILNI G2LVAI3 d3S0d0dd

LNSWNOINY X1VMIAIS ONY

ONDIEY TITIVIV ANVNIWIAYd

\\\\A&Emzsu | vauv Avid

e

40 !0<m X3

LNOAV] XIYMIQAIS M Vd ONY
WOZ_!¢<1._WA_._<¢<Q>M<Z_EJWIA

_-— 1OvdiNI

('dAL) 8HN3J
2Vv8 43S0d0

33¥1L TVIINALOd
.Fu(aﬂ_ = 5

234 IVLINILOd

—_—

o

— R TIE— T

LNIWIAVE A3SOdOUd




2/

% N«

el

e
Las ey ses
SUTINIDNT ORLWISNOD
4 *JANTD PUT WIMIHNICTIM ‘ANNIH Naz3W

owrercon
£2140 SR Yo
L )

NIQNIT ANV XON31
SLNIWIAOUdWI ALITLN NV AYMAVOY
NATI3 N319 40 IDVTIIA

MIVYMIAIS a350doud
AQ QALOVdNMI

MO0Y 3dVISANYT X3

\ ('dAL) 3AVHS

IN3IWIAVd ONLLSIXI

1S XVO GNV Q¥ X393 NIIMLIS
MIVMIAIS|AVOH XONIT
1NOAVT AMVYNINNIZUL

AIVMIAIS A3SOdoud
A8 Q3LIVdNI

AINY

3dvOSaNY] X3

MIVM3IQAIS A3$S0d0oud
A8 Q3LIVdINL [/

Mowg //
3dVISANV X3 1/

1
"dAL) WO,/

f
| A

LNIWNOITY XTVYMIQIS ONY
ONIMYV TFTIVHVd AYVYNINITTE

'VM3QIS QYO XONT

& LNOAVT AMVNIWIIING

Lenoy Roacl - Rralfel Acking-29' tidth —For Feb M3 CIC

£ 3 =
_._ e
Lol h\ il ‘ / \9
5 = =1
|y (==
ol e b
R I I
|l
kil Il ;
| 1| [T
[ 1] _ ﬁ q
/
18 VO ONY G X353 NIIMLIa

(‘dAl) 3AVHS
AN3W3AVd ONILSIXT

IN3IW3AVd a3

(‘dAL) om.ﬁ

) 1 9 d
SINISIUJIY SASTHLNIUV NI ¥ISWNN «

('dAL) gHND
40 MOv8 a3S0d0¥d

(dAL) 8uno

40 Mova”

X3

S (VST O\ \ cmmmeimmway T | "5 V]
_ _ﬁ ] fwﬂmm = el /ﬁ'ﬂ._![ r R Illl.w_,.ll_q|.
/\.\ »zms_m»«_,_ 3S0d0¥d 8

ONIQVHS




Lenox / Linden Improvements
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by the

Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission

Attachment No. 2
Lenox & Linden Sidewalks
April 2013 Version
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February 2013 CIC Information Packet



Glen Ellyn Public Works Department

Interoffice Memorandum

to: Members of the Capital Improvements Commission'

from: Bob Minix, Professional Engineer %%
subject: February 2013 CIC Meeting — Information Transmittal
date: February 9, 2013

The February 2013 meeting of the Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission is scheduled for 7:30 PM
Tuesday evening, February 12, 2013 in the second floor Clayton Center of the Civic Center (please note the
room change from our typical Room 301 location). It is anticipated that a sizable number of residents will
be in attendance. The Park District is also expected to attend as well.

The principal goal of the meeting will be the formulation of recommendations pertaining to various Lenox
Road design issues as well as, as time permits, consideration of new sidewalk on the south side of the
Linden Street, all part of the proposed Lenox-Linden Improvements Project. The enclosed packet contains a
plethora of background materials on Lenox Road issues in particular. The package is headed by a summary
memo that attempts to describe the background and considerations associated with parking, street width and
new sidewalk issues for the project. Please note that the draft minutes from the January 8, 2013 CIC
meeting are contained in the overall package.

Thank you for all of your hard work on the project issues and the many months of deliberations on the
matters at hand. Thanks as well for your continuing leadership role on these important capital improvements

projects.

In addition to the agenda and memo + support information, a copy of the February 2013 Project Activity
Report is provided.

Please contact me at 630-547-5514 (direct line) or via email (bobm@pglenellyn.org) if you have any
questions or comments. See you on Tuesday night.

cc: Julius Hansen, Public Works Director
Jeff Perrigo, Civil Engineer
Patti Underhill, Acting Village Clerk / Administrative Services Coordinator
Phil Hartweg, Trustee Liaison
Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
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AGENDA

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION

Glen Ellyn Civic Center — Clayton Center
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Tuesday, February 12, 2013
7:30 PM

Call to Order
Audience Participation (non-agenda items)
Approval of Minutes from the January 8, 2013 Meeting

Consideration of Parking, Street Width and Sidewalk Design Issues Associated with
the Rehabilitation of Lenox Road between Hawthorne and Oak:

Village Staff Report (Professional Engineer Bob Minix)
CIC Questions to Staff

Audience Comments and Input

CIC Deliberations

Formulation and Approval of a Recommendation

0O00D0o O

Consideration of Sidewalk Design Issues Associated with the Rehabilitation of
Linden Street between Main and Lenox:

Village Staff Report (Professional Engineer Bob Minix)
CIC Questions to Staff

Audience Comments and Input

CIC Deliberations

Formulation and Approval of a Recommendation

OO0 O0OD0OQD

Other Business (as required)

Adjournment



MEMORANDUM

TO: Capital Improvements Commission
. f
FROM: Bob Minix, Professional Engineer g ’\7%/;4,}4
a4
DATE: February 8, 2013 O

SUBJECT: Lenox-Linden Improvements Project
Parking, Street Width and New Sidewalk Considerations with Request for
CIC Recommendation

ISSUES

The Lenox-Linden Project will rehabilitate Lenox Road between Hawthorne and Oak and Linden
Street between Main and Lenox. A large segment of the Lenox Road corridor in the project area
is immediately adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park; otherwise the area is residential. Proposed work
includes reconstruction of Lenox with the removal and replacement of the entire road cross-
section and enhanced resurfacing of Linden featuring new curb and gutter, new driveway
approaches and new asphalt surface on top of the existing roadway base. The existing roadway
width on Lenox is 25 ft. from back-of-curb to back-of-curb. Parallel parking is permitted only
on the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex with parking prohibited between 10:00
PM and 6:00 AM and limited to three hours on school days between 8:00 AM and 5:00 PM;
north of Essex, parking is allowed on both sides of the street with no time-of-day restrictions.
Linden is 21 ft. back-to-back with no parking allowed on the north side of the street between
Forest and Lenox and on the south side of the street in a short mid-block segment between Park
and Lenox. Parking in the entire corridor is also prohibited between 10:00 PM and 6:00 AM and
limited to three hours on school days between 8:00 AM and 5:00 PM. Both roadways are
designated as Snow Routes. There is no public sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between
Hawthorne and Oak. On the south side of Linden there is no existing sidewalk except for a short
stretch immediately east of Park.

The proposed Lenox-Linden project provides an opportunity for installation of additional
improvements such as new sidewalk as well as an examination of modifications to the existing
parking configuration adjacent to the popular Lake Ellyn Park, owned and managed by the Glen
Ellyn Park District. The timing of the roadway project designs overlaps the development of a
new Lake Ellyn Park master plan and the Park District team is in position to provide direct,
timely and definitive input into the Lenox Road design process.

Emerging project issues of significance include the proposed roadway width on Lenox; parking
configuration on Lenox, particularly adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park; and new sidewalk on the east
side of Lenox Road and the south side of Linden Street. Various additional design elements or
considerations include materials of construction, stormwater management, traffic calming, utility
undergrounding, sidewalk connections and street lighting.
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ACTION REQUESTED

The Capital Improvements Commission is the designated body to provide an initial review and
consideration of the appropriate roadway design elements and to formulate a recommendation.
Over the past months, the CIC has reviewed preliminary Lenox Road designs and accepted input
from interested parties. The CIC is now ready to formally consider the range of Lenox-Linden
project design features at their February 12, 2013 regular meeting and provide a recommendation
to the Village Board, at least in terms of Lenox Road. The Linden Street sidewalk issue will be
presented and discussed as well during the meeting, as time permits; this topic may need
additional time for consideration unless it is immediately deemed that new sidewalk is not to be
constructed in the Linden corridor. Approximately 215 residents in the area around Lake Ellyn
Park been invited to attend the upcoming CIC meeting. A copy of the February 1, 2013 invite
letter is enclosed. The Park District has also publicized the meeting.

LENOX ROAD DESIGN ISSUES

Information Package

o CIC Meeting Minutes — Starting in September 2012, the CIC has discussed various
aspects of the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project, focusing almost exclusively on
Lenox Road to date. The September and October 2012 and January 2013 meetings were
substantially devoted to Lenox Road design issues. The commissioners have reviewed
preliminary Lenox Road layouts for parking and sidewalk. The Park District provided
presentations at the September 2012 and January 2013 meetings. Interested residents
have come to all recent meetings (including November 2012) to present various
viewpoints and offer input. Minutes from these four meetings are enclosed for reference.

a Consultant Products - RHMG Engineers were retained to provide design services for
the project in August 2012. Based on staff direction, the consultants produced
preliminary layouts of three possible Lenox Road roadway/parking alternatives including
a parallel parking option with a street width of 28 ft. back-to-back; a 60 degree angle
parking option adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park incorporating a pod concept and a street width
of 21 ft. back-to-back in locations without parking stalls; and a 45 degree angle parking
option, again with a pod concept and a street width of 21 ft. back-to-back in non-parking
bay areas. The consultant developed a preliminary design memorandum including a
comparison matrix for the three options; concept plans; and cost comparisons. A copy of
this information is enclosed herewith.

In addition, staff retained the services of Consulting Forester Dave Coulter to assist
with tree impact assessments. To date, Mr. Coulter has reviewed the corridors in all
planned 2013 roadway projects (Lenox-Linden; Oak-Euclid-Forest-Alley; and 2013
Street Improvements — on Brandon) where new sidewalk could possibly be installed. He
has updated the Village parkway tree inventory with notes from his field visits. He
expanded his review of the Lenox corridor into Lake Ellyn Park to account for trees that
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may be impacted by new sidewalk construction. Mr. Coulter and I discussed his opinions
and recommendations for Lenox Road as follows:

From a tree preservation perspective, it is possible to install parking and associated
sidewalks on the east side of Lenox adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park, but the currently
proposed layouts — particularly for sidewalk associated with angle parking — need
revisions to reduce proximity to some major trees. As it stands now, the angle
parking versions appear to have more tree impacts than the parallel parking scenario.

The current condition of the trees is difficult to ascertain with any certainty at this
time of the year when the trees are in a dormant state. A better picture of tree
condition will be possible once the trees start to leaf out.

A point of particular emphasis was that drought conditions persist in the region and
may be exacting a particular toll on all trees. Some upfront and continuing joint
actions by the Village and Park District — such mulch beds and extra watering — might
be pursued as drought mitigating measures.

Tree protection measures including fencing and root pruning should be part of the
design and emphasized during all phases of construction.

If any trees need to be removed as part of the project, new trees should be planted in
their place.

0 Park District Input — The Glen Ellyn Park District has provided ongoing input into the
Lenox Road design process, including the following written items (included herewith):

Letter dated December 18, 2012 from Executive Director Dave Harris providing Park
District Priorities for Lenox Road

Letter dated December 20, 2012 from Park Board President Melissa Creech
describing the Lake Ellyn Park master planning process and recommendations for
stormwater and other improvements that could be implemented with a Lenox Road
reconstruction project

Letter dated January 18, 2013 from Dave Harris as a follow-up to the Park District
presentation at the January 8, 2013 CIC meeting

Correspondence from Melissa Creech (via Village President Mark Pfefferman) dated
February 8, 2013 regarding Lenox Road Reconstruction

Letter dated February 8, 2013 from Dave Harris with comments on the current
version of the RHMG conceptual drawings and reiteration of previously stated Park
District recommended priorities
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0 Resident Input — The following information has been received from various interested
residents in the past months:

- Statement to the CIC from Carolyn Oesterle received November 17, 2012

- Petition from 166 Lake Ellyn area residents in opposition to angle parking and
roadway widening, received January 8, 2013

- Safety Comparison of Angle and Parallel Parking report prepared by the Oregon
Department of Transportation dated March 15, 2001 provided by Reis Kayser

- Statement to the CIC from Carolyn Oesterle received February 8, 2013

Parking — Street Width - Sidewalk Design Decision Factors, with Staff Comments

There are a number of items that are pertinent to the discussion of parking, street width and new
sidewalk along Lenox Road. Many of the following points have already been discussed to various
degrees, as noted in the attached materials. The following represents a listing of significant factors
with Engineering Division staff comments:

Q Ease of Use — The genesis of the roadway width issue and staff’s desire to widen the roadway
is the very tight conditions that exist for bi-directional travel when there are multiple vehicles
parked on the street, in area with consistently significant parking use. If parallel parking is
retained with a wider roadway, or angle parking is provided “off-road” with a narrower road at
non-parking locations, through traffic movements will be enhanced. There is no question that
parking spot ingress is far easier with angle parking compared to backing into a parallel
parking stall.

0 Street Width between Essex and Oak — In all three concept plans, the consultant shows a
narrowed Lenox roadway between Essex and Oak Street. The proposed 21 fi. back-to-back
street would permit the installation of a sidewalk on the east side of Lenox immediately
adjacent to the back of curb, essentially within the footprint of the existing roadway. This is a
viable concept that was used previously on Hillside Avenue west of Lorraine, but must be
weighed against increased traffic friction when parking occurs on either side of the street.

0 Safety - The Oregon DOT report provided by Reis Kayser contains a good summary of pro’s
and con’s of angle vs. parallel parking. There are obvious trade-offs between the two types of
parking in terms of “in-car” and “out-of-car” circumstances. The report points out that
accident rates for parking appear to depend appreciably on parking activity; no significant
change in parking activity is contemplated for the project as the number of parking spaces is
similar to the existing inventory in all alternatives.

0 Traffic Speed / Vehicle Usage — Data gathered in 2011 for the Hawthorne project showed that
street width did not have any substantial difference on vehicle speeds when studies were
performed on Main Street (back-to-back width of 28 ft.) and Western Avenue (back-to-back
width of 21 ft.) between Pennsylvania Avenue and Geneva Road. Hence it is not anticipated
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that the driving behavior of current Lenox Road vehicle users will be significantly altered by
the possible width change. It is also unlikely that a slightly wider roadway will attract more
vehicles to the Lenox corridor.

0 Stakeholder Input — The master planning process utilized by the Park District involved
district-wide input. The recommendations from the Park District reflect this breadth of input
and how that agency believes it can best serve its entire constituency. When attempting to
reach a broad, long-term consensus on Lenox Road issues, this is very compelling,

0 Tree / Landscaping Impacts — The RHMG matrix table and plans indicate that certain trees
will be significantly impacted by the construction of various parking arrangements. Staff feels
that there are options and alternatives available to minimize potential tree impacts. Close
interaction with the Park District will be essential in this endeavor.

0 Opportunities for Innovations — The angle parking alternatives offer much more viable
opportunity for the use of pervious pavement and linear esthetic elements. Engineering staff is
not in favor of wholesale reconstruction of the roadway in pavers at this time.

Q Costs — In their memorandum, RHMG reports that to provide angle parking on the section of
Lenox south of Linden, the extra project cost is estimated to range between $130,000 to
$160,000 depending on the type of paving material used (asphalt, concrete or permeable
pavers). In the same section of roadway, the cost to widen the street by 3 ft. will be about
$45,000 using traditional construction materials. The preliminary estimate of construction
costs made by staff for the entire Lenox-Linden project is $1.9 million.

0 Phasing — Lighting and undergrounding of overhead utility wires are elements that do not
necessarily need to be implemented coincidently with the roadway improvements and are not
recommended for inclusion with the project.

Recommendation

Staff Recommendation — Specific to the basic Lenox Road work elements in this discussion, Public
Works staff supports:

0 Roadway improvements that improve two-way traffic flow, particularly between Hawthorne
and Linden, but does not diminish the parking inventory

a Sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between Hawthome and Qak

@ Close adherence to the recommendations of the Glen Ellyn Park District where practicable
and appropriate. Please note that staff does not categorically support each and every
suggestion of the Park District, but essential compatibility with the Lake Ellyn Park master
plan is very desirable.

CIC Recommendation — The CIC is requested to consider staff and resident input and develop their
recommendations for critical Lenox Road design elements so that detailed design can move forward
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on the project. A suggested form of a motion is presented below that certainly may be modified and
expanded at the time it is introduced in addition to filling-in the indicated support level, rationale and
any other pertinent information.

The Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission has evaluated various parking,
width, sidewalk and other roadway improvement options along Lenox Road
between Hawthorne and Oak and recommends that when the street is
reconstructed:

1. The parking configuration on the east side of Lenox Road between (limits)
consist of (configuration) with a roadway width of (width) feet from back-of-
curb to back of curb (reasons, considerations, etc.) — repeat as needed for various
blocks

2. New sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between (limits) be constructed . . .

3. Other recommendations. ..

LINDEN STREET NEW SIDEWALK

Information Package

Q Consultant Products - RHMG Engineers have provided a base map (enclosed) with
potential new sidewalk routing shown on the south side of Linden. While no tree
removals are required with the proposed alignment, there are a number of trees in
proximity to the sidewalk. The walk must also traverse through and near existing
parkway landscaping in a number of locations.

0 Consulting Forester Dave Coulter advises that there are many challenges to successful
installation of new sidewalk on the south side of Linden:

- 621 Linden — In addition to numerous parkway / shared trees of significant size, a
mature box hedge occupies the parkway.
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- Looking East from 645 Forest toward 646 Park — Mature trees and landscape
areas.

- 646 Forest — Evergreens, trees and a large expanse of homeowner-maintained
. landscape areas in the parkway.

Additional Sidewalk Considerations, with Staff Comments

0 Surrounding Sidewalk Network — West of Main Street on Linden, sidewalk exists on the
south side of the right-of-way but not on the north side. During the 2002 Maple-Linden
II project, the Village Board considered additional sidewalk on Linden between Main and
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Western, but ultimately decided to not construct the north sidewalk. On Main and Forest
between Hawthorne and Oak, sidewalk exists on both sides of the street. On Park
between Hawthomne and Oak sidewalk exists only on the west side of the roadway.
Hawthorne now has sidewalk on both sides of the street over its entire corridor. Maple
between Main and Park has sidewalk on both sides. Oak east of Main has sidewalk on
both sides of the street except for missing segments on the north side between Forest and
Park and Grand and Riford.

a Stakeholder Input - Since the focal point of project considerations to date has been Lenox
Road, no particular resident input has been sought to date on the issue of new sidewalk
on Linden. It is anticipated that there is considerable local opposition to constructing the
new sidewalk in the corridor.

a Costs — RHMG estimates new five-foot wide sidewalk costs to be approximately $33 per
running foot for regular concrete; $64 per running foot for pervious concrete; and $80 per
running foot for permeable unit paver construction. About 925 ft. of new sidewalk could
be installed in the corridor, resulting in a total cost ranging from about $30,000 to
$75,000 depending on the type of material installed.

Recommendation

Staff Recommendation — As usual, staff supports installation of new sidewalk wherever possible and
will endeavor to construct it in a manner to reduce tree impacts. The sidewalk benefits must be
weighed against disruption to a corridor with mature trees and home-owner maintained landscaping
areas.

CIC Recommendation — The CIC is requested to consider staff and resident input and develop their
recommendations for new sidewalk on the south side of Linden. A suggested form of a motion is
presented below:

The Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission has evaluated the feasibility and
advisability of new sidewalk improvements on the south side of Linden between
Main and Lenox and recommends that it (be / not be) constructed as part of the
Lenox-Linden Improvements Project. (reasons). (other considerations).



February 1, 2013

INFORMATION LETTER NO. 1
LENOX-LINDEN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

Dear Corridor Residents, Institutions and Other Interested Parties:

I'would like to invite you to the upcoming February Capital Improvements Commission meeting that will
focus on design issues associated with the proposed rehabilitation of Lenox Road between Hawthorne and
Oak and Linden Street between Main and Lenox. Both streets are slated for improvements in 2013. Lenox
Road will be essentially reconstructed with complete replacement of the roadway infrastructure, while
Linden will see new curb, driveway approach and surface replacements reusing the existing roadway base.
Design issues on Lenox include roadway width, parking configuration and new sidewalk on the east side of
Lenox. On Linden, the primary issue is new sidewalk on the south side of the road where no walk
currently exists.

In the past months, the CIC has discussed the feasibility and scope of parking along the east side of Linden,
focusing on the corridor immediately adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park. In these working sessions, the
Commission has reviewed possible parking configurations and new sidewalk on the east side of Lenox,
including the block between Essex and Oak. Interested residents and the Park District have taken part in
these discussions to date. The Commission has also asked for possible layouts of new walk along Linden,
but has not yet focused much time on this corridor. The CIC is now ready to move ahead on Lenox Road
issues, a process that includes a formal public meeting, development of a recommendation and ultimately,
final consideration of the matter by the Village Board. As time permits, the Linden sidewalk issue will also
be considered during the February meeting, although there is a strong possibility that another meeting and a
separate recommendation will be required to adequately consider the question of new walk along Linden.

The formal review of Lenox-Linden Improvements Project issues will be conducted by the CIC at their
February 2013 meeting, scheduled for Tuesday evening, February 12,2013. The meeting will take place
in Room 301 of the Civic Center, 535 Duane Street, starting at 7:30 PM.

In reviewing this matter, the CIC will receive a staff report, request audience comments and input, develop
a recommendation and vote on the matter. A written report of the CIC proceedings, together with their
recommendation, will be forwarded to the Village Board for final consideration at a future Board meeting.
All parties interested in the any of the project issues are requested to attend the February 12, 2013 Capital
Improvements Commission Meeting.

Following staff presentation(s), those attending the meeting will be invited to express their views on the
design issues. While each viewpoint is important, it is requested that each speaker make a good faith effort
to raise new or different issues / considerations / opinions and avoid repeating previously stated items as
much as possible. In this manner the discussions and overall meeting can be effectively conducted.

If you have any questions regarding the upcoming CIC meeting, please contact me at 630-547-5514 or
bobm@glenellyn.org. Ilook forward to the discussion and the development of the CIC recommendation.

Very truly yours,

e

Bob Minix, Professional Engineer
Glen Ellyn Public Works Department



MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: September 11, 2012
MEETING: Regular X _ Special CALLED TO ORDER: 7:33 PM
QUORUM: Yes X (at7:48PM) No __ ADJOURNED: 8:52 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, Lindquist, Pryde, and Thelen

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Dave Harris, Executive
Director, and Dan Hopkins of the Glen Ellyn Part District

ABSENT: Commissioners O’Carroll and Ryne
AUDIENCE: None

CALL TO ORDER:
The September 11, 2012 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order

at 7:33 PM by Chairman Colliander, without a quorum at the beginning.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
None

LENOX ROAD RECONSTRUCTION AND LAKE ELLYN PARK MASTER PLAN

Dave Harris, Executive Director of the Glen Ellyn Park District reported that the Park District is
working with consultants to develop a Master Plan for Lake Ellyn Park (the “Park”). The
boathouse needs work, the playground is beyond its useful life, and other upgrades are
required. Conservation Design Forum, partnering with Farr and Associates, has been
contracted with to prepare the Master Plan. Key stakeholders have been contacted: the
Historical Commission and Society, the Lions Club, homeowners, School District 87, etc. The
first public meeting was held August 28 with approximately 70 people in attendance. The
consultants have also met with Staci Hulseberg and Bob Minix, and with one of the Village
planners. As the Village is seeking to improve Lenox Road, it is a good time to be working
together on this location.

The Park District has sent a questionnaire to residents on parking and other issues and received
approximately 150 responses. The varied comments included no parking within the Park, no
parking anywhere, expanded street parking, parallel or angle parking, controlling student
parking. The biggest area of concern was to increase parking and making the roadway safer,
and that there should be no road through the Park.
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Mr. Harris stated that the District hopes to see the first conceptual plan in October. Chairman
Colliander noted that Village is scheduled to work on Lenox starting after July 4 in 2013, and
that the District should consider doing its repairs and improvements on the Lenox side at the
same time. He also said that this Commission will be holding public hearings on the Lenox Road
improvements and perhaps a joint public hearing will be in order in the future. It is important
that the District and the Commission coordinate plans.

In response to Commissioners’ questions, Mr. Harris said that the plan will probably be
moderate in scope, leaning toward historic preservation and sustainable landscape: extend the
walkway all around the park, improve the shoreline and improve the functionality of the
building. Mr. Harris also said that feedback from the high school indicates that they are
interested solely in additional parking. While mentioning water and flooding, they are
desperate for parking.

Chairman Colliander noted that if there is not a sidewalk in a location undergoing
reconstruction, the Village policy on roadway reconstruction calls for installation of new walk.
There is a setback from the curb that is considered belonging to the Village. Mr. Harris said that
the District would be open to a sidewalk that is sensitive to the trees, particularly the oak trees.
There was discussion concerning a sidewalk meandering around trees as opposed to a straight
line of pavement. Director Hansen said that an arborist would be evaluating park trees in
conjunction with the Lenox Road work. He also noted that the Park District is not expected to
pay for any portion of the Lenox sidewalk.

Commissioners discussed ways to connect parking and move pedestrians into the Park itself.
Essex Road is a particular challenge because of its topography. The Village will be working in
the vicinity of the Park for the next two years, which gives the Park District a two year window
to work on the area with the Village. Mr. Harris said that there were break-out sessions at the
August Park District meeting to consider the boat house and parking. He will review the
feedback from those sessions, and will keep the Commission informed.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Commissioner Lindquist moved to approve the July 10, 2012 regular meeting minutes. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Pryde. Commissioner Burton noted a date correction
in the Village Links section. The Motion, with this change, carried unanimously.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:

Trustee Hartweg reported that the Board considered the bids for the Braeside area local
drainage improvements.

NEW BUSINESS:
The Commissioners discussed options for sidewalk and parking on Lenox Road. Several ideas
were suggested for parallel or angle parking all along Lenox or condensed into pods avoiding
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trees, and a straight or meandering sidewalk. Current conditions are dangerous as too many
people are exiting their cars into the roadway. If some trees are lost, an opportunity is created
to plant new ones. Lighting for the various scenarios was also considered. The current parking
situation restricts use of the Park. If the boathouse is renovated and more residents want to
use it, even more parking will be required. Addressing the parking situation will allow the Park
to be more successful as an asset to the Village.

The Lenox Road improvement project will probably be bid two different ways with one
alternative being a straight sidewalk and parallel parking on the street, with a second
alternative depending on discussions with the District. Director Hansen said that engineers
could prepare a plan for discussion for the October meeting, along with rough quantities of
existing parking.

PUBLIC WORKS REPORT:

Director Hansen said that the utility pole is finally out of the turn lane on Lambert at Roosevelt,
allowing for work to resume and completing the project. The Braeside drainage work is being
funded mainly by a $570,000 grant, with the Village contributing an additional $100,000. The
area qualifies for grants, and the work will be completed by the end of November, 2012. Bids
came in below estimates.

The Riford drainage area is complete. It is much wider than before. There was discussion
concerning the long term efficacy of the retaining bricks. A resident has expressed concern
over property lost to Perry’s Pond in the last storm.

There is some question over salt quantities for the coming winter season. The State has not
released information on how much salt will be distributed this winter. Not knowing whether it
will be more or less expensive is creating some concern.

The possibility of sidewalks on Crescent will be considered at a later date as engineering work
progresses on the Crescent Blvd. corridor.

OTHER BUSINESS:
Chairman Colliander noted that there is an opening for a Commissioner. If anyone would like to

recommend someone, let the Village know.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Pryde moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Lindquist, and was carried unanimously. The September 11, 2012 meeting was
adjourned at 8:52 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works



MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: October 9, 2012
MEETING: Regular X _ Special ___ CALLED TO ORDER: 7:35 PM
QUORUM: Yes X _ No ADJOURNED: 9:42 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, O’Carroll, Lindquist, Pryde and
Ryne

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Professional Engineer
Bob Minix

ABSENT: Commissioner Thelen
AUDIENCE: Reis Kayser, 721 Lenox Road

CALL TO ORDER:
The October 9, 2012 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order at

7:35 PM by Chairman Colliander. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
Mr. Kayser was involved in the discussion on Lenox Road Reconstruction — see below.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Commissioner Lindquist moved to approve the September 11, 2012 regular meeting minutes.
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Pryde. Chairman Colliander had a question on
page 2 of the minutes regarding new sidewalk construction. P.E. Minix will revise the wording
to clarify the meaning. The Motion, with this change, carried unanimously.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:

Trustee Hartweg reported that at the last Board workshop, Trustees considered raising the
President’s pay. Although there seemed to be consensus to increase the pay, there was no
agreement on a dollar amount. There was no discussion concerning Trustees’ pay. Any
proposed action would need to be on the November Board agenda.

Trustee Hartweg noted that the other workshop topic was electric aggregation. This will be on
the fall ballot. If approved, residents would be in the program unless they opt out. However, if
residents are not current ComEd customers, they would have to opt in. The Village website has
answers to many questions on this matter.
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The Board issued a grant to a retailer for facade rehabilitation. Trustee Hartweg said that the
Board now has to deal with such matters since there is not a downtown development
committee.

There was discussion concerning non-working street lights. Director Hansen said that Public
Works is trying to work with ComEd, but ComEd is not being responsive. Commissioners
considered possible next steps.

LENOX ROAD RECONSTRUCTION

P.E. Minix presented a base map prepared by engineers. One option is to widen the roadway
slightly and keep parallel parking. Trees are shown on the Lake Ellyn side of the road. Staff is
looking for the Commission’s preliminary thoughts.

P.E. Minix said that the current width of the roadway is 25 feet. Parking is heavily used on the
east side, and it is currently very difficult to have two-way traffic. Some widening may be
appropriate, more for drivers that those parking. There has been no engineering consideration
to date for modifying the roadway north of the park (north of Essex Road). Parking adjacent to
Lake Ellyn Park could be a combination of angle and parallel parking.

Commissioners discussed various combinations of angle and parallel parking, sidewalks and
trees and other landscaping. It was suggested that some trees could be worked around, and
the area would benefit from others being removed, and in some cases, replaced. Angle parking
in select “pods” rather than in a continuous row would be the likely configuration if parallel
parking is not utilized on the roadway.

Resident Reis Kayser of 721 Lennox cautioned about making it easier for cars to speed, and
asked on how many days other than July 4 and Art in the Park are there parking problems.
There was discussion concerning working with the Park District’s Master Plan to upgrade the
boathouse and other park amenities. Addressing the parking on Lenox will not completely
solve the problem during high use events, but there is a desire to get the parking out of the
roadway and make this Village asset more accessible. Safety was also discussed as well as
placement of handicapped parking close to the boathouse. Mr. Kayser noted that he does not
want sidewalk on Lenox north of Essex. He feels a sidewalk would come too close to homes
and reduce property values.

Chairman Colliander mentioned that the School District would like more parking, even if it is
only 10 additional spaces. The Commission will work with the Park District on what the Park
District wants closer to the school.

The discussion moved to the Essex side of the Park, particularly access to and parking closer to
the tennis courts. P.E. Minix confirmed that the Park District’s master plan included the area
around Essex to Grand and Lake. He also noted that there are sections on Linden and Oak
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Streets that do not currently have sidewalks. Although those areas are not slated for
reconstruction, they will be resurfaced. The Commissioners discussed investigating the
possibility of adding sidewalks at the time of resurfacing. Residents should be contacted and
set up a meeting to discuss. This would be the time to consider sidewalks, particularly if the
Commission will be refining the next 20 year plan for road maintenance.

Chairman Colliander asked if questionnaires have ever been sent to residents to gauge
sentiment after a project is completed to assess Village performance, for example the
Hawthorne reconstruction project. P.E. Minix said that it has not been done in the past, and
feedback is anecdotal. Commissioners thought it would be helpful. Perhaps an occasional
survey on the website would be the answer.

NEW BUSINESS:

Civic Center

Director Hansen said that the Village is currently analyzing the space needs and expenditures
pertaining to the existing Civic Center. The Capital Improvements Commission is being asked to
look at the Civic Center from a capital project perspective, particularly whether it should be
funded with bonds or from capital projects funds. The final staff report will be distributed to
Commissioners approximately two weeks before it will be considered at a regular meeting. P.E.
Minix said that there are deferred maintenance issues at the Civic Center and that it was built in
the 1920s.

P.E. Minix mentioned that there are several other Village studies near completion that should
be reviewed by this Commission: Lake Ellyn outfall study, downtown, etc.

Director Hansen discussed aspects of the Public Works Building. The salt storage building is
overflowing, and he would like a facility with double the existing capacity. He would also like
room to park 8-10 vehicles inside the building out of the elements. He would like input from
the Commission on where to locate the salt storage. Commissioners asked for an aerial as a

starting point.

Long Term Street Improvements Program

P.E. Minix said that the next master plan should go through 2030. It needs to update the costs
and identify the needs. He presented two maps showing the current state of Village roads
based on a roadway condition assessment performed this year. The next plan will include the
streets annexed since 2000, which are generally not in good condition. There are also
additional areas that may be annexed in the next few years. In response to Commissioners
questions, P.E. Minix said that he did not know if more funds would be available if additional
streets are annexed. It was suggested that a future meeting focus on the next master plan, and
move the generally scheduled open forum meeting to sometime in 2013.
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The next time period of real concern is around 2015 when the next round of Central Business
District roadway improvements are slated. However, information is not currently available on a
possible parking garage, the TIF and various desired streetscape element. It is difficult to plan
from a funding perspective.

It was also noted that the Park District’s proposed plan for Lake Ellyn Park would be refined
following a meeting soliciting public comment on October 22.

PUBLIC WORKS REPORT:

Director Hansen reported that the dispute concerning liquidated damages for the 2009 Park,
Glen Ellyn Place and Prairie Project was resolved with the approval of and Agreement and Final
Change Order by the Village Board at its last meeting. A law suit was avoided and a large
portion of the assigned liquidated damages were obtained from the contractor.

The new fuel system installation at the Public Works yard is moving forward. The old tank and
system will be removed. No particular problems with excessive groundwater or contaminated
soils have been encountered. The new gasoline / diesel tank is located 402 feet from the
nearest water well to meet regulations.

P.E. Minix reported that the Hawthorne project is complete but for some roadway striping. The
project ended up slightly below the bid price and below the dollars allocated by the Village
Board. Lambert at Roosevelt right-turn lane project is complete with punch work winding
down. The Riford outlet channel remediation project is complete featuring the installation of
retaining walls and plantings. Sidewalk will be installed on Crescent east of Roger to the Village
border. It will not be extended into unincorporated areas.

The Village Board has awarding engineering for the new Metra parking lot on Duane with
construction to be done in 2013. Reconstruction of the Duane-Lorraine daily fee lot will be
done in 2014 with engineering started this year.

A study has been initiated to systematically address the problem of water main breaks along
Roosevelt Road. External corrosion is eating the pipes from the outside in. There was
discussion on the best type of pipe to use, the connections for the future and how to construct
with the least amount of disruption. Parts of the system range from 1930s to 1960s.

OTHER BUSINESS:

Commissioners discussed the Taylor Street underpass and the impact of closing it for repairs.
The railroads gave the Village only a week’s notice. The railroad is not open to discussions
concerning widening the underpass. That cost would have to be borne completely by the
Village and could cost upwards of $2-3 million.

Commissioner Pryde reminded staff that the Glenbard West retaining wall and parking lot
reconfiguration need to be included in the budget.
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Director Hansen said that the light pole painting on Roosevelt is complete. The rust was ground
off and they were painted in place using a variety of products. The best looking pole base is
powder coated. The cost was $65,000 for all the poles and bases.

Commissioner Pryde updated the other Commissioners on the Village Links Project. The project
is over budget due mostly to site work. The work associated with the Commission’s oversight
came in within $5,000 of estimates. Building demolition will begin mid-October. A new pond
will be dug over the winter. The cost of the entire project is approximately $6.4 million.

ADIOURNMENT:
Commissioner Pryde moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Burton, and was carried unanimously. The October 9, 2012 meeting was

adjourned at 9:42 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works



MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: November 14, 2012
MEETING: Regular X_ Special ____ CALLED TO ORDER: 7:35PM
QUORUM: Yes X No __ ADJOURNED: 9:58 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, O’Carroll, Lindquist, and Pryde

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Village Manager Franz, Public Works Director Hansen,
Professional Engineer Minix, Police Chief Norton, Deputy Police Chief Acton

ABSENT: Commissioners Ryne and Thelen

AUDIENCE: Residents Carolyn Oesterle, Dave Allen and Reis Kayser at different points in the
meeting.

CALL TO ORDER:
The November 14, 2012 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order

at 7:35 PM by Chairman Colliander. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (1):

P.E. Minix reviewed the tentative schedule for the project for the benefit of Ms. Carolyn
Oesterle of 625 Lake Road in the audience. It is a 2013 project, and design work has started. In
approximately one more month from this meeting, the Park District is expected to provide
guidance on how it wants parking on Lenox. This Commission will use its meeting in January as
a working session to present the project and look at design parameters, but it will not be a
meeting to make recommendations. In February, a hearing will be held and a recommendation
formulated on street width, parking and sidewalks. The Village Board will consider this
recommendation in March. Work will start after July 4, with the overall projected expected to
be completed in October. It was noted that the Park District will share its master plan on line
when it is completed.

Ms. Oesterle stated that she does not want to lose any green space in the Park, and is
concerned about safety for children. A wider Lenox would encourage speeding. She also feels
that diagonal parking is more dangerous than parallel. When there is an event at the Park, 15-
20 more spaces will not make a difference. There is much more parking than needed for daily
Park activities. She has prepared a written statement for P.E. Minix.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
Commissioner Lindquist moved to approve the October 9, 2012 regular meeting minutes. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Burton. The Motion carried unanimously.
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TRUSTEE’S REPORT:

Trustee Hartweg reported that the electric aggregation program is out for bid, and a decision
will be made at the November 26 Board meeting. He also made note of the Blackberry Market,
a new shop with a new concept in raising funds to invest in the market.

Manager Franz provided an update on the Village Links project. There has been much earth
moving, and the demolition has started. He reminded Commissioners that the CIC
recommended contributions to the Winchell Way and sewer/water projects. Bids came in
higher than estimates. Chairman Colliander mentioned that construction prices are starting to
rise, and the Commission and staff need to be aware of this trend going forward.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (2):

Resident Dave Allen of 655 Oak Street asked about the Lenox Road project. P.E. Minix noted
that it is Village policy, adopted by resolution, that sidewalks will be installed in the pubilic right-
of-way when a street undergoes reconstruction. Based on feedback from this Commission and
the Park District, sidewalks will be considered on Lenox and Linden. There was brief discussion
concerning students parking in the area. Chairman Colliander said that, once the engineering
firm brings back various scenarios for parking and sidewalks and noting locations of trees and
utilities, the Commission will review and arrive at a recommendation with resident input. There
will be resident meetings prior to any recommendation.

FACILITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT STUDY:

Manager Franz presented an overview of the current facility situation. The Board approved
funding for a consultant in 2011 to recommend plans for the future. The building does not
meet all of today’s needs or anticipated future needs. The police have safety issues, and there
are capacity issues in general throughout the building. The Board has asked Manager Franz to
obtain this Commission’s feedback.

Deputy Chief Acton presented a report detailing the challenges of the current space for the
Police Department. There are operational and functional challenges that affect public and
officer safety. The Department occupies a space approximately one-third of the space of a
typical Department its size. There are areas where arrestees may encounter the public and/or
are not secure. Evidence storage is inadequate. Deputy Chief Acton noted that Concept 3 of
adding an “el” shaped addition would consolidate parking and address space needs while
keeping police operations at the Village Hall. Concept 4 provides adequate space at a separate
location, with the advantage of freeing up parking and space at the Village Hall.

There was discussion among the Commissioners, Chief Norton and Deputy Chief Acton
concerning advantages of keeping the Police Department at Village Hall and those of moving it
to a new, totally modern facility. The discussion included the advantages and disadvantages of
having the Police Department in downtown Glen Ellyn, whether north or south of the railroad
tracks or moving closer to Roosevelt Road. Chief Norton noted that now is the best time to
make major changes. The cost of construction and bonding will only go up. It was noted that
downtown needs parking, and it should be provided wherever possible, including the possibility
of a two story deck at Village Hall. There are several other locations also under consideration.
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Whether staffing levels increase or decrease, the size of the Village Hall and/or Police
Department will be driven by operational needs. Chief Norton noted that comments have
fallen about % for moving the Department and % for keeping it at Village Hall.

Chairman Colliander said that the Commission looks forward to receiving additional information
on this matter. Manager Franz said that there will be planning funds in the 2013 budget. This
will be part of the Board’s discussion of long range capital needs.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION (3):

Mr. Reis Kayser of 721 Lenox Road asked concerning the possible location of sidewalk on his
side of Lenox. Commissioner Pryde noted that there is no other location for it other than
against the curb because of trees. There was discussion concerning the benefits of widening
the street, whether it might encourage speeding and parallel versus angle parking at the Park.

P.E. Minix noted that the current thinking is widening Lenox to 28 feet with parallel parking, but
the Park District has not submitted its plan. The widened street would probably not extend
north of Essex.

PUBLIC WORKS REPORT:
Director Hansen reported that the new fuel system at the Public Works yard is complete, and
the two underground tanks have been removed. The project is under budget and on time.

PROJECT STATUS REPORT:
P.E. Minix reported that the Braeside drainage project is approximately half completed. It is
being federally funded. Restoration will take place in 2013.

The Crescent Road sidewalk will not be complete in 2012. The construction site will be tidied
up and completed in 2013 so that concrete will be poured at the optimal time of year.

ADJOURNMENT:
It was noted that there will be no December meeting of the Commission.

Commissioner Lindquist moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Brugh, and was carried unanimously. The November 14, 2012 meeting was
adjourned at 9:58 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works



MINUTES  (orarr)

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: January 8, 2013
MEETING: Regular X_ Special __ CALLED TO ORDER: 7:30PM
QUORUM: Yes X No __ ADJOURNED: 11:06 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Commissioners Brugh, Burton, Lane, Lindquist, O’Carroll (at 8:40 PM), Pryde (at 7:50
PM), Ryne and Thelen

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Professional Engineer
Bob Minix

ABSENT: Chairman Colliander

AUDIENCE: Lenox Road project stakeholders including residents, representatives from the Glen
Ellyn Park District and Ben Metzler from RHMG Engineers, the project consultant

CALL TO ORDER:
The January 8, 2013 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order at

7:30 PM by Acting Chairman Thelen. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
Acting Chairman Thelen asked if anyone in the audience wished to speak on any topic other
than the Lenox Road project. There was no one that spoke.

LENOX ROAD — STREET WIDTH / PARKING / SIDEWALK CONFIGURATIONS (WORKING
SESSION):

Mr. George Henry was representing resident Carolyn Oesterle and showed a video prepared by
her. In the video, Dr. Oesterle said that she believed that diagonal parking and a wider roadway
would be unsafe. She had observed and measured road widths and parking configurations
around the village. She also filmed part of Lenox on December 18, 2012 looking south toward
Hawthorne when the high school students were leaving school at around 2:30 in the afternoon.

P.E. Minix provided an overview of the Lenox — Linden Improvements Project. Lenox Road is
due for major work, including replacing all the curb and gutter and driveway aprons, and
completely reconstructing the roadway. There will be new water mains installed and some
upgrades to the sanitary sewer. Storm sewer improvements will be complementary to those
installed on Essex in 2011. The improvements need to make sense for the long term needs of
the community as a whole. This meeting is a working meeting to receive input. Later, in
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February or March, there will be a formal CIC-conducted public hearing to develop
recommendations. These recommendations would be considered by the Village Board about a
month after the CIC public hearing. The construction work will commence after July 4 and
continue for approximately three months. In response to questions from residents, P.E. Minix
said that a sidewalk is being considered on the east side of Lenox all the way to Oak.

Dave Harris, Executive Director of the Glen Ellyn Park District (the “District”) presented the
District’s 2012 Lake Ellyn Park Master Plan to the Commissioners with a PowerPoint
presentation. The master plan was developed for the Park District by the Conservation Design
Forum consulting firm. There are a number of elements in the Lenox Road reconstruction
project that are of interest and could be of benefit to the District. Mr. Harris noted that Lake
Ellyn Park is a community park in a neighborhood setting. Many events serving the entire
community are held there and parking is an important concern. A professionally conducted
survey found that Lake Ellyn Park is the most frequently used facility in the district as well as the
most likely candidate for possible upgrades. In response to audience comments, it was noted
that the District is a separate taxing body from the Village. There is interaction between a
District project that is adjacent to a Village project, creating a unique opportunity.

Director Harris made the following points regarding proposed work on Lenox Road:

0 Speed is a concern and traffic calming measures should be incorporated

0 The number of parking spots provided should be similar to the number currently
available

a Lake Ellyn Park is a community park; goal should be to have safe and accessible parking
and improved park access

O While working in partnership with District 87, it is not the intent of the Park District to
increase Glenbard West parking opportunities

O Angle parking is not necessarily worse than parallel parking; with angle parking, the
roadway width used for driving can be narrowed

Q A combination of angle and parallel parking is recommended

0  No trees should be removed to install parking

0 Losing 5,000 square feet of green space to improve parking is not a significant concern
when there is over 1,000,000 square feet of park area in the vicinity

David Yocca of the Conservation Design Forum also made a presentation to the Commissioners:

Q First concern is to preserve existing healthy, mature trees, particularly native
hardwoods, including those in the Village right-of-way

0 Improve pedestrian safety and comfort: construct a sidewalk on the east side of Lenox,
with tie-ins to clearly marked crosswalks allowing safe pedestrian access to the park

o Traffic calming by visually narrowing the driving corridor with different pavement colors
and materials in the parking spaces; bringing the curb out at intersections to alert
drivers of pedestrians; raising the elevation of pavement at crosswalks; and signage

@ Minimize impervious pavement surface - Every surface controlled by the District will
treat stormwater before it reaches the lake, for example using permeable pavers.
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0 Enhance the park and lake environment and ecology by slowing, cooling and cleansing
stormwater, utilizing bio-retention features along the roadway

Q Maximize community benefits by burying overhead utilities (this is a comment received
during the master plan hearings, on which the team is neutral) and installing trees on
the west side of Lenox

Ben Meltzer of RHMG Engineering presented three options for parking on Lenox and also spoke
about sidewalk on the east side of Lenox Road:
a All parallel parking, creating a narrow roadway of 19 feet, but keeping 61 parking stalls
and losing approximately 4,000 square feet of green space
0 60 degree angle parking spots in distinct bays, creating 60 parking stalls with a 21 foot
wide roadway and 5,600 square feet of green space loss
0 45 degree angle parking, resulting in 46 parking stalls, losing 4,900 square feet of green
space but allowing for backing out only into one lane of traffic
Q  North of Essex, a sidewalk is shown parallel to the roadway against the curb

Commissioners noted that the CIC is looking at a sidewalk only in connection with the Lenox
reconstruction within the Village right-of-way. If the District would prefer it in the Park, or if
the best solution for the sidewalk is to meander around existing trees, the Commission will
work with the District.

RESIDENT QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS:

Several residents questioned the need for change at Lake Ellyn Park and on Lenox. Public
Works Director Hansen noted that improvements on Lenox now will last for at least 20 years.

Some residents favored parallel parking, and others diagonal parking, each viewpoint citing
safety concerns.

Residents living on Lenox north of Essex and at the intersection at Oak expressed opposition to
a sidewalk on the east side of Lenox, noting there is no need for additional sidewalk when there
is one across the street. The opinion was expressed that no sidewalk is safer than one directly
against the curb.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
Commissioner Lindquist moved to approve the November 14, 2012 regular meeting minutes.
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Burton. The Motion carried unanimously.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:

Trustee Hartweg noted that it is important to hear differing opinions. It is also important for
Trustees to look at the community as a whole and not just neighborhood-by-neighborhood. He
said that the Board will be working on the Village budget for the next few months. He also
noted that the Hawthorne roadway reconstruction project received an engineering award.
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COMMISSIONERS’ DISCUSSION:

Commissioner Pryde noted the difficulties with drainage in that the park does not naturally
grade down to Lake Ellyn. From an ecological standpoint, angle parking with landscaped pods is
better than parallel parking. He is looking at how to improve the area and stil keep 60 parking
spots. Commissioners discussed various surfaces, including pervious pavers, pervious concrete
and crosswalks using different surfaces than the street. The possibility of installing the raised
road table at Lenox and Linden as a traffic calming device with different pavers was discussed
favorably.

It was noted that the District plan shows both diagonal and parallel parking, separated by
Linden. Commissioner Pryde noted that handicapped parking cannot be accommodated on the
street and maintain 60 parking spaces. Angle parking will move the roadway away from
existing trees in locations without parking bays and parallel parking impacts trees more as it
widens the entire roadway.

P.E. Minix noted that it costs approximately $40,000 per each 120 foot overhead span to bury
ComeEd utilities, and it would take two years for ComEd to be ready to do so. It does not need
to be done in conjunction with the road reconstruction. Direction Hansen reiterated that
burying the utilities on the west side of Lenox is not part of this project.

The presence of ash trees was briefly discussed. It was noted that while only approximately
three ash trees are currently scheduled for removal in the Park, the number of ash trees that
will ultimately need to be removed will grow substantially.

Commissioners discussed angle versus parallel parking on Lenox. Safety issues can be cited
with both scenarios. There is no study in hand that quantifies the safety issues. In response to
questions, P.E. Minix said that the angle parking will be more expensive because of the
additional curbing required. However, as a percentage of the entire project, it is not a real
consideration. Also, it was noted that 45 degree angle parking avoids having to cross both lanes
of traffic while pulling out and improves visibility, although it reduces the number of stalls. The
current driving lanes are only eight feet wide. All three of the parking scenarios under
consideration will result in wider driving lanes. Director Harris said that when the parallel spots
are empty, it creates a 28 foot wide roadway, which encourages speeding. The angle parking
would break up that width. Resident Erin O’Connor expressed concern about angle parking
close to the Hawthorne intersection.

Director Harris said the District is comfortable with a meandering sidewalk, but it needs to
connect directly with the parking bays, and to have designated mid-block crosswalks.
Commissioners expressed concerns about safety of the mid-block crosswalks versus the
possible traffic calming aspects.

Commissioner Pryde asked resident Reis Kayser about a possible sidewalk north of Essex. Mr.
Kayser suggested perhaps using pavers as opposed to a white strip of concrete. It was
suggested that perhaps residents in that block would help to defray the cost of pavers.
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P.E. Minix reminded Commissioners that the sidewalk situation on Linden will need to be
addressed. Currently, there are gaps in the sidewalk between Main Street and the Park. He
suggested that this issue could be revisited at a later date. Acting Chairman Thelen asked that
plans be circulated at the next meeting.

After discussion, there was general agreement among the Commissioners to discuss and make
a recommendation on the Lenox Road reconstruction at the Commission’s February meeting.
Although construction will not start until July, bids need to be in hand by May, necessitating
Board approval in April.

PROJECT STATUS REPORT:
P.E. Minix reported that the Braeside drainage project is expected to be completed the second

week of January.

ADJOURNMENT:
Commissioner Thelen moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Brugh, and was carried unanimously. The January 8, 2013 meeting was

adjourned at 11:06 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works
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MEMORANDUM
To: Mr. Robert Minix, P.E.
From: Benjamin W. Metzler, P.E.
Date: January 31, 2013
Rev. February 7, 2013
Re: Lenox and Linden
Parking and Alternates

RHMG Project No. 21322010

As a result of commentary and feedback from the January 8, 2013 Capital Improvements
Commission meeting and discussions following said meeting, we are submitting revised
parking alignment exhibits and a narrative containing preliminary cost estimates and
discussion relative to the potential pavement materials for the parking alternates.

The parking exhibits have been revised to show additional details and more legible call outs
in a reduced format. Additionally, the north end of Lenox Road, between Essex Road and
Oak Street has been revised to a 21-foot width roadway with a 5-foot sidewalk along the
back of curb on the east side of the street.

Included with the exhibits is a chart comparing characteristics of each parking alternate,
including the expected tree impacts. Trees that will be removed are shown as such on the
exhibits and noted in the chart. Trees with significant infringement within the critical root
zone have been called out as being impacted. We defer to a certified arborist to make the
determination as to which trees would survive construction.

The narrative contains discussion and preliminary costs for three types of pavements
within angled parking bays: hot-mix asphalt, Portland cement concrete and permeable unit
pavers. Estimated costs are also provided for widening Lenox to a 28-foot width to
accommodate parallel parking. Similar discussion and preliminary costs are also provided
for the proposed sidewalk along the west edge Lake Ellyn Park and east parkway of Lenox.
Finally, the narrative also includes discussion relative to the potential for an elevated
intersection at Lenox and Linden.

Please review these documents at your earliest convenience and let me know if you have
any questions.

Thank you.

1/31/2013



OO0F) RHMG Engineers, Inc.

PARKING BAY PAVEMENT OPTIONS

There are three pavement options that could be utilized in individual parking bays if angled
parking is the selected parking option. A brief discussion of each option as well as the
expected cost per square yard is below. In the cost analysis, only the pavement section was
analyzed. It is assumed that several components of each parking bay will be similar
regardless of material, including concrete curb, storm sewer and storm inlets/catch basins.
As the mainline pavement section has not been selected, both hot mix asphalt and Portland
cement concrete costs are provided. Costs for Volume Control Best Management Practices
were also provided based on preliminary estimates of volume of storage required.

Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) Pavement

The proposed hot mix asphalt section would be consistent with the proposed pavement
section for Lenox. The anticipated cost for the section, assuming 12-inches of aggregate and
6 inches of asphalt is $75 per square yard (including contingency).

Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) Pavement

The proposed PCC pavement section would be a thinner pavement thickness than the
mainline pavement due to reduced expected loads in the parking bays. The anticipated
costs for the PCC option, assuming 6-inches of aggregate and 6 inches of concrete, is $80
per square yard (including contingency).

Permeable Unit Pavers

The proposed permeable unit paver pavement section will depend on the infiltration
capacity of the underlying soil. The anticipated costs for the permeable unit paver option,
assuming 20-inches of aggregate, 4-inch underdrain installation and paver materials is
$140 per square yard (including contingency).

Implementation of permeable unit pavers would reduce the impacts of stormwater runoff
on the surrounding area and Lake Ellyn; however in addition to higher initial costs, both
maintenance and snow removal operations may become more labor intensive.
Implementation of a permeable unit paver system would require yearly maintenance,
including scheduled powerwashing of the pavement to avoid build-up of particulates and
obstructions in the open areas of the pavers. Additionally, it is also recommended that the
snow plows with nylon blade tips be used to clear snow to prevent damage to the pavers
from the plow blade.

The soils in the area of Lake Ellyn Park are primarily clayey and silty according to the
preliminary soil boring report for the Lenox and Linden project prepared by Soil and
Material Consultants. Stormwater will not infiltrate into clay soils as well as in sandy
soils. Consequently, implementation of a permeable pavement may require deeper

1/31/2013
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excavation to store a greater volume of runoff due to the reduced infiltration capacity of
clay soils.

Preliminary cost estimates for all three options follow. Please note the cost estimates are
based on preliminary design information.
TABLE 1
Engineer’s Preliminary Opinion of Probable Cost
60-Degree Angle Parking South of Eenex<ndlen

Item Unit Price Item Unit | Quantity | Unit Price | Extension
No.
[Hot 'MT;;';"-'A: sphalt - by g, e N P
1 |[B6.12 Curb and Gutter LF 620 $ 45 | $ 27,900
2 |Storm Sewer Inlet EA 6 $ 1,500 |$ 9,000
3 |15-inch RCP LF 150 $ 70 | $ 10,500
4 [Volume Control BMP LS 1 3 15,000 | $ 15,000
5 [Hot Mix Asphalt Pavement Section SY 675 $ 75 (% 50,625
(incl. Earth Ex.)
Subtotal $
Contingency (15%) $
Total i
4tlan: ment b 4 e T e R s S s O RS
1 B6 12 Curb and Gutter LF 620 $ 45 $ 27,900
2 [Storm Sewer Inlet EA 6 $ 1,500 | $ 9,000
3 [15-inch RCP LF 150 $ 70 | $ 10,500
4 [Volume Control BMP LS 1 $ 15,000 | $ 15,000
5 [Portland Cement Concrete Pavement SY 675 $ 80 | $ 54,000
iSection (incl. Earth Ex.)
Subtotal

Contingency (15%)

B6 12 Curb and Gutter
2  |Storm Sewer Inlet
3 [15-inch RCP
4 [Permeable Unit Paver Section (incl. SY 675
Earth Ex.)
Subtotal $ 138,400
Contingency (156%) $ 20,760
Total $ _ 159,160
Notes:
1. Estimate based on preliminary design
2. Estimates for HMA and PCC account for in-line stormwater detention as required
per the DuPage County Countywide Stormwater and Floodplain Ordinance.
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PARALLEL PARKING ADDITIONAL COSTS

The costs for pavement widening from 25 feet to 28 feet to accommodate parallel parking
and two-way traffic were also examined. Costs for Volume Control Best Management
Practices were provided based on preliminary estimates of volume of storage required. It is
not expected that significant storm sewer will be necessary along as the general vertical
and horizontal alignment is not changing. The estimated costs are provided in the table
below.

TABLE 2
Engineers Preliminary Opinion of Probable Cost
Parallel Parking South of bemax <//r/an

Item Unit Price Item Unit | Quantity | Unit Price | Extension

D TN T g B I Ll b s b e LA 7 el s %
e VLaINe T A A E T i T },4 {"L ;

Storm Sewer Inlet EA . 4

1 $ 1, 500 $ 6,000

2 15-inch RCP LF 20 $ 70! $ 1,400

3 Volume Control BMP LS 1 $ 10,000 $ 10,000

4 | Hot Mix Asphalt Pavement Section SY 215 3 95| $ 20,425
Subtotal $ 37,825
Contingency (15%) $ 5,674
Total $

prtland Cement ote i R ot N % 1]

1 Storm Sewer Inlet EA $

2 15-inch RCP LF 3

3 | Volume Control BMP LS $

4 Portland Cement Concrete Pavement SY $
Subtotal $
Contingency (15%) $
Total $

Notes:
1. Estimate based on preliminary design
2. Estimates for HMA and PCC account for in-line stormwater detention as required
per the DuPage County Countywide Stormwater and Floodplain Ordinance.

1/31/2013
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ELEVATED INTERSECTION AT LENOX AND LINDEN

The potential to install an elevated intersection to aid in calming traffic at the intersection
of Lenox and Linden was investigated. Based on existing topography, it appears that the
elevated intersection is a feasible option. The entrance to the park would need to be
reconstructed to avoid creating a low point at the intersection. Installation of the elevated
intersection would aid in calming of traffic as a result of the grade change. Additionally,
the use of permeable unit pavers at the intersection creates a surface change that will also
aid in calming of traffic. The elevated intersection would be bordered by a concrete apron to
provide a smooth grade change and to provide a firm boundary for the permeable unit
pavers. Below is an image of an elevated intersection representing a similar configuration
for the elevated intersection at Lenox and Linden.

Utilization of a permeable unit paver system would aid in treating stormwater runoff from
both Lenox and Linden and reduce the volume conveyed to Lake Eliyn. As previously noted
in the parking bay pavement options commentary, there are maintenance considerations
that would be necessary to implement, including scheduled powerwashing and the use of
nylon plow blades.

The estimated cost for the concrete aprons and pavement (excluding items which would be
installed regardless of the option selected, i.e. curbs) at the Lenox and Linden intersection
using a permeable unit paver system is $38,170, compared to $21,275 for hot mix asphait.

Figure 1 - Elevated intersection at intersection in West Palm Beach, Florida
(safety.fhwa.gov)
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LAKE ELLYN PARK SIDEWALK

The recommendations in the Lake Ellyn Park master plan include a recommendation to
install a 5-foot wide path along the west edge of the park parallel to Lenox Road. The
preliminary road layouts include provisions for this sidewalk. The proposed material for
the path is a permeable unit paver system. Installation of a paver system as a sidewalk
would require either concrete curbs to confine the pavers or a concrete base to set the
pavers.

The permeable unit paver system, pervious concrete, and portland cement concrete were all
compared for the sidewalk. The assumption was made that the construction methods
required for each option will be similar, including use of smaller machinery around the root
systems of trees and earth saw cutting of tree roots to protect impacted trees. The costs
presented below are per lineal foot of 5-foot sidewalk to facilitate uniform comparisons
between each option. The approximate length of sidewalk along Lenox is 1,610 lineal feet.

Portland Cement Concrete Sidewalk

The section for Portland cement concrete sidewalk is 5-inches of concrete and 6-inches of
aggregate base course. The preliminary estimated cost, including excavation, is $33.00 per
lineal foot, equaling $53,130.

Pervious Concrete Sidewalk

The preliminary section for pervious concrete is 5-inches of concrete and 8-inches of
aggregate base. The preliminary estimated cost, including excavation, is $64.00 per lineal
foot, equaling $103,040.

Permeable Unit Paver Sidewalk

The preliminary section for the pervious unit pavers is 8-inches of aggregate and d4-inch
unit pavers. Additionally, the edges of the sidewalk will be set in a concrete base. The
preliminary estimated cost, including excavation, is $80.00 per lineal foot, equaling
$128,800.

1/31/2013
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PARK DISTRICT 0.4

Serving our residents since 1919

December 18, 2012

Bob Minix

Professional Engineer
Public Works

30 South Lambert Road
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Dear Bob:

Per the direction of the Village of Glen Ellyn Capitol Improvement Commission (C.1.C.), the Glen Ellyn Park District is
submitting priorities and conceptual plans regarding the Lenox Road reconstruction project scheduled for 2013.
The Park District is nearly complete with development of the Master Plan for Lake Ellyn Park having hosted the
final presentation on December 12" and formally approving the plan at January 15" Park Board meeting. The
process involved several public meetings, stakeholder interviews, a questionnaire distributed to additional
stakeholder groups, Park Commissioner and staff input and opportunity for public comment throughout the entire
five months of planning. included in the process was a thorough and detailed discussion regarding the Lenox Road
reconstruction and the potential benefits the road construction could provide for Lake Ellyn Park.

The Park District is appreciative of the opportunity to present ideas and suggestions and believe the
recommendations and concepts attached support the goals and principles of the overall Master Plan which
includes better accessibility, safety, tree preservation, environmental quality and beauty along the Park’s western,
more active side. We believe that Lenox Road has the potential to serve as a community exhibition of the best
current practices in the integration of “complete streets/green infrastructure practices. The Park District
encourages the C.I.C. and the Village to employ leading-edge, high-performance strategies and techniques
regarding tree protection, sustainable storm water management, and pedestrian safety and calming of traffic. We
also are grateful for the opportunity to weigh in at the beginning of the design process.

Please review and if you have questions, contact me. Additionally, we are available to attend a C.I.C. meeting and

would welcome the opportunity. Again, the Glen Ellyn Park District is appreciative of the opportunity to present
ideas and concepts regarding Lennox Road and Lake Ellyn Park.

Sincerely,

D =

Dave Harris
Executive Director
Glen Ellyn Park District

Enclosures

185 Spring Avenue  * Glen Ellyn, IL 60137« Phone: (630) 858-2462  * Fax: (630) 858-2479



Glen Ellyn Park District
Lenox Road Priorities

I. Preserve existing trees

The Park Board recommends taking all possible measures to protect, preserve, and maintain
existing healthy, mature trees along Lenox Road, and accommodate additional trees over time.

a) Design the roadway improvements to preserve and protect all healthy trees;

b) Maximize root zone volume with appropriate space and growing conditions for existing and
future trees;

¢) Retain a certified arborist for the street reconstruction project;

d) Plan for tree protection and take appropriate measures such as root pruning and careful
demolition of existing street infrastructure in cooperation with arborist;

e) Carefully monitor the ongoing work during the project to protect trees and ensure long term
tree health.

1. Improve pedestrian safety and comfort

The Park Board recommends that improvements to Lenox Road prioritize the safety and
convenience of neighborhood residents and park visitors that are walking and/or cycling to and
from the park.

a) Install a sidewalkjtrail along the entire length of Lenox Road on east side through western edge
of park; locate the path and construct it with materials that help protect and maintain the root
zone of existing trees, i.e. permeable pavers, careful grade adjustments, meandering
alignment, etc.;

b) Delineate specific pedestrian crosswalks from western side of Lenox into park at Essex Road,
Linden Street, and Hawthorne Street, and mid-block north and south of Linden Street.

¢) Consider and integrate traffic calming measures, including the possible use of a “speed table”
at the intersection of Linden Street and Lenox Road. This could be done in a way that improves
this location as the primary pedestrian access point for the park.

d) Consider the use of other measures to help limit the speed (and increase driver reaction time)
throughout the entire roadway, including visually narrowing the roadway corridor, both
pavement and vertical edges (additional trees, curb extensions, and signage, and lighting can
all contribute to this);

e) Consider the use of a high-performance unit pavement system for the street for multiple
benefits- a textured surface can help calm traffic speeds, and differentiation of the pavement of



the roadway through-lanes (color, texture) from the on-street parking spaces can further calm
vehicular movement.

1. Minimize Pavement Surface

The Park Board recommends the roadway surface area be limited to the degree possible while
accommodating accessibility for people of all abilities.

a) Narrow the roadway (through-lanes) to the degree possible. Delineate separate, adjacent
parking spaces, either parallel and/or angled; angled spaces will allow for a longer stretch of the
narrowed roadway edge to be landscape/tree zone if the same number of parking spaces are
retained;

b) Define the parking spaces with curb extensions at crosswalks;

¢) Maintain on-street parking without an increase in total parking capacity;

d) Provide additional handicap parking near the main park entrance (we will retain several
disabled parking spaces near the Boathouse).

IV. Enhance environment/Lake Ellyn ecology

The Park Board recommends the reconstruction of Lenox Road be done in a way that supports the
health and ecological quality of Lake Ellyn, and serves as a demonstration of best strategies in
Green Street practices.

a) Slow, cool, cleanse, and infiltrate rainwater from the roadway surface to minimize direct
surface water runoff into the inlets leading directly to the lake;

b) Consider the use of permeable pavement for the street and walkway surfaces;

c) Consider the use of integrate bioretention- bioswales and rain gardens- these could be carefully
working into the parkway and park edge in a way that is harmonious with the Park District's
long-term approach for the park landscape;

d) Use environmental friendly materials that can be maintained year round and have a long life.

V. Maximize Community Benefits

The Park Board recommends consideration of other elements to improve the neighborhood, based
in part upon citizen input we have received in our master planning process.

a) Please consider adding street trees along the western side of Lenox Road, there are large
stretches with no parkway trees currently;
b) Please consider burying power lines.



Conceptual Plan
(Please see attached map of proposed layout)

o Effectively narrower Lenox Road with parking space delineated separately from through-lanes

® Angled parking strategically placed along the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and
Linden

e Parallel parking strategically placed between Linden and Essex

e Speed table at the intersection of Linden and Lenox

* Sections of reduced overall pavement width from Hawthorne to Essex where recessed parallel
or angle parking is not located. This further improves traffic calming along Lenox Road.

» Designated handicap parking on Lenox near Linden south of the main Park entrance

¢ Delineated mid-block crosswalks (one between Hawthorne and Linden, and one between
Linden and Essex)

® Meandering pathway along the west side of Lake Ellyn Park near Lenox Road

The concepts and priorities presented address several challenges identified by the neighbors and
community while improving the overall park accessibility. Increased connectivity to the neighborhood
and community is achieved with the expanded pathway system and pedestrian crosswalks; efficiency of
access by vehicle traffic is enhanced by the improved parking opportunities; reduction of vehicular
speeds is encouraged by narrowing of Lennox Road and the addition of a speed table at Linden/Lennox;

and accessibility by handicapped patrons is improved with additional designated parking.



Sam Perry Nature
Preserve

Ruth Candy Parkway

Picnic pavillion

Restroom
facilities

Playground

200'

- north
Lake Ellyn Park master site plan

28 Glen Ellyn Park District




PARK DISTRICT Xrl
Ssrving our residanis since 1919 1k

December 20, 2012

Mark Pfefferman, President
Village of Glen Ellyn

500 Duane Street

Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Dear Mark:

This past spring, the Park Board of Commissioners made a commitment to develop a master plan for the beautiful
and iconic Lake Ellyn Park. As we are moving forward with our plans, we see several opportunities for the Park
District and the Village to work together to improve the park and surrounding areas and create a more
environmentally friendly infrastructure. | know that the Village is very committed to protecting our environment.
Your recent decision to switch to 100% renewable energy for Glen Ellyn’s electrical service is an outstanding
example of this commitment. We believe that Lake Ellyn Park and the streets surrounding it could serve as an
example of best practices for water management and environmental quality.

Our master plan process was comprehensive and thorough. The master plan reflects the wants and needs of many,
as the park is both a neighborhood park and a community property serving over 35,000 residents. While on the
surface the park appears in good shape, the playground is well past its useful life, the boathouse is in need of
renovations and the landscape and natural areas are in decline. Recognizing the significance and complexities of
the property, the Park District hired the consulting firms of Conservation Design Forum {CDF) and Farr and
Associates to develop a master plan. Their outstanding qualifications, experience in historic preservation and
environmental restoration along with their impressive and relevant body of work, made them the unanimous

choice for this project.

Community dialogue was essential to the development of the master plan. To encourage public input, the
planning process included stakeholder meetings; questionnaires sent to stakeholders; several public meetings and
planning charretes; and a website with up-to-date project information. Over time, many ideas were tested, and
the plan was refined and redeveloped. As a result, the master plan presented is a reflection of the collective vision
and aspirations of the people who generously contributed to this effort.

The completed master plan provides for a historically authentic renovation of the boathouse, improved
accessibility through pathways and parking, restored landscape and natural areas and a new playground. We will
focus on improving the water guality of the lake as well as access to the lake through a new dock, scenic bridges,
and additional access points. Most importantly, all of these improvements will be developed with sustainable

practices in mind.

Regarding the context and adjacencies of Lake Ellyn Park, several things became more evident as we analyzed the
site and surrounding areas, and developed the vision for the master plan-
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1. The health and long-term viability of Lake Ellyn is directly related linked to the watershed, and how
rainwater is managed upstream of the discharges.

2. The Park District, the Village, and the School District are ail partners in the management of water
resources in and around Lake Ellyn.

3. There are currently a number of interrelated stormwater-reiated issues, including flooding, water
quality and habitat In and around Lake Ellyn, and the viability of the use of lands both within the park and adjacent.

One conclusion of the Master Plan is that holistic, integrated green infrastructure is the most economical way long-
term to best address all of these issues. However, much of the solution lies outside of the purview and direct
responsibility of the Park District. We believe the greatest potential lies in close collaboration with the Village and
School District towards achieving multiple objectives simultaneously.

As part of this process, the Park District has communicated with and engaged the Village. Through this we have
learned that Lenox Road between Hawthorne and Essex is scheduled to be reconstructed by the Village in late
2013. Since we are the largest property owner within that block, the Village and the Capitoi Improvement
Commission (C.1.C.) has sought our input into the project. Consistent with the overall goals of the plan defined
previously, we belleve that Lenox Road has the potential to serve as a community exhibition of the best practices
in the integration of complete streets and green infrastructure practices. The Park District strongly encourages the
Village to employ leading edge, high performance strategies and techniques regarding tree protection and
sustainable storm water management, married with complete streets concepts that prioritize pedestrian safety
through traffic calming devices such as speed tables and differentiated pavement surfaces. These practices also
include permeable unit pavement systems, bioretention (raln gardens/bloswales), engineered structural soils, and
an integrated design process that optimizes the entire street as a system rather than individual components.

We have seen evidence of the success of these strategies elsewhere, and are eager for Glen Ellyn to capitalize
upon them. | have attached a set of priorities and concepts related to the Lenox Road reconstruction we believe
are essential to the long-term improvement of the park and the neighborhood. They include better accessibility,
safety, tree preservation, environmental quality and beauty along the Park’s western, more active side.

The Park District is grateful and appreclative to have the opportunity to provide input to the design process. We
encourage the Village to recognize the unique opportunity this presents and to give strong consideration to the
ideas and concepts presented. | look forward to discussing further.

Respectfully,
Melissa Creech, President
Park District Board of Commissioner

Glen Ellyn Park District

Enclosures



PARK DISTRICTy':]
Serving our residents since 1919 *i
January 18, 2013

Bob Minix

Professional Engineer
Public Works

30 South Lambert Road
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Dear Bob:

I would like to thank you for the opportunity to present before the Capitol Improvement Commission
(C.1.C.) on January 8. It was very informative and always productive to hear feedback and comments. |
apologize for getting off track and engaging some audience members who had inquiries beyond the
scope of the Lenox Road reconstruction project.

After reviewing the meeting and listening to the comments particularly those presented by the
commission, | wanted to follow up with the Park District thoughts. The District is very appreciative of the
opportunity extended by the Village to provide recommendations regarding the Lenox Road
reconstruction. Being the largest property owner within the area of construction, the District will be
impacted the most. As mentioned by some members of the C.1.C. commission, we also recognize the
unique opportunity to implement long-term improvements that would be beneficial to the park,
neighborhood and the Village. Based on the comments by the committee and information developed
through our master plan process for Lake Ellyn Park, we continue to request the Commission and the
Village to strongly consider the following priorities:

l. Preserve existing trees

The Park Board recommends taking all possible measures to protect, preserve, and maintain all
existing healthy, mature trees along Lenox Road, and accommodate additional trees over time.

a) Design the roadway improvements to preserve and protect all healthy trees;

b) Maximize root zone volume with appropriate space and growing conditions for existing and
future trees;

c) Retain a certified arborist for the street reconstruction project;

d) Plan for tree protection and take appropriate measures such as root pruning and careful
demolition of existing street infrastructure in cooperation with the arborist;
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e) Carefully monitor the ongoing work during the project to protect trees and ensure fong term
tree health.

Comments: unsure of how many trees would be adversely affected by the three preliminary plans
presented by RHMG. Can the consultant provide detailed information regarding exactly which trees
would be impacted in any way based on the road design for each concept?

Il. Improve pedestrian safety and comfort

The Park Board recommends that improvements to Lenox Road prioritize the safety and
convenience of neighborhood residents and park visitors that are walking and/or cycling to and
from the park.

a) Install a sidewalkjtrail along the entire length of Lenox Road on east side through western edge
of park; locate the path and construct it with materials that help protect and maintain the root
zone of existing trees, i.e. permeable pavers, careful grade adjustments, meandering
alignment, etc,;

b) Delineate specific pedestrian crosswalks, ideally with contrasting color/texture of pavement,
from western side of Lenox into park at Essex Road, Linden Street, and Hawthorne Street.

¢} Consider and integrate traffic calming measures, including the possible use of a “speed table”
at the intersection of Linden Street and Lenox Road. This could be done in a way that improves
this location as the primary pedestrian access point for the park.

d) Consider the use of other measures to help limit the speed (and increase driver reaction time)
throughout the entire roadway, including visually narrowing the roadway corridor, both
pavement and vertical edges (additional trees, curb extensions, and signage, and lighting can
all contribute to this).

e) Consider the use of a high-performance unit pavement system for the street for multiple
benefits- a textured surface can help calm traffic speeds, and differentiation of the pavement of
the roadway through-lanes (color, texture) from the on-street parking spaces can further calm
vehicular movement.

f) Consider reducing the speed limit lower then 25mph near the park.

Comments: The Park District was very encouraged by the commission’s comments regarding the
Lenox/Linden intersection enhancements. Also, the District supports the construction of a sidewalk
generally parallel with Lenox Road on western edge of park using materials such as permeable pavers
and locating the path in such a way that protects the existing trees, and facilitates pedestrian
movement into and away from the park.

{ll. Minimize Pavement Surface

The Park Board recommends the roadway surface area be limited to the degree possible while
accommodating accessibility for people of all abilities.

a) Narrow the roadway (through-lanes) to the degree possible. Delineate separate, adjacent
parking spaces with contrasting pavement color/texture, either parallel and/or angled; angled



spaces will allow for a longer stretch of the narrowed roadway edge to be landscape/tree zone if
the same number of parking spaces are retained;

b) Define the parking spaces with planted curb extensions at crosswalks;

¢) Maintain on-street parking without an increase in total parking capacity;

d) Provide additional handicap-accessible/disabled parking near the main park entrance (we will
retain several disabled parking spaces near the Boathouse).

Comments: The Park District favors angled parking south of Linden Road as a way to provide the same
or similar number of parking spaces and minimize pavement surface, calm traffic, narrow the driving
lanes, and maximize tree root zone near the edge of the road

IV. Enhance environment/L ake Ellyn ecology

The Park Board recommends the reconstruction of Lenox Road be done in a way that supports the
health and ecological quality of Lake Ellyn, and serves as a demonstration of best strategies in
Green Street practices.

a) Slow, cool, cleanse, and infiltrate rainwater from the roadway surface to minimize direct
surface water runoff into the inlets leading directly to the lake;

b) Consider the use of permeable pavement for the street and walkway surfaces;

c) Consider the use of integrate bioretention- bioswales and rain gardens- these could be carefully
working into the parkway and park edge in a way that is harmonious with the Park District's
long-term approach for the park landscape;

d) Use environmental friendly materials that can be maintained year round and have a long life.

Comments: The District encourages the Village and RHMG to fully investigate the potential benefits
for permeable interlocking unit pavement system integrated with bioretention for the roadway parking
surface and parkway areas. This research of the potential costs for implementing the green initiatives
should address a full life-cycle analysis look at both initial costs and long term cost savings and other
benefits to paint a clear picture.

V. Maximize Community Benefits

The Park Board recommends consideration of other elements to improve the neighborhood, based
in part upon citizen input we have received in our master planning process.

a) Please consider adding street trees along the western side of Lenox Road, there are large
stretches with no parkway trees currently;
b) Please consider burying power lines.

Comments: We encourage the Village to consider the suggestion by Mr. Allen to relocate street lights
from the west side of Lenox Road from Hawthorne to Essex to the park side, and implement fixtures
consistent with the recommendations of the Lake Ellyn Park master plan.



The District realizes that there will need to be further coordination between the Village and the Park
District in order to make these aspects of Lenox Road successful, including some of the landscape
maintenance and snow removal requirements they would necessitate. We are happy to discuss these
and other items with you further to ensure they are fully covered and addressed. Also, it would be
appreciated if this communication could be forwarded to the members of the Capital Improvement
Commission for their review

Again, we truly appreciate the opportunity to contribute. Realizing how important and valued Lake
Ellyn Park is, the District has taken great steps to develop priorities and concepts that represents the
best interests of the community and provide long term benefits to the park, neighborhood, Village and
Park District. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

T>_ |-

Dave Harris
Executive Director

C.c. Park Board President Creech
Village Manager Franz
Public Works Director Hansen



Bob Minix

From: Mark Pfefferman [mark.pfefferman@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 10:20 AM

To: Julius Hansen; Bob Minix; Mark Franz; Village Board; Michael Colliander

Cc: Alexander Demos

Subject: Fwd: Lenox Road

Attachments: Lenox Road - President.pdf; Lenox Road - Minix.pdf; Lenox Road follow up to Minix
1-18-13.pdf

Good moring!

Attached and below please find all related materials to the Lenox Road construction project from the Glen Ellyn
Park District's perspective. We are distributing per the Park District's request so that we are all on the same

page.

From a logistical standpoint, my understanding is that this will not come before the board until after May, but
we are likely to hear our customers' views before then.

FYI only, no action required.
Thanks and have a great weekend!

Mark

Melissa Creech | GE Park District

Lenox Road Reconstruction
Posted: 07 Feb 2013 07:30 AM PST

As part of their on-going street reconstruction program, the Village of Glen Ellyn will rebuild Lenox Road
between Hawthorne and Oak this summer. This is a Village project, but the Glen Ellyn Park District has made
recommendations to the Village since we are the largest landowner in the project area. Our recommendation
includes constructing the first green street in Glen Ellyn. We believe that Lake Ellyn Park and the surrounding
streets could serve as an example of best practices for water management and environmental quality.

Our first priority is to protect the trees along Lenox Road. The Park District strongly encourages the Village to
employ leading edge, high performance strategies and techniques regarding tree protection and sustainable
storm water management. Our proposal calls for permeable unit pavement systems for the street and sidewalk
and bioswales along the east edge of the street.

After residents approached the Park District with concerns about safety and speeding on Lenox Road we
focused on calming traffic. Most importantly, our plan calls for narrowing the driving lanes on Lenox Road and
providing parallel and diagonal parking mixed with greenspace along the east side of the road. A narrowed road
will slow traffic down and move pavement further from our mature trees. Further safety measures include speed
tables, differentiated pavement surfaces, marked crosswalks and a sidewalk along the east side. This plan will
make Lenox Road a safer, more beautiful street while benefiting the environment.

1



We have seen evidence of the success of these strategies elsewhere, and are eager for Glen Ellyn to capitalize
upon them. Attached are a set of priorities and concepts related to the Lenox Road reconstruction that we
believe are essential to the long-term improvement of the park and the neighborhood. They include better
accessibility, safety, tree preservation, environmental quality and beauty along the Park’s western, more active
edge. Additional information is available at our website http://gepark.org/boa LE-Park-Plan.html.

The Park District is grateful and appreciative to have the chance to provide input to the design process. We have
encouraged the Village to recognize the unique opportunity this presents and to give strong consideration to the
ideas and concepts presented. The Village’s Capital Improvement Committee will discuss Lenox Road at their
next meeting on February 12, 2013 at 7:30 p.m. at Room 301 at the Civic Center. At this meeting they intend to
finalize their recommendations on Lenox Road for the Village Board of Trustees. This meeting is open to the
public.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: David Harris <dharris@gepark.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 8, 2013 at 9:41 AM

Subject: RE: Lenox Road

To: Mark Pfefferman <mark.pfefferman@gmail.com>

Mark,

Thanks for the quick response. | will send you communications that was sent to you and to Bob Minix (Mark Franz was
copied as well). The December letters were similar however the one to you provided more background! | aiso included
the Park District’s follow up letter to the January C.I.C. meeting.

Once you receive the information, if you have any questions, let me know.

Thanks for your time and assistance.

Dave

S
Glen Ellyn, Il. 60137



PARK DISTRICY
Ser.ing our residents since 1919 *

" February 8, 2013

Capital Improvement Commission
C/o Bob Minix

Village of Glen Ellyn

30 South Lambert Road

Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Dear Honorable Members of the Capital Improvement Commission:

The Glen Ellyn Park District is very appreciative of the continued opportunity to provide suggestions and
recommendations regarding the Lenox Road reconstruction. As identified in our recent community
attitude and interest survey and reinforced during our master plan process for Lake Ellyn Park, this area is
highly valued and well used. The property far exceeds a typical neighborhood or even community park
serving as one of Glen Ellyn’s main landmarks and valued resources. Previously mentioned by some
C.I1.C. members, the District also recognizes the unique and rare chance the Lenox Road reconstruction
presents to implement long-term improvements that would be beneficial to the park, neighborhood and
the entire community. While encouraged by the progress of the road design plans, the Park District
would like to provide additional suggestions as well as continue to strongly emphasize previously stated
priorities.

A) Park District response to RHMG’s most recent plan(s):

1) District prefers 60 degree angled parking concept with some modifications. The plan accounts for
adequate amount of parking spaces strategically and aesthetically placed along the eastern edge of
Lenox, narrows the road to provide traffic calming and provides protection of healthy and valued
trees. Some modifications include:

a) Construct parking “bays” using high-performance materials such as permeable unit pavers

b) Integrate bioretention (bioswales and rain garden)

c) Eliminate parking stall(s) #1, #2 and #3 due to their close proximity to the intersection of
Hawthorne Road and Lenox Road

d) Eliminate parking stall #34 as it is close to Linden Road and Lenox Road intersection. Also,
it is near the entrance to the “service” drive into the park.

e) Eliminate parking stall #39 to further minimize impacting existing Pin Oak tree

f) Eliminate parking stall #40 and #41 to further minimize impacting an existing Linden (or
Qak) tree

g) Convert spaces 35-38 to two accessible spaces.

2) Meandering sidewalk along the western edge of Lake Ellyn Park generally represents our
original intent.

a) Realizing it is conceptual, the District would like to emphasize when the final design is
created that tree protection be the highest priority.
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b) We have some relatively minor adjustments in alignment we would like to see made; we can
- mark up a plan and/or go over the alignment with you in person.
¢) Construct path using high-performance, aesthetically appropriate materials such as permeable
unit pavers
3) Speed Table and use of permeable pavers is much appreciated.
a) Delineate crosswalk(s) at Essex/Lenox, Hawthorne/Lenox intersections and at Linden/Lenox
in the speed table using different color/texture of pavement
4) Include as an alternate item- Permeable Interlocking Concrete Unit Pavement System
a) Due to its close proximity to Lake Ellyn along with the charm and characteristics of the
immediate neighborhood, the Park District encourages the Village to consider the use of a
high performance unit pavement system for the entire street. The Park District believes this is
an ideal location to further enhance a community landmark while serving as a model for
projects elsewhere. However, realizing the potential for increased costs, we suggest doing a
life-cycle cost analysis to see how quickly any cost premium would return back to the Village
in lower maintenance/replacement costs. To get accurate capital costs to compare and plug
into the life-cycle cost analysis, this element could be included as an alternate within the bid
specifications to get full pricing on both. Following the bid, analysis can be made comparing
costs. Over time, it should prove to be more cost effective to implement high performance
pavers.
5) Street Lights
a) Based on the recommendation of a community member, please consider relocating street
lights from west side of Lenox to east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex using
fixtures consistent with Lake Ellyn Master plan recommendations.

B) Park District recommended priorities:

L. Preserve existing trees

The Park Board recommends taking all possible measures to protect, preserve, and maintain gll
existing healthy, mature trees along Lenox Road, and accommodate additional trees over time.

a) Design the roadway improvements to preserve and protect all healthy trees

b) Maximize root zone volume with appropriate space and growing conditions for existing and future
trees

c) Retain a certified arborist for the street reconstruction project

d) Plan for tree protection and take appropriate measures such as root pruning and careful demolition of
existing street infrastructure in cooperation with the arborist recommendations

¢) Carefully monitor of the ongoing work during the project to protect trees and ensure long term tree
health.

II. Improve pedestrian safety and comfort

The Park Board recommends that improvements to Lenox Road, prioritize the safety and
convenience of neighborhood residents and park visitors that are walking and/or cycling to and
from the park.



a) Install a sidewalk/trail along the entire length of the park. Locate the path and construct it with
materials that help protect and maintain the root zone of existing trees, i.e. permeable pavers, careful
grade adjustments, meandering alignment, etc.

b) Delineate specific pedestrian crosswalks with contrasting colors/textures at: Hawthorn & Lenox,
Linden & Lenox, and Essex & Lenox.

c) Consider integrating traffic calming measures, including the possible use of a “speed table” at the
intersection of Linden Street and Lenox Road. This could be done in a way that improves this
location as the primary pedestrian access point for the park.

d) Consider the use of other measures to help limit the speed and/or increase driver reaction time
throughout the entire roadway by adding: curb extensions, additional trees, signage, and lighting,
This would create a visual narrowing of the street, thus reducing speed.

e) Consider the use of a high-performance unit pavement system, which has muitiple benefits including:
a traffic calming effect due to the different texture/color surface.

f) Consider reducing the speed limit lower then 25mph near the park.

The Park Board recommends the roadway surface area be as little as possible, while
accommodating people of all abilities.

a) Narrow the roadway (through-lanes) to the smallest degree possible. Delineate adjacent parking
spaces with contrasting color and/or texture

b) Define the parking spaces with planted curb extensions

¢) Maintain on-street parking without an increase in total parking capacity

d) Provide additional handicap accessible parking near the main park entrance (we will retain several
disabled parking spaces near the Boathouse).

IV. ance environment/I.ake ecolo

The Park Board recommends the reconstruction of Lenox Road be done in a way that supports the
health and ecological quality of Lake Ellyn, and serves as a demonstration of best strategies in

Green Street practices.

a) Slow, cool, cleanse, and infiltrate rainwater from the roadway surface to minimize direct surface
water runoff into the inlets leading directly to the lake

b) Consider the use of permeable pavement for the street and walkway surfaces

¢) Consider integrating bioretention (bioswales, rain gardens, etc.). This could be worked into the
parkway and park edge in a way that is harmonious with the Park District’s long-term approach for
the park landscape design.

d) Use environmental friendly materials that can be maintained year round and have a long life.

V, Maximize Community Benefits

The Park Board recommends consideration of other elements to improve the neighborhood, based
in part upon citizen input we have received in our master planning process.

a) Please consider adding street trees along the western side of Lenox Road, there are large stretches
with no parkway trees currently



b) Please consider burying power lines.

The Park District has researched all of these measures as part of our Lake Ellyn Master Plan process, and
is quite comfortable recommending them to the Village. We are happy to share any information and
would gladly assist the Village in any way we can to complete this project.

We realize that there will need to be further coordination between the Village and the Park District in
order to make these aspects of Lenox Road successful, including some of the landscape maintenance and
snow removal requirements they would necessitate. We are happy to discuss these and other items with
you further to ensure they are fully covered and addressed.

Again, we truly appreciate the opportunity to contribute. Realizing how important and valued Lake Ellyn
Park is, the District has taken great steps to develop priorities and concepts that represent the best interests
of the community and provide long term benefits to the park, neighborhood, Village and Park District,
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully,

(4=

Dave Harris
Executive Director
Glen Ellyn Park District

cc: Park Board President Creech
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VILLAGE Gi Gt MRATE
I'understand that Lenox Road will be redone next summer and there is discussion of wideninglthekigad:, IL

and adding diagonal parking. | am certain the safety of the residents of Glen Ellyn, especially the
children that play at Lake Ellyn Park, is a main concern. While at first blush it seems that widening the
road and putting the parking further from the roadway with diagonal parking would be safer for the
children, this is not true. This will cause unintended consequences that make the road less safe for
children at the park.

To the Glen Ellyn Capital Improvement Commission and the Glen Ellyn Park District

Lenox Road is immediately adjacent to Glenbard West High School. Sixteen to eighteen year old
drivers are known to have more frequent accidents than any other driving group. Making a road
leaving from the high school wider would encourage the drivers to go even faster than they drive now.
The teenagers would see a wide two lane road that is straight with no stop signs for four blocks. This
would encourage many to see how fast they can go from zero to fifty. While there is some speeding on
the road now according to residents, it would be much worse with a wider road. We now have the
more narrow road with cars parked on one side to discourage large increases in speed. Thisis a better
way to keep speed down than adding speed bumps which would probably be necessary if the road is
widened. Adding more parking spaces for high school students would also greatly increase the number
of cars driving down Lenox after school—an afternoon time that is popular for children to play at the
park. With a wider road, more people will use Lenox as a cut through road from Main Street to St.
Charles Rd. to avoid the light at Five corners. The more cars, the less safe it is for the children playing at

the park.

I asked Commissioner Pryde if there had been accidents or injuries to children with the present parallel
parking arrangement. He said there had not. This is because parallel parking is safer than diagonal
parking for families of young children when entering or leaving their cars from street parking. Think of a
parent taking several children to the park. With parallel parking as it is now, they park next to the curb
and tell the children to exit the car on the park side of the car only. The children spill out right into the
park and away from the street. Only the parent must exit on the street side of the car. With diagonal
parking, the doors open and the children exit the car in the direction of the road. They then must close
the doors to go forward to the park. Any object such as a ball thrown from the car could easily go into
the street instead of into the park as it would with parallel parking. Drivers on Lenox can also see when
a family is leaving a car more easily with parallel parking. They can see the driver’s door open. Acaron
Lenox will not know as easily if there are children near the road between cars parked diagonally.

I understand that reverse diagonal parking is being considered to avoid the dangers | just mentioned of
regular diagonal parking. For example, with reverse diagonal parking, the car doors would open so that
children could go more easily to the park instead of having to go toward the street first. | had to
research this parking method on the internet since | have never used it. From my research, it is not used
anywhere in lllinois. Reverse diagonal parking is recommended for some situations where cars must pull
out onto a busy road or across a bike path. The visibility on leaving the parking place is improved by this
method. However, reverse diagonal parking trades poor visibility on backing out of a parking space for
poor visibility on backing into the parking space. This would be a dangerous way to park on Lenox.



Reverse angle parking is not recommended for parking next to a park with small children. Visibility is
poorest when backing especially for seeing small children. We have all heard of children hit in their own
driveways because the parents could not see them when backing. With reverse diagonal parking, the
driver would back toward the park and the children playing there. Children could be going to their cars
to get something they left or to leave the park. The person backing in next to them would not be able to

see them.

In summary, for the safety of the children in Lake Ellyn Park, Lenox should not be widened because this
would encourage more speeding from the teenage high school students and other drivers. There should
be no additional parking because the more students driving on Lenox the less safe for the children. The
parking should be parallel because it is safer than diagonal or reverse diagonal parking.

Carolyn Oesterle, M.D.
645 Lake Road phone 630-469-9382
coesterle@wheatoneye.com
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" SAVE LAKE ELLYN PARK - SAVE OUR GREEN SPACE & TREES: No diagonal parking, no road widening

Candace
Donald
Mary Ellen
Michael
Michael
Sarah
Janet
James

Eve
Timothy
Jim
Robin
Joseph
Helen
Ashley
Joli

Rich
James
Gary
Ann
Robert
Kevin
Roberta
Jennifer
Mark

Jill
Darci
Michael
Paul
Peggy
Elicia
Mike
Carol

Erin
Chris
Lee
S.
Mark

Judith
Lee
Tracy
Mary

John M.
Patti

Signed petitions: Residents 18 yrs. And over

Pydo

Pydo
Mazza
Mazza
Wilson
Sammons
Dambrosio
Dambrosio

Mckeown
Mckeown
Zaura
Zaura
Oberfranc
Oberfranc
Murphy
Murphy
Murphy
Bertholdt
Delain
Hildebrand
Hildebrand
Cleary
Cleary
Vainisi
Vainisi

McCormack
Bertrand
MacDonald
Noland
Noland
Viola

Viola
Morey

QO'oconnor
Bergman
Fosdick
Rothschild
Simm

Marks
Marks
Stollberg
Stollburg

Connor
Connor

682
682
686
686
716
738
760
760

644
644
650
650
654
654
658
658
658
674
678
680
680
704
704
710
710

582
257
589
631
631
646
646
727

696
696
680
690
690

475
475
560
560

635
635

Cresent
Cresent
Crescent
Cresent
Cresent
Cresent
Cresent
Cresent

Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Road
Essex Court
Essex Court
Essex Court
Essex Court

Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave
Forest Ave

Grand Ave
Grand Ave
Grand Ave
Grand
Grand

Hawthorne
Hawthorne
Hawthorne
Hawthorne

Lake Road
L.ake Road

ctpydo@gmail.com
dgpydo@gmail.com
mazzab86@sbcglobal.net
mazza686@sbcglobal.net
mcwilson1947@aol.com
sbs738@aol.com
Kix248@aol.com
K1X248@aol.com

peaceeve@gmail.com
temckeown@gmail.com
rizaura@hotmail.com
tjzaura@hotmail.com
joe@oberfranc@gmail.com?
joe@oberfranc@gmail.com?
amurphy9@nd.edu
imurphy411@aol.com
rmurphy@eqrworld.com
JRBertholdt@gmail.com
gdelain@yahoo.com

na

na
kcleary@fortdearbornpartners.com

robertacleary@gmail.com
jvainisi@hotmail.com
jvainisi@hotmail.com

jbMcCormack@comcast.net
darcibertrand@gmail.com
mmacdonald 1@hotmail.com
zekegoirish@sbcglobal.net
zekegoirish@sbcglobal.net
emv1920@gmail.com
emv1920@gmail.com
carolmorey@sbcglobeal.net

erin-chris@sbcglobal.net
erin-chris@sbcglobal.net
na
na
na

Judymarks @eartglink.net
Judymarks@eartglink.net
mstollberg@sbcglobal.net

mstollberg@sbcglobal.net

mikeconnor723@gmail.com
patticonnnor723@hotmail.com

1.8.13@1.56

630-726-4000
na
630-858-3957
630-858-3957
630-432-5447
na
na
na

630-793-5120
630-793-5120
630-79-9769
630-790-9769
na

na

630-942-8525

630-469-3871

na
na
na
630-858-2994

na
630-880-4877
312-952-7431
630469-2529
630-469-2529
630-858-2888
312-777-3544
na

630-790-8188
630-790-8188
630-469-4721
na
na

630-858-1568
630-858-1568
630-469-1533
630-469-1533

630-881-5940
630-881-5940



' Sandra

Charles
Ken
Mary
Eric
Carolyn
Jan

Rob
Paul
Barbara
Linda
James

Lynda
Anthony
Mr.

Mrs.
Michael
Christine
Cindi
Esra
Elizabeth
Nancy
Chris
Linda
Charles
Kaitlin
Nicole
Mary Lou
Andrew
Thomas
Kathy
Cairy
Tom

Bon
Holly
Karen
Kevin
Barbara
Steve
Emily
Cleve
Richard
Christa
samantha
Sherri
Reis
Donna
Al

Kathy
John
Keith

Alcorn
Alcorn
Bouton
Bouton
Oesterle
Oesterle
Holdridge
Holdridge
Leak

Leak
Landry
Baumbich

Parrilli
Parrilli
Smith
Smith
Crnkovic
Crnkovic
Siligmueller
Terzioglu
Lewis
Murtaugh
Murtaugh
Sandor
Sandor
Sandor
Sandor
Skalkos
Skalkos
Skalkos
Skalkos
Brown
Brown
French
French
Goyak
Goyak
Varga
Varga
Burt
Carney
Mannion
Mannion
Mannion
Kayser
Kayser
Jennings
Jennings
Gilligan
Gilligan
Mowry

637
637
641
641
645
645
649
649
657
657
665
689

602
602
614
614
618
618
630
638
650
660
660
670
670
670
670
674
674
674
674
686
686
692
692
698
698
702
702
706
708
715
715
715
721
721
725
725
726
726
727

Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road
Lake Road

Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road
Lenox Road

salcorn@aurora.edu
charliealcorn@sbcglobal.net
ken.bouton @businesswire.com
marybouton@yahoo.com
coesterle@wheatoneye.com
coesterle@wheatoneye.com
janholdridge@yahoo.com
rholdridgemd @yahoo.com
paulbarbleak@gmail.com
paulbarbleak@gmail.com
landryrnm20iegal@aol.com ?
jbaumbich@ameritech.net

na
tony@tonyparrilli.com
evasalleesmith@aol.com
evasalleesmith@aol.com
chrissyc1952@gmail.com
chrissyc1952 @gmail.com
csiligmueller@gmail.com
esrasos@yahoo.com
lewisee@aol.com
murtaugh@ameritech.net
cmurtaugh@winston.com
linsandor@aol.com
clsandor@aol.com
nikkisandor@aol.com
kps670@gmail.com
miskalkos@wideopenwest.com
miskalkos@wideopenwest.com
miskalkos@wideopenwest.com
miskalkos@wideopenwest.com
cairy652@aol.com
tbrown@rlicorp.com

bfrench@adamsstreetpartners.com

holly.french@gmail.com
Kgoyak@wowway
keving@voguetyre.com
bdillvarga@gmail.com
svargamba@cs.com
emburt@mac.com

na

christa7@comcast.net
christa7@ comcast.net
samanthamannion7 @gmail.com

rkayser@sbcglobal.net
rkayser@sbcglobal.net
driennin @att.net
driennin@att.net
kglenox@wowway.com
kglenox@wowway.com
Keith.A.Mowry@aol.com ?

630-469-7295
630-469-7295
na

630-995-0826
630-469-9382
630-469-9382
630-858-4554
630-858-4554
630-469-3408
630-469-3408
630-858-7638

630-790-3936
630-254-3496
630-790-9415
630-790-9415
na

na

na

630-765-1558
630-790-5635
630-853-8627
312-493-8591
630-258-8486
630-858-2181
630-251-8660
630-935-5695
630-790-4650
630-790-4650
630-790-4650
630-790-4650
630-545-0456
630-545-0456
630-858-9285
630-858-9285

630-469-1639
630-469-1639
630-790-9182
630-469-0221
630-790-1359
630-790-1359
630-790-1359
630-858-9327
630-858-9327
630-858-1461
630-858-1461
630-606-8563
630-606-8563
630-545-1071

* ¥ X *

¥ OX X ¥ ¥ *



Diane
Bill
Tracy
Hannah

Suann
Darren

Dorothy
Judy
Gretchen
Doug

David
Sarah Dean
Lawerence
James
Patricia
Tracy
Frank

Lynn

Frank IV
Lynn

Ingrid
Donald
Kenneth
Marlene

Louise
Cheryl
Al

Cara
Molly
Emily
Gabriel
Paul
Erica
Victoria
Carrie Dyer
Michael
David
Rachel
Joe
Eileen
Darlene
Richard
Barbara
Johara
Charles
jenette
Charlie

Flood
Flood
Flood
Flood

Johnson
Johnson

Beisch
Webster
Hoenecke
Funk

Peck

Peck

Peck
Lenahan
Lenahan
Mehr
Modrusen
Shigley
Modrusen
Refer

Wunderlich
Waunderlich
Ralson
Ralston

Alore
Turek
Mattaliano
Mattaliano
Mattaliano
Mattaliano
Deegan
Kuchuris
Carlson
Noland
Noland
Noland
Kayser
Kayser
Bertane
Houston
D'Ambrosio
D'Ambrosio
Isom
Lewinski
Melka
Melka
Melka

728 Lenox Road dflood728 @gmail.com
728 Lenox Road bflood@gmail.com
728 Lenox Road tflood4@yahoo.com
728 Lenox Road hflood@indiana.edu
556 Linden St. jalore@sbcglobal.net
556 Linden St. djohnson989 @sbcglobal.net
654 Qak St. na
670 OakSt. websteryukon@wowway.com
682 Oak St. outonawhim.pottery@gmail.com
682 Oak St. outonawhim.pottery@gmail.com
726 N Park Bivd davidpeck@outlook.com
726 N Park Bivd sarahpeck@aol.com
726 N Park Blivd peck@gmail.com
740 N Park Bivd jimlenahan@sbcglobal.net
740 N Park Bivd thlenahan@aol.com
758 N Park Bivd jtracy Mehr@gmail.com
681 N Park Blvd na
681 N Park Blivd lcs@modrusen.com
681 N Park Blvd frank.iv@modruson.com
777 N Park Bivd LEREFER@yahoo.com
694 Riford Road wewunder@vyahoo.com
694 Riford Road wewunder@yahoo.com
666 Riford Road na
666 Riford Road na

2N135 AmySt na

18657 Birchbrook Ct na

125 BBrandon na
125 Brandon cmattalianoll@gmail.com
125 BrandonAve na
125 Brandon Ave embem1011@aim.com
501 Bryant gabrielledeegan@yahoo.com
557 Carlisle Ct Pkuchuris@wideopenwest.com
631 Carolyn Dr. ericacarlson@comcast.net
698 Chidester na
698 Chidester na
698 Chidester na
631 David Terrace davekayser@hotmail.com
631 David Terrace davekayser@hotmail.com
645 Duane jwbertane@gmail.com
588 Ellyn Ave hustonfolks@yahoo.com
585 Fairview Ave dickndar@sbcglobal.net
585 Fairview Ave dickndar@sbcglobal.net
848 High Gate Course

21W360 Hill jol613@mac.com
481 Lowell jenmelka@yahoo.com
481 Lowell jenmelka@yahoo.com
481 Lowell Road jenmelka@yahoo.com

630-545-1301
630-545-1301
630-545-1301
630-545-1301

630-942-9139
630-913-5920

630-469-3306
30-469-9262
na

na

630-776-4987
630-469-4726

na
na
630-287-1958
na
630-537-4621
630-534-4621
na

na
na
na
na

630-668-7639
na
na
na
na
na
630-858-1605
630-858-5682
na
na
na
na

630-881-8886
630-469-2724
630-469-2724

630-790-1472
630-790-1472
630-790-1472



Sheila
Consuelo S
Louise
Marcia
Maryanne
Eric

Carol
Nancy
Christine
Greta
Natalie
Glen

Ellen
Rhonda

Kay

Ripster
Doyle
Olmsted
Deaton
Deaton
Mesenbrink
Mesenbrink
Wilson
Noland
Noland
ferrell

Estes
Kelloway

211
335
601
827
670
670
636
636
537
238
238
263
91
1032

Merton na

Miller Crest

N Nicoll Ave #1C na

N. Driveway marciaolmsted@yahoo.com

N. Main Street megdeaton@aol.com
N. Main Street megdeaton@aol.com
Newton na

Newton nancymesenbrink@sbcglobal.net
Phillips seacwilson@aol.com
Regent St. na

Regent Street na

Sheffield Lane gcferrell@aol.com
Stephanie Lane ellemaison@wowway.com
Swift rkelloway@ comcast.net

*: Petition in other hands or electronic request

na

630-446-1628
630-858-0675
630-942-1614
630-942-1614
na
na
na
na
na
630-469-9779
na
630-569-0822
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BEST SUBURBAN STREET Just east of

i Main Street and less than half a mile in
' length, Lenox Road in Glen Ellyn com-
bines the charm of an old neighborhood
with the natural beauty of Lake Ellyn
Park. The houses themselves are an
eclectic blend, including a red-brick
colonial, an English Tudor, and a New

England manse covered in ivy. Most of
the street has a canopy of mature bur
oaks and hickories, which makes for a
verdant transition to the park, with its
grassy fields, tennis courts, and a lake,
where residents can forget suburbia as
they fish or feed the ducks.
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Safety Comparison of Angle and Parallel Parking File Code: TRA 07-01-05

SUMMARY

Recently, the Traffic Engineering Services Unit was asked to review the research on the safety
differences between types of on-street parking, specifically parallel and angle parking. This
document is a summary of those findings.

In general, the study of the safety effects of on-street parking has been focused on the type of
parking arrangement since it is clear that any on-street parking "decreases through capacity,
impedes traffic flow, and increases crash potential (7)". Much of the research on the comparison
of on-street parking (angle and parallel) was conducted prior to the 1980s with a few more
recent studies in the 1990s. Conclusions of the early research were consistent in that urbap,
sections with angle parking had'higher crash rates Ihan comparable sections with parallel
parking, although they were criticized for failing to account for differentTevels of parking
activity(2). These studies can be divided into two types, before and after comparisons of
changes in parking arrangement and cross sectional studies of similar roadway sections with
different parking arrangements. The before and after studies found crash rate reductions of 19%
to 63% when converting from angle to parallel parking. None of these studies, however,

included sites where parking was changed from parallel to angle. Cro j studies found
differences in crash rates of 50% to 70% lower for parallel than a[ﬁ]’é. In rﬂﬂ% %EEarch,
cCoy et al conducted a before and after study in LiftIn, Nebraska. The researchers found no

statistical evidence in the difference between the crash rate of angle and parallel parking when
the increase in parking activity was included in the analysis(3). The researchers concluded that
while angle parking clearly has a higher crash rate and frequency it is more likely due to the
increased activity of parking rather than the characteristics of either type of parking and that if
ample parking supply exists, parallel parking should be used.

While parallel parking is generally preferred for safety and operational considerations, the
drawbacks include: 1) driver and passengers may have to exit vehicle into the traveled way; 2)
the parking maneuver takes more time than angle; 3) some drivers must execute maneuver
multiple times; 4) interruption of through movement depending upon width of cross section.
Angle parking is generally less desirable because: 1) the driver leaving the space has limited
visibility to the rear; 2) empty spaces are hard to detect by approaching drivers resulting in stop
and go movements; 3) through drivers decrease speed in anticipation of conflict movements.
However, angle parking is desirable because of 1) less time required for parking maneuver; 2)
greater number of stalls; 3) driver and passengers exit vehicle outside of the traveled way.

Based upon the review of the research and in agreement with AASHTO A Policy on Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets (1994) and the ODOT Highway Design Guide (1996) parallel
parking is preferable to angle parking whenever possible.

1 TRA -07-01-05



DESIGN GUIDES

The AASHTO Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets (1994) recommends that
the type of on-street parking selected "should depend on the specific function and width of the
street, the adjacent land use, traffic volume, as well as existing and anticipated traffic
operations.” Parallel parking is preferred and angle parking is allowable under certain
circumstances.

The Oregon Department of Transportation Highway Design Guide (1996) states that on-street
parking is appropriate for different types of roadways. For example, parking is not appropriate
for expressways, suburban arterials, and urban business areas. For special transportation
areas, the necessity of on-street parking is recognized but only parallel parking should be used
on a state highway and other types of parking requires an exception. Design exceptions should
be granted in cooperation with the State Traffic Engineer and Roadway Section.

RESEARCH SUMMARIES

Safety Evaluation Of Converting On-Street Parking From Parallel To-Angle (1991) (3)

A case study of converting on-street parking from parallel to angle in Lincoln, Nebraska was
conducted by McCoy et al. Beginning in September of 1987, 27 block faces in Lincoln were
convértéd from paratlel to angle-parking to increase thie sapply of Bowntown parking. All of the
conversions WeTE to 9 foot stalls with 55" degreé parkifig angle. Four of the sites were two-lang;~
two-way the rest were three-lane, one-way streets. Because of data concems, offly 11of theése ™
block faces were included in the study. For comparison, 8 block faces that had not been

converted were included in the study.

All of the study and comparison block faces had posted speed limits of 25 mph. The utilization
.of the study sites ranged from 2.97 to 8.05 cars per 8 hour day with an average utilization rate of
85-100% par 8 hour.parking.days qn the study sites.and 92-94% on the comparison sites. The _
average daily traffic (ADT) on the study sites ranged from 1,000 to 5,730 vehicles per day (vpd)
and 11,600 to 15,200 (vpd) on the comparison sites. Data on crashes were collected that
occurred on weekdays between 9 am and 5§ pm for a period from 3 months after the conversion
to the end of 1989. The number of crashes in the study sites increased from 2 to 11 but the
comparison sites also increased from 3.5 to 6.7 (average). Given this increase, the expected
crashes on the study site should have been from 2 to 4 so the increase over the expected
number of crashes that was attributed to the change in parking arrangement was from 4 to 11
(175 percent)

Crash rates were calculated for the study sites in crashes per million vehicle miles and in
crashes per million space-hours per 1,000 parkers per million vehicle miles as a measure of
exposure of parking activity. Adjusted rates were calculated based upon the increase of crashes
at the control sites. Before and after rates were compared for the study sites for both rates. In all
cases the before and after crash rates were significantly higher at the 5 percent level of
confidence. When the before and after rates per million space-hours per 1,000 parkers per
million vehicle miles were compared, there was no significant difference at the 5 percent level of
confidence. There also was no statistical change in the severity of crashes.

The researchers concluded that while angle parking clearly has a higher crash rate and
frequency it is more likely due to the increased activity of parking rather than the characteristics
of either type of parking. The researchers summary was that "when the supply of parking is
sufficient, the conversion of on-street parking from parallel to angle should not be considered
because the number of accidents will increase as a result of more parking activity because of
more spaces."
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Safety Comparisons of Types of Parking on Urban Streets in Nebraska (1990) (4)

The objective of the research was to determine the safest type of parking on urban sections of
the state highway system in Nebraska. Using the Nebraska Department of Roads’s (NDOR)
road inventory,491 sections in 126 cities were identified as possible study sites. 260 of the sites
were surveyed in a field visit and 162 sites were mailed surveys to answer questions that could
not be answered by examining the video log. Altogether, 171 miles of roadway with on-street
parking were included in the study. The study sections included 28,886 stalls of which 22,214
were not painted. A majority of the unpainted stalls were for parallel parking. Of the painted
stalls, 3,036 were for parallel and 3,636 were for angle parking. Parallel parking was the most
common and most of the angle parking occurred on two-way, two-lane roadways.

Crash data from 1985 to 1986 were obtained for all sections in the study. Stepwise regression
was conducted to determine a relationship between safety and type of parking. Dependent
variables of type of parking, parking use, number of stalls, speed limit, ADT, roadway alignment,
roadway width, block length, land use type and land-use density were tried in the model but
none produced a statistically valid model.

Instead of the statistical model, the mean crash rates were used to determine the relationship
between highway safety and the type of parking. Crash rates were calculated using only those
crashes that included parked vehicles and parking maneuvers. Rates were calculated in terms
of crashes per million vehicle-miles of travel and in terms of billions of vehicle-mile-hours per
stall. Rates were compared by type of parking (angle, parallel, painted, unpainted) and type of
street (major streets, two-way, two-lane streets). In almost all cases, the rates for angle parking
were found to be statistically significantly higher than parallel parking. Additionally, low angle
parking may be safer than high angle parking but the difference in crash rates were not
statistically significant.

The research concluded that "when parking must be allowed on urban sections of the state
highway system, parallel parking should be used instead of angle parking whenever feasible."

Synthesis of Safety Research Related to Traffic Control and Roadway Elements (1 982) (2)

Chapter 9 of this research synthesis documented the results of many studies conducted prior to
1982. Many of the studies mentioned are empirical studies. Aimost all of the studies
summarized do not take into account the increased parking exposure as result of changes from
angle to parallel and most included no treatment of crashes on nearby streets. None of the
studies included changes from parallel to angle parking.

A series of before and after studies found crash reductions from 19% to 63% in a range of years
from 1947 to 1967 when changing from angle to parallel parking. One such study was of eight
cities in Utah and found a 28% reduction in total crashes, a §7% reduction in parking related
crashes, and a 29% reduction in the overall crash rate (5).

A series of cross sectional studies reported differences in crash rates between similar sections
of roadway with parallel and angle parking in the range of 50% to 71%. One these studies by
the Arizona Highway Department reported a mean crash rate of 4.9 per million vehicle miles for
a section of US101 with angle parking and a rate of 1.4 for a similar section of US101 with
parallel parking (6). Another study of 1,523 urban sites in Maine found an 88% lower crash rate
for parallel parking as compared to angle parking (7).
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Safety Considerations in the Use of On-Street Parking (1979) (8) and Safety Aspects of
Curb Parking (1978) (9)

In this comprehensive research published in the Transportation Research Record and as a
FHWA Final Technical Report parking data were collected in five states and ten cities for 170
miles of urban streets. The study sites were geographically distributed and generally had
consistent land use along each side. Both one and two-way streets were selected for analysis.
Field visits were made to each site to determine parking activity in terms of annual space hour
use (hours space was occupied per year). Crash data were obtained for two years for all sites.

To make safety comparisons between parking types, streets were defined by street
classification, parking arrangement, land use and parking use. Six types of parking
arrangements (parallel parking, parallel parking with skips, low angle parking, 30 degree angle
parking, and high angle parking) were used in the analysis. Land use was classified as retail,
office, single-family residential, apartments, motel, industrial, and school/park. Four levels of
parking use were assigned. Combinations of the streets, parking, land use, and parking use
yielded 2700 potential configurations.

Using statistical techniques (ANOVA, Bonferroni, Scheffe) the researchers drew the following
conclusions by comparing the data:

1) parking use level is a significant factor for all street categories (crash rate increases with use
until 1.5 million space hours per mile per year where the rate is constant);

2) all streets show an increase in crash rate for changes in land use: 1) from single family to
apartment; 2) from apartment to office; and 3) from office to retail (again suggesting that
increase parking use contributes to increase in crash rate)

3) parking configurations were not found to have any statistical effect on crash rate when land
use and type of street were included in the analysis.

4) parking use above 1,000,000 space-hours per mile per year angle parking was no more
hazardous than parallel parking given similar land use.

Christopher M. Monsere
Traffic Investigation Specialist
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February 12, 2013 Meeting of Capital Improvement Commission
Statement from Carolyn S. Oesterle, 645 Lake Road

Thank you for the opportunity to speak at this meeting. | appreciated that my video was shown last
month in my absence. This committee does a lot of important work and Lenox Road and Lake Ellyn
Park are important to most Glen Ellyn residents. | am glad time will be taken to be sure Lenox Road is
made safer when it is reconstructed. Lake Eilyn Park is used by 70% of Glen Eilyn residents at least once
a year. Many of us use the park daily as | do. | represent a group of Glen Ellyn residents that are
concerned with the proposed changes on Lenox Road. This is not a Lenox Road issue, but a Glen Ellyn
issue and the residents who have signed petitions against the changes on Lenox live on many other
roads than Lenox. We have 187 petitions—138 from residents on streets other than Lenox. The
residents here tonight do not represent a minority opinion—we represent the interests of many
residents of Glen Ellyn.

First, | would like to discuss Lenox Road as it is today. Lenox has an excelient safety record according to
Deputy William Holmer of the Glen Ellyn Police. There have been no serious accidents. Itisa usually a
quiet residential street that borders on Lake Ellyn Park. Most of the time, the number of cars parked on
Lenox is low—between 5 and 35 even on Sundays and Saturdays during the summer. The parking tends
to be south of Linden and few cars park north of Linden the majority of the time. Some high school
students use Lenox during the school year. High school parking varies between 5 and 15 cars that are
concentrated near the school. Videos have shown little congestion or problems at the busiest times--
just before school starts and when it lets out.

Lenox is very busy for several special Park events such as the Fourth of July, the Cardboard boat Regatta,
and Festival of the Arts. However, it is made one way during these types of events and this controls
congestion and parking. The Park District has other functions, but has stated that it does not need more
parking spaces on Lenox than are there now. There are no documented complaints to the Park District
about parking for Lake Ellyn Park events or parking on Lenox according to the response to Freedom of
Information Act form that | sent in. | have a letter from Katherine Wendland dated Jan 31, 2013 stating
this. There was much discussion at the last meeting about the park being a “community “ park and for
the benefit of all Glen Ellyn residents. We agree completely. However, there was no explanation
specifically about how diagonal parking or widening Lenox will benefit the Glen Ellyn residents that use
the park. The Park District did a survey about Lake Ellyn Park in the summer of 2012. When asked if
parking was adequate 67 responded yes or were neutral with 29 responding no. When asked if
vehicular access to the park was adequate, 73 said yes or were neutral and 22 said no. This is hardly a
mandate for change. Some Glenbard West events use Lenox for parking, such as football games and
open houses. However, Lenox is not the only road used for parking for these events and is wider than
Park or Forest or Linden that are also used for parking. Park Ave was recently redone without widening.

Lenox measures 24 feet from curb face to curb face. As | showed last month, this is wider than almost
any other road in the Lake Ellyn area. It is the same width as Willis and Park Row that are used for high
school permit parking. Two cars can pass a parked car on Lenox as they can on these roads. The cars



must go slowly however. We feel this is good as high school students have a tendency to speed.
Something that slows cars is a benefit. It is normal for cars in Glen Ellyn to have to wait at times to pass
a parked car. As|showed last meeting, Sunset Park has parallel parking on Fairview and

Sunset. These roads are a bit wider than Lenox is now, but are also busier through roads. Lenox is not a
through road. The road reconstruction policy put in place in 2002 states that a standard width for a
“local” road is 20 feet curb face to curb face. Lenox exceeds this by 4 feet. | agree with this width as
Lenox has more frequently parked cars because of the park. Lenox is Glen Ellyn standard width for a
residential road that frequently has parallel parking of several cars in a row.

The plans the CIC has for reconstruction have stated that Lenox has 61 parallel parking spaces now.

This underestimates the parking numbers because it uses a 22 foot length for the spaces. A parailel
parking space is usually 20-22 feet in length. If there is rapid traffic turn over and the spaces are usually
full, the 22 foot length should be used because drivers will have to do the parallel parking maneuver into
one space frequently. However, 20 feet is more reasonable for areas that are usually not full and where
the one space maneuver is not needed often. This describes Lenox. The spaces along Sunset Park on
Fairview and Sunset are lined off at 20 feet. 1 also measured some parallel spaces in downtown Glen
Ellyn and they are 20 feet across from the Civic Center on Duane, on Forest near Crescent on the east
side of road, and on Crescent west of the tracks on the north side of the street. Using a 20 foot length
for the parallel parking, Lenox now has 66 parking spaces—6 more than the proposed diagonal plan.

Can Lenox Road be improved? Yes it can. | hope the reconstruction will incorporate some traffic
slowing techniques. Right now, the road does not even have a speed limit sign. It should have speed
limit signs—20 mph would be good since it is near a park—"slow children playing” signs and possibly
one of those signs that shows the drivers speed. It would slow traffic if the road were narrowed at the
intersection of Linden and Lenox and have a traffic table at this intersection with cross walks that are
marked and in different colors. You should consider the same configuration at the intersection of Essex
and Lenox. This would be excellent for slowing traffic.

I would now like to discuss diagonal parking. Diagonal parking is used primarily to put in more parking
than parallel parking can provide. We see it in the commercial areas of Glen Ellyn and around schools
that have expanded and need more parking. | know of no other purely residential street in Glen Ellyn
with diagonal parking. If Lenox were in Chicago, diagonal parking would not be allowed. The biggest
concern with diagonal parking is safety. Many studies show that diagonal parking is not as safe as
parallel. Some studies show it may be as safe (never safer) on certain streets where the traffic is usually
moving slowly such as Main St. Gen Ellyn where many drivers are looking for parking. However, it
becomes more dangerous as cars go faster. Lenox is next to Glenbard West and high school drivers
often go too fast. On this type of road, diagonal parking is more dangerous. Other concerns with
diagonal parking are: 1) children must exit their cars toward the road and then move forward into the
park as opposed to parallel parking where they can enter directly into the park from the passenger side
doors; 2) a driver on the road cannot see children entering the road between two diagonal cars as easily
as with parallel parked cars; 3) there is poorer visibility on backing out of spaces into the roadway with
diagonal parking; 4) with 9 foot wide diagonal spaces, the car doors cannot fully open to remove



strollers and coolers from cars so the cars may need to unload before pulling into the diagonal spot. As
a comparison, the diagonal spaces on Main St are 10 foot in width.

The CIC has asked RHMG engineers for three plans for Lenox. The first plan calls for 45 degree angle
parking. This plan has all the problems with diagonal parking safety. In addition, it has only 46 parking
places instead of the 66 Lenox now has. Really, | doubt anyone is interested in having less parking on
Lenox.

The second plan has 60 degree angle parking and 60 parking spaces (still less than 66 for parallel).
However, this is the most dangerous plan of the three. | could find no 60 degree diagonal on-street
parking in Glen Ellyn. The visibility difficulty on exiting a diagonal space increases with the angle of the
space. In addition, to enter and leave a 60 degree diagonal space, the car must cross into the opposite
lane of traffic. On examining the plans, it appears that the cars must go over half way into the opposite
lane to enter and leave the space. This is very dangerous especially at those times that Lenox is busy—
when school starts and ends and during the large park and high school events. The 60 degree angle
parking would not be allowed in Chicago. | was told that the idea of changing the present configuration
of Lenox was to obtain two unobstructed lanes of traffic. This plan does not do that. Cars driving on
Lenox will have to stop in both directions for a car to exit a parking space. In addition, the 60 degree
plan goes further into the park. From the present curb on the east side of Lenox, the 60 degree diagonal
parking will go 14 feet into the park.

The third plan is to widen Lenox three feet with parallel parking. This has the advantage of having 66
parking spaces. However, widening Lenox in this manner will greatly encourage speeding especially in
the high school student population that uses the road frequently. A wider road is a faster road. Lenox is
already wider that other roads in the area. Roads with 27 foot widths and parallel parking lanes, such as
Fairview, have much faster traffic and are through streets. This is not a safe configuration for Lenox.

The residents are concerned with the effect of the diagonal parking on the open space in the park and
the trees. The CIC plans state that the 60 degree diagonal parking will pave over 5630 sq ft of park. This
is the loss of valuable green space. This was minimized at the last meeting as being a small percentage
of Lake Ellyn Park. The room we are in is 737 sq feet. The pavement for the diagonal parking will cover
the area of 7 % rooms. 5600 sq ft of pavement is still 5600 sq ft no matter where it is. However, | think
a calculation of loss of “usable open space” with diagonal parking is more accurate for how the diagonal
parking will affect the park. Lake Ellyn Park is 28 acres. However, most residents would consider Lake
Ellyn Park to have three parts—the lake, a path around the lake to the south, east and north, and open
space between Lenox Road and the lake. Ruth Candy parkway and the Perry Preserve are generally not
thought of as Lake Ellyn Park. The open space area between Lenox and the Lake is 11 acres. This is
479,160 sq ft. The areas between the parking bays are really lost space for general use. Since the
parking goes out 14 feet, the loss of usable park space is 14 ft x 1342 ft (the sum of the parallel spot
lengths north and south of Linden). This is 18,788 sq ft. This represents 3.9% of the usable open space
between Lenox and the lake. This is not insignificant.



Lake Ellyn Park is special for two main reasons--the lake and the trees. | am not an arborist, but it is self
evident that the impact on trees would be greater with diagonal parking than reconstruction with the
present configuration. People come to Lake Ellyn Park for its beauty. Diagonal parking will detract from
the beauty. Most of the time, there are few cars parked on Lenox. With the diagonal spaces empty,
Lenox will look like a parking lot, not the beautiful residential road it is now. It has been named as one
of the most beautiful streets in DuPage County. We should cherish this, not turn it into a parking lot.

In summary, diagonal parking is more dangerous, would pave over 5630 sq ft. of valuable green space,
decreases the usable open space in the park by 3.9%, would be more damaging to trees, changes a
beautiful road into a parking lot, would be more costly, and have less total parking than leaving the road
configuration as it is. For all this, what are we gaining?

Lenox road, in its present configuration, has no significant safety concerns. Considering all the concerns
discussed above, many residents of Glen Ellyn feel strongly that a traffic safety study should be done
before the present configuration of the road is changed. Many residents feel that Lenox is safer as it is
presently than with any of the new designs.



Dale Siligmueller
630 Lenox Road
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

February 11, 2013
Re: Lenox Road Reconstruction
Dear Glen Ellyn Capital Improvement Committee:

Hello: My wife and I live on Lenox Road right at the area where the GE Park District has
proposed a road and parking redesign. My overall opinion is that the GEPD proposal
should be rejected as it will decrease safety on Lenox Road. My reasons against are:

¢ First, many people walk, jog and bike on Lenox Road. These people would be at
higher risk of being hit by cars backing up blindly from a diagonal parking spot
than from the parallel configuration. Also, moms unloading strollers from their
trunks would be safer with parallel parking as they would then not be standing in
the flow of traffic.

* Second, is Lenox Road, as the GEPD believes, currently more of a safety hazard
than say Park or Forest or Main? We have not seen any accidents in the seven
years we have lived on the street. While cars do speed, it seems extreme to narrow
the street or add speed bumps when we have not had any accidents. Speed bumps
can create a hazard when placed in unexpected spots.

¢ Third, the GEPD proposal states that they are addressing input heard at public
hearings. My understanding is that the citizen input at those meetings was to not
change parking on Lake or Lenox Road. These public hearings were held in
October and November and addressed the “Lake Ellyn Master Plan”. Even before
these public hearings the GEPD had proposed plans were to modify parking on
Lenox (see August 22 memo Lake Ellyn Master Plan - Draft of Goals” posted on
GEPD web site).

I then request is that you do not approve the GEPD’s road reconstruction proposal - it

would make the road less safe and would negatively impact the bucolic ambiance of Lake
Ellyn Park. The simple but right answer is to keep Lenox Road as it is now configured.

Sincerely

Dale Siligmueller
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Lenox / Linden Improvements
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Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission
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MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: February 12, 2013
MEETING: Regular X _ Special CALLED TO ORDER: 7:40 PM
QUORUM: Yes X_No ___ ADJOURNED: 11:55 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, Lane, Lindquist, Pryde and
Thelen

ABSENT: Commissioners O’Carroll and Ryne

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Professional Engineer
Bob Minix, Police Chief Phil Norton

AUDIENCE: Residents providing input on the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project.

CALL TO ORDER:
The February 12, 2013 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order at
7:40 PM by Chairman Colliander. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
No comments were offered on topics not pertaining to the Lenox-Linden Project.

CONSIDERATION OF PARKING, STREET WIDTH AND SIDEWALK DESIGN ISSUES —

= e ——— —— A ST A LA ALY

VILLAGE STAFF REPORT

P.E. Minix presented the Village Staff Report. He started by noting that if a recommendation is
made by the Commission, the next step will be for the Board of Trustees to consider the
recommendation, usually within a month or so but dependent on the Board’s future meeting
load and availability. Although there is a draft revised street rehabilitation program, the 2013
plan has not changed. It includes 10 streets and an alley organized into three projects, of which
the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project is one. On Lenox between Hawthorne and Qak, the
entire roadway will be removed and replaced, with less extensive rehabilitation proposed on
Linden. The extensive Lenox work provides the opportunity to review how the road is used.
The existing 25 foot roadway footprint is narrow to currently accommodate parking on the east
side and two lanes of traffic. There is no sidewalk on the east side currently.
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Stakeholder input has been ongoing throughout the process since September. The Park District
has presented to the Commission on two occasions. Based on that input, the project engineer
prepared some concepts for parking and sidewalk configuration.

The first configuration option calls for parallel parking and widening the road on the Lake Ellyn
Park side by three feet. This provides an 8 foot wide parking lane and two 9 foot wide driving
lanes. This plan also shows a sidewalk meandering in and out of the ROW into the park to
enhance access to the park from the parking area. The second and third options include angle
parking, one with 60 degree angle and one with 45 degree angle spaces on the east side. There
would not be a continuous row of parking, but would be in pods or bays working around trees.
The goals are not to increase parking but to provide more accessible parking. The 45 degree
option would provide easier access in-and-out backing into only one lane of traffic. The angle
options would require going about 16 feet into the park. A mix of parallel and angle parking
could be recommended. In response to audience comments, P.E. Minix said that there are
advantages and disadvantages to both parallel and angle parking. Based on input from a
consulting professional forester, angle parking would likely have a greater impact on trees in
the park than parallel parking. It was noted that tree protection measures would be employed
and any trees removed would be replaced.

The staff comments on parking configuration and width were summarized and included: (1)
ease of use can be improved by widening the driving lanes, with a narrower road at non-parking
locations; (2) a 21 foot back-to-back of curb roadway between Essex and Oak would allow for
an adjacent sidewalk against the curb, but could result in increased problems when vehicles are
parked on either side of the street; (3) there are safety trade-offs with both styles of parking;
(4) previously gathered data shows that changing the road geometry will likely not result in
increased speed or numbers of vehicles; (5) the input into the Park District Plan that contains
various recommendations for Lenox Road was district-wide; (6) the project provides an
opportunity to use pervious pavers and pavement, with angle parking options more likely
candidates . In response to audience comments, P.E. Minix said that the cost of angle parking
would be between $130,000 and $160,000, and widening the roadway approximately $40,000
in a project with an estimated cost of $1.9 million. Staff does not recommend lighting or
burying utilities in conjunction with this project. The final staff recommendations for Lenox are
for roadway improvements that improve two-way traffic flow; a sidewalk on the east side of
Lenox between Hawthorne and Oak and to adhere as closely as possible to the Park District
recommendations where practicable and appropriate.

AUDIENCE COMMENTS AND INPUT

Chairman Colliander started this portion of the meeting by noting that the Commission is
reviewing all the streets in the Village based on use for multiple decades. On any particular
street, there will be conversations with or regarding the Park District, schools, public services,
children’s safety, etc. to see what is best for the Village on that street. The Commission only
makes recommendations to the Village Board. The Board actually makes the decisions. Several
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residents commented that an additional sidewalk on the east side of Lenox is not needed as
pedestrians can cross over to and walk on the sidewalk on the west side of the street.

Resident Bob French of 692 Lenox asked how far down the road construction will cut and how it
will affect tree root zones. P.E. Minix said that a new water main and some new storm sewer
would be constructed. The storm sewer is 4-6 feet down and the water main approximately 5-6
feet. Itis possible that there are tree roots in the roadway now. Generally a root pruning is
done. Sanitary sewer problems will be fixed as they are found, with a lining project done after
the roadway project is complete. He noted that there are system-wide problems with the
sanitary sewer during severe storms.

Resident Rich Murphy of 658 Essex commented that residents agree that Lenox needs to be
fixed and has terrible drainage. He said, however, that there has not been a need
demonstrated for adding angle parking and a sidewalk between Linden and Essex that justifies
the cost. Speed and safety have not been a problem in the past.

A resident suggested stop signs at Lenox and Linden. Police Chief Norton noted that stop signs
often create accidents by interrupting the flow of traffic. Cars must yield to cross traffic at a “T”
intersection now as a matter of law. In response to resident questions, Chief Norton said that
there have been no traffic fatalities, nor a recollection of a serious accident on Lenox, although
he noted that there are accidents on every street.

Residents Reis Kayser of 721 Lenox, Donna Jennings of 725 Lenox, Tim McKeown of 644 Essex
and Christa Manion of 715 Lenox spoke against narrowing the Lenox roadway north of Essex to
accommodate a sidewalk. They noted that it is already difficult to back out of driveways
because of the existing relatively narrow roadway. Also, residents have heavily landscaped and
installed pavers near the edge of the current roadway.

Resident Carolyn Oesterle of 645 Lake Road made a short presentation to the Commission. She
noted the desire to have the park safe for children. Her research did not uncover complaints to
the Village or the Park District about the current parking configuration. She observed road
widths around the Village, and opined that it is good to be narrow and slow. She also provided
her calculations on lost “usable open space” if an additional sidewalk is constructed along with
creating parking bays.

Several residents said that they want a traffic engineer to give an opinion about the safety of
the road improvements. They have not yet engaged a consultant. In responding to questions,
P.E. Minix expressed doubt over the value of a traffic engineering report, noting that the
consensus is that, while parallel parking may be safer, there are other considerations and
tradeoffs. A traffic engineer likely will not categorically state which parking option is safer over
the others.
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Gary Mayo of 831 Glencoe noted he was at the meeting as a resident, not as a member of the
Park District Board. He said that the consensus was that something needed to be done. There
are safety and parking issues. Lenox is too narrow with parked cars and too wide without them,
creating the worst of both worlds. The parallel parking option results in some lost trees. That is
why the angle parking option is being considered. There is a rationale behind the proposed
option, and acknowledged that it can be changed.

Dave Harris, Executive Director of the Park District, said that the District’s guestionnaire was
not designed to be scientific, and that it went to the immediate neighborhood and stakeholders
such as the Lion’s Club as opposed to the entire Village population. Complaints heard by staff
give the sense that accessibility and parking are not sufficient.

Audience members questioned among themselves the need for any change and some
expressed opposition to all options.

Resident James Baumbich of 689 Lake Road noted that Lake has new pavement and curb, but
that the high school kids drive terribly and making them slow down is a good thing.

A letter authored by Joseph Oberfranc of 654 Geneva was provided to the Commission. The
letter comments on various aspects of the Park District recommendations for Lenox Road.

CIC DELIBERATIONS

The Commissioners introduced themselves to the audience. Chairman Colliander explained to
the audience that the Commissioners start with baseline criteria when considering road
reconstruction and weigh several factors: safety, financial constraints, green issues, snow plows

I~/

and fire trucks to name a few, along with resident concerns as it is always “someone’s” street.

The Commissioners gave overviews of their starting thoughts. Chairman Colliander thought the
sidewalk through the park would be used. He was glad that angle parking was considered, but
it would cause plowing issues. Pervious pavement throughout would not be workable.
Between Essex and Oak, it may not be a good thing to choke the roadway down to 17 feet by
adding a sidewalk.

Commissioner Burton parked on Lenox to observe the morning traffic. It felt very close and too
narrow. Pedestrians were walking in the street as opposed to on the west side of Lenox. He
was leaning toward widening the street and parallel parking with a sidewalk.

Commissioner Thelen said that the road needs to be wider, but is concerned about the speed
when there are not cars parallel parked to narrow the road. After consideration, he
determined the angle parking is not appropriate and is of limited benefit as no additional
spaces would be created. He can see a sidewalk on the east side of Lenox, but only between
Linden and Essex.
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Commissioner Lindquist favored parallel parking and thought that putting islands between
parallel parking spaces would be a good idea. He was also in favor of a sidewalk, but not
between Essex and Oak, and noted that the new sidewalk on Hawthorne is being used. He was
in favor of a traffic table at Linden, but not pervious pavers in the parking lane.

Commissioner Pryde noted that it is the Commission’s job to look at options. He is not in favor
of angle parking, but that a slight increase in road width would make a major improvement. A
meandering sidewalk would be better than a straight design, and would avoid having to remove
trees. Upgraded sidewalk materials should be paid for by the Park District. He understands
residents’ concerns about a sidewalk from Essex to Oak and is undecided.

Commissioner Brugh expressed support for a sidewalk from Hawthorne to Oak, noting that it
needs to connect on both ends. His comment expressing support for pervious pavers in the
parallel parking lane and the Linden crossing generated a discussion among the Commissioners
concerning pavers and stamped paving. The consultants in attendance reviewed the difference
in pervious pavement and pavers and how each system works. Although the capital cost is
higher, some systems are expected to last 50 years, and they are easy to repair. The Park
District has recommended pervious pavers for any sidewalk as they have less impact on trees.

Commissioner Lane expressed dislike for diagonal parking, noting that clearly the residents are
not in favor of it. He does not like the fact that there is currently no sidewalk on the east side of
Lenox through the park; between Essex to Oak he is somewhere between ambivalent and a
“No”. He likes the paver idea at Linden, but not the raised crosswalk/speed table. The
Commissioners discussed the pros and cons of speed tables.

Melissa Creech, the Park District President, said that the District’s research shows that
connectivity is very important to residents. An even surface is needed for ADA accessibility. A
sidewalk on the east side would be very helpful, and the District staff would keep it clear in
winter. She asked that the Commission consider strategic bump outs north of Linden to protect
the oaks if the road is widened. She suggested having the pavers be an alternative bid for the
entire street pavement to ascertain how much more they will cost. Commissioners discussed
options of bump outs or not widening the road north of Linden, a table crosswalk at Linden if
there are two different road widths, and various treatments for a possible speed table at
Linden.

P.E. Minix suggested deferring construction until 2014. Once the basic street footprint is
established, there are other factors, particularly interaction with the Park District that will be
ongoing. The Lenox-Linden project could be combined with nearby work planned for 2014 on
Elm and Chidester between Lenox and Riford into one larger construction contract. It is also
possible that the Board of Trustees will not consider the roadway footprint until the new Board
is seated in May, which would allow little time for all the details to be settled in order for Lenox
and Linden to be rebuilt in 2013.
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Chairman Colliander expressed desire for a consensus at this meeting so the Commission can
move forward. The following four recommendations regarding the reconstruction of Lenox
between Hawthorne and Oak were moved, seconded and unanimously approved by the
Commissioners:

1. From Hawthorne to Linden, the width of the roadway be 28 feet, back-of-curb to back-
of-curb with parallel parking and using an asphalt paving surface;

2. At the intersection with Linden, do not raise the pavement surface, but provide an
alternate bid item for modular pavers in lieu of an asphalt paving surface;

3, From Linden to Essex, the width of the roadway be 28 feet, back-of-curb to back-of-
curb, with width adjustments at existing tree locations conforming to professional arborist
recommendations, and parallel parking using an asphalt paving surface;

4, Between Essex and Oak, no change in roadway width and no new sidewalk installed
on the east side of the roadway.

An additional recommendation regarding project timing was approved unanimously, as follows:

The Lenox-Linden Improvements Project should be postponed to the 2014 construction

season.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Commissioner Burton moved to approve the January 8, 2013 regular meeting minutes. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Pryde. The Motion carried unanimously.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:
There was no Trustee report.

ADJOURNMENT:

Chairman Colliander moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Burton, and was carried unanimously. The February 12, 2013 meeting was
adjourned at 11:55 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works



MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital Improvements DATE: March 12, 2013
MEETING: Regular X _ Special CALLED TO ORDER:  7:35PM
QUORUM: Yes X _ No ___ ADJOURNED: 10:33 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, Lane, Lindquist, Pryde, Ryne and
Thelen

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Professional Engineer
Bob Minix

ABSENT: Commissioner O’Carroll

AUDIENCE: Dave Harris and Dan Hopkins from the Glen Ellyn Park District; several residents
concerning the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project.

CALL TO ORDER:
The March 12, 2013 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order at
7:35 PM by Chairman Colliander. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
No comments other than on the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
Commissioner Lindquist moved to approve the February 12, 2013 regular meeting minutes.
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Brugh. The Motion carried unanimously.

REHABILITATION OF LENOX ROAD — RECAP OF FEBRUARY MEETING:
P.E. Minix presented a summary, and asked for clarification, of actions taken at the February 12
meeting. The new Village Board will consider the Commission’s recommendations after it
comes on in May. The basic footprint of Lenox was decided, with parallel parking and widening
the street. The roadway north of Essex will not be widened, nor a sidewalk installed on the east
side. The intersection at Linden will be fiush with bid alternates for roadway materials.

There was discussion concerning handicapped parking. There is no parallel parking
configuration that is ADA approved. There are currently 4 spots by the boathouse. Options for
better accessibility were discussed with the Park District staff. The Park District does not want
more parking in the entrance way to the boathouse. The handicapped parking currently
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available is more than required by code, but there have been requests for more by event
coordinators.

ISSUES RELATED TO NEW SIDEWALK INSTALLATIONS ON LENOX BETWEEN HAWTHORNE AND
ESSEX, AND ON LINDEN BETWEEN MAIN AND LENOX:

STAFF REPORT

P.E. Minix said that there is no sidewalk on the south side of Linden aside from one lot. Existing
Linden sidewalk moves back-and-forth on one side of the street from the north to the south
side between Lenox and Western. He noted that for Maple and Linden west of Main, the Board
decided in 2002 to have sidewalk on one side only. On Linden east of Main there are older
homes very close to the right-of-way, particularly on the south side. Some homes have been
heavily landscaped by residents, including with trees, in the parkway. The engineers have
proposed a sidewalk that minimizes impact on mature trees. In response to Commissioners’
questions, P.E. Minix said that the proposed sidewalk is all within the Village right-of-way. All
utilities are in the street. The Commissioners’ consensus was that Linden receives a lot of foot
traffic, but they also took note of the homes close to the right-of-way and/or had extensive
landscaping in or very near the right-of-way.

AUDIENCE COMMENTS AND INPUT

David Rennard of 621 Linden provided a handout showing his home fronting on Linden. There
is a hedge along Linden that has been there since at least 1988. The proposed sidewalk goes
between the hedge and his house, which he feels puts it in the middle of their front yard.

Elicia Viola of 646 Forest noted that there has been discussion with residents about sidewalks in
the past. A sidewalk on one side adequately serves the community. The additional sidewalk will
be unnecessary spending of tax money. There are privacy issues, and sidewalk could impact
tree roots. She also said that snow can pile up on carriage walks.

Sherri Shonkwiler of 646 Park expressed concern about storm water drainage if a sidewalk is
put in on the Linden side of the property.

CIC DELIBERATIONS

Commissioner Lane asked for clarification on why additional sidewalk is being recommended by
staff. P.E. Minix said that staff is generally in favor of completing sidewalk corridors in
conjunction with a roadway project. This sidewalk is given a priority as it involves connectivity
with a destination park. Commissioner Pryde noted that the Commission looks on a broader
scale at what goes on in the community. Also, the right-of-way is Village owned property and
there is no taking from residents, although the Commission tries to be respectful of how a
resident uses the right-of-way. The hedge at 621 Linden impacts anyone trying to get out of a
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car at that spot. [t is the mandate of the Commission to respond to how streets are used. The
two blocks nearest the park are most important when considering safety and ease of
movement. Commissioner Colliander said that much thought is given to the Commission’s
recommendations. He noted that they work with schools and the Park District when
improvements go past their property, and considers how improvements affect the entire
community.

There was discussion with Mr. Rennard concerning how best to align a sidewalk and the
possibility of moving the hedge. It was confirmed that there currently is not enough space
between the hedge and street for even a three foot wide walkway. The consensus was to move
the hedge, put the sidewalk next to the street and connect it with the sidewalk across the
driveway.

There was discussion concerning sidewalk on the east side of Park, although it was noted that
extreme side slope issues have prevented sidewalk installation.

P.E. Minix said that the Commission could wait until its April meeting to make a
recommendation. The consensus was to postpone a recommendation and give it more
consideration. Commissioner Colliander asked staff for a plan showing a reconfigured straight
sidewalk from Lenox to Main. It can tie into existing sidewalk. P.E. Minix said it will be ready
for viewing and consideration at the April meeting.

Consideration then turned to the sidewalk on the east side of Lenox through Lake Ellyn Park.
The plan under consideration meanders in an effort to miss trees and existing landscaping while
getting residents into the park. Commissioners were generally in agreement about the need for
a sidewalk on the east side of Lenox, although it was noted that there already are paths through
the park. There was discussion on how to tie everything at the park entrance. P.E. Minix noted
there are many design options, and that staff can work on the details and bring a plan back to
the Commission. It was noted that the Park District will need time to comment on whatever
plan is being considered by the Commission. The District can provide the Commission a list of
trees worth salvaging in areas near the proposed sidewalk. There was discussion about
configuring the sidewalk to serve the vehicles parked on Lenox.

Chairman Colliander summed up the full discussion as follows: that the consensus is to install a
sidewalk on the east side of Lenox, that it should be closer to the street between Hawthorne
and Linden, and meander more between Linden and Essex. This will be the starting point for
staff and for discussion at the April meeting, for which a plan will be prepared by staff with
input from the Park District and the Village consulting arborist. There was additional discussion
concerning the level of detail which should be prepared by staff and considered by the
Commission. Commissioner Pryde noted that the plan should refine the concept and convey
the Commissioners’ intent to the Board of Trustees, the Park District and the neighbors. For
discussion purposes, the sidewalk width will be shown at the standard five feet.
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P.E. Minix said that there are more sidewalks to review for the 2013 construction season,
particularly segments of Oak and Brandon. He will provide the Commissioners proposed
layouts before the April meeting. Chairman Colliander said that the Commission will continue
to consider applying the standard of installing sidewalks when road work is being done, thereby
making the Village more accessible. The Commission anticipates receiving resident feedback.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:
Trustee Hartweg said that he is going off the Board of Trustees in May. There will be three new
Trustees and a new Village President. A new assistant Village Manager has been hired with

heavy human resources background.

Budget workshops have been held, and the Village budget will be adopted April 22. The reserve
policy is increasing by one-half percent. The five year financial plan is not necessarily positive
for five years from now.

The Village Links project is nearly under roof. It will be a great asset when completed, and
could be done within a month of schedule. Funds switched to this project include $450,000 in
capital funds and $75,000 each from water and sewer funds.

OTHER BUSINESS:

P.E. Minix said that the plan is to go out for bid within the next six weeks for 2013 projects
starting the end of May and running into early fall. The recommendation to be presented to
the Board of Trustees is that the Lenox/Linden project will be deferred to 2014.

Director Hansen said that there will be a bike path in place around April 1 for 3 miles with 75
signs in the area of Lambert, Fawell, Park and Nicoll Way. There is no pavement marking, just
signage. It will be promoted in the Village newsletter.

Director Hansen mentioned that the Hawthorne project received an award from APWA Metro
Chapter. Approximately 1,500 tons of salt have been used during the current winter season.

P.E. Minix said that the Crescent Blvd. project in front of Glenbard West is going well. There will
not be a signal at Park and Crescent but intersection improvements will be significant. The
project will be partially paid for with federal funds. There will be an opportunity for the
Commission to review the preferred plan when it is ready.

ADJOURNMENT:

Chairman Pryde moved to adjourn the meeting. There were several seconds, and the motion
was carried unanimously. The March 12, 2013 meeting was adjourned at 10:33 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Village of Glen Ellyn Public Works



MINUTES

BOARD OR COMMISSION:  Capital improvements DATE: April 9, 2013
MEETING: Regular X_ Special __ CALLED TO ORDER:  7:35 PM
QUORUM: Yes X_ No __ ADJOURNED: 9:28 PM
MEMBER ATTENDANCE:

PRESENT: Chairman Colliander, Commissioners Brugh, Burton, Lane, Lindquist, O’Carroll, Ryne
and Thelen

OTHERS: Trustee Liaison Hartweg, Public Works Director Julius Hansen, Professional Engineer
Bob Minix, Dave Harris and Dan Hopkins from the Glen Ellyn Park District

ABSENT: Commissioner Pryde

AUDIENCE: Several residents concerning the Lenox-Linden improvements Project.

CALL TO ORDER:
The April 9, 2013 meeting of the Capital Improvements Commission was called to order at 7:35

PM by Chairman Colliander. A quorum was present.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:

Prior to the audience participation, P.E. Minix summarized the purpose of the meeting, starting
with the Lenox-Linden project. The meeting focus will be on sidewalks. The hope is to have a
recommendation to bundle with others already agreed upon to be considered by the Board of
Trustees, probably in June. He reminded everyone that the project is not going to construction
in 2013.

Carolyn Oesterle of 645 Lake Road provided a presentation on various approaches to reducing
vehicle speeds. Ms. Oesterle offered the opinion that widening Lenox will increase speeds and
will need traffic calming measures. There is a difference in the number of cars that park
between Hawthorne and Linden and Linden and Essex, suggesting that between Linden and
Essex, Lenox does not need to be widened.

Eleanor Saliamonas of 626 Newton said that she would prefer to not have curbs, and that the
sidewalks are unnecessary. She hopes that climate change considerations will be taken into
account when the Commission makes its recommendation.



Capital Improvement Commission Page 2 of 5
April 9, 2013

Donna Jennings of 725 Lenox expressed concern about bump outs along Lenox between Linden
and Essex designed to accommodate trees in Lake Ellyn Park. It is confusing for teenagers to
not have a straight road, and they eliminate some parking spaces.

In response to a resident question about the cost of the sidewalks, P.E. Minix said that the total
construction cost would be about $50,000. It was also noted that there has not been a study
done of the number of people who walk in the street, nor on the age of the trees. P.E. Minix
said that the condition of the trees in the corridor has been assessed, and will have further
evaluation once they leaf-out. Any work on Linden will impact trees regardless of whether a
sidewalk is installed.

There was general discussion concerning the corridor trees. Noting that the project is
scheduled for 2014, the 2012 drought should not be a concern. The residents expressed
concern for trees, sidewalks and property values, noting that although they need sewers and
streets, sidewalks are not needed on both sides of the street.

CONSIDERATION OF NEW SIDEWALK ISSUES ASSOCIATED WITH THE REHABILITATION OF
LENOX ROAD BETWEEN HAWTHORNE AND ESSEX, AND LINDEN STREET BETWEEN MAIN AND
ESSEX

REVIEW OF REVISED PLAN LAYOUTS:

P.E. Minix reviewed the revised sidewalk alignments. On the east side of Lenox between
Hawthorne and Linden, the alignment reflects the goal to keep the sidewalk against the curb to
maximize the usefulness to those parking there. Only until just before Linden does the sidewalk
slightly curve into the park. North of Linden, the sidewalk is moved into the park to avoid a
clump of trees. The plan assumes the roadway is widened all the way to Essex. If it is not, then
the sidewalk could go against the curb.

As for the new sidewalk on the south side of Linden between Main and Lenox, P.E. Minix
reviewed the various places new sidewalk would be installed lot-by-lot. The sidewalk generally
follows an alignment closer to the curb. Special focus was on the transition from the 645 N.
Park home to the most easterly house at 621 Linden.

Commissioner comments were pasitive about the park entrance, and the response from the
Park District has been positive. It was noted that follow-up protocols for tree protection will be
important to keep park trees safe.

AUDIENCE COMMENTS:

Kirsten Schiff of 645 N. Park said that putting a sidewalk on the curb could be dangerous to
pedestrians when someone exits a car on the passenger side. She also expressed concern for
property values and money spent where not needed.
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David Rennard of 621 Linden expressed support for the transition as shown between his home
and 645 Park as a discouragement to skateboarders.

CIC DELIBERATIONS:

Chairman Colliander noted that the Commission’s thinking is to allow all Village residents to use
Village assets and to move people around the Village. Every time a street is reconstructed, the
Commission considers whether a new sidewalk segment will serve and better the Village. In
addition, many groups have input: Park District, schools, Fire and Police Departments.

New Sidewalk on the East Side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex: Commissioner Thelen
said that the Lenox sidewalk meets the objectives laid out in past meetings. Commissioner
Burton expressed support for the revised configuration. While the curve around the trees
seems contrived, he understands its purpose. Commissioners Ryne, Lindquist, Lane and Brugh
liked the revised configuration. Chairman Colliander said he would prefer to soften the curve
on the north end to make it more symmetrical.

Chairman Colliander made the following motion

“The Commission recommends that the revised configuration of the sidewalk on the east side
of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex as discussed at the April 9, 2013 meeting proceed to
the next step of engineering for a 2014 project.”

Commissioner Brugh seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

New Sidewalk on the South Side of Linden between Main and Lenox: Commissioner Thelen said
that the extra sidewalks will be a benefit during events. The revised configuration keeps it as
close to the curb and far away from homes as possible. Commissioner Lindquist observed a
resident walking in the street when the sidewalk ended rather than crossing the street.
Chairman Colliander said that additional sidewalk will move people in a safer manner than
without sidewalk. Commissioner Lane expressed reservations about the effectiveness of the
additional sidewalk and said that the current walk layout seems forced. Commissioner Brugh
expressed support, noting that new residents will want sidewalks to help get children into the
park. Commissioner O’Carroll expressed support, looking at it from both safety and function
perspectives as it is near the park and the high school.

Chairman Colliander made the following motion
“The Commission recommends that the revised configuration of the sidewalk on the south
side of Linden between Main and Lenox as discussed at the April 9, 2013 meeting proceed to

the next step of engineering for a 2014 project.”

Commissioner Burton seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.



Capital Improvement Commission Page 4 of 5
April 9, 2013

Commissioners asked staff to review the alignments as engineering proceeds.

P.E. Minix said that the Board of Trustees could take up the recommendations in June.
Residents will be notified by mail of the meeting. If the Board discussion takes place in the
summer, a construction deadline will not be missed.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
Commissioner Burton moved to approve the March 12, 2013 regular meeting minutes. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Lane and carried unanimously.

TRUSTEE’S REPORT:
Chairman Colliander recognized that this is Trustee Hartweg’s last meeting as he is going off the
Board of Trustees.

Trustee Hartweg said the April 8 meeting focused on the budget. There was also a lengthy
discussion concerning the license agreement with the Historical Society.

P.E. Minix said that the Village President will appoint the new Trustee liaison for the
Commission.

OTHER BUSINESS:
P.E. Minix reported that Commissioners Burton, Lindquist and Thelen have been asked to serve

an additional term on the Commission.

The May meeting will include discussion regarding new sidewalk in connection with the Oak-
Euclid-Forest-Alley Improvements Project. The south side of Oak has virtually no sidewalk aside
from two homes. The proposed alignment will attempt to be as straight as possible but to
maneuver around trees. There are grade challenges between Highland and Main.

Additionally, P.E. Minix would like to include discussion at the May meeting of sidewalk on
Brandon between Hill and Hillside associated with the 2013 Street Improvements Project.
There will be a public meeting on that matter on April 23.

Chairman Colliander asked that exhibits showing existing sidewalks in those corridors be
available for the May meeting.

In response to Commissioners’ questions, P.E. Minix said that there will be new concrete
pavement and storm sewer in the alley located in the block bounded by Western, Elm, Prairie
and Oak. The residents there are pleased the situation is being addressed.
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PUBLIC WORKS REPORT

Director Hansen said that the 5.5 mile bike path has been completed on the south end of the
Village. Signage is in place. There will be a meeting on April 10 concerning the downtown
streetscape and parking situation. Many comments have been received concerning the historic
horse trough and the holiday tree placement.

In response to Commissioners’ questions, Director Hansen said that salt usage over the winter
ended up in the normal range. Public Works is looking for a site for a structure to store an
entire year’s worth of salt. The new fuel system is working well, and the old tank was removed
without leakage.

Director Hansen mentioned that the Hawthorne project has received additional recognition by
the American Public Works Association as a “Project of the Year” for transportation projects
costing less than $5 million.

P.E. Minix said that the Village has been selected to receive additional federal grant funds for
street rehabilitation. Main Street between Roosevelt and Fairview will be resurfaced within the
next four years with the cost being 70% funded by the federal government, amounting to a
grant of about $200,000. The Crescent roadway in front of Glenbard West continues in design
with Phase | engineering nearing completion; the project will be constructed in the summer of
2015. Work on the sidewalk extension project on the east end of Crescent will be completed as
soon as weather allows.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Burton moved to adjourn the meeting. There were several seconds, and the
motion was carried unanimously. The April 9, 2013 meeting was adjourned at 9:28 PM.

Submitted by Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
Reviewed by R. Minix, Viliage of Glen Ellyn Public Works
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Glen Ellyn Public Works Department

Interoffice Memorandum

to: Members of the Capital Improvements Commission
from: Bob Minix, Professional Engineer%{r/)%m;f
subject: March 2013 CIC Meeting - Information Transmittal
date: March 8, 2013

The March 2013 meeting of the Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission is scheduled for 7:30 PM
Tuesday evening, March 12, 2013 in Room 301 of the Civic Center. The principal topic of discussion will
be new sidewalks on Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex and on Linden between Main and Lenox.

The principal goal of the meeting will be the formulation of recommendations for new sidewalk adjacent to
Lake Ellyn Park and on the south side of the Linden Street, all part of the proposed Lenox-Linden
Improvements Project. The enclosed packet contains information pertaining to the sidewalk issues including
an update to last month’s summary memo focusing on the new sidewalk segments under current
consideration. In addition, the meeting agenda, a copy of the draft minutes from the February 12, 2013
meeting and the March 2013 Project Activity report are provided herein.

Please contact me at 630-547-5514 (direct line) or via email (bobm@glenellyn.org) if you have any
questions or comments. See you on Tuesday night.

cc: Julius Hansen, Public Works Director
Jeff Perrigo, Civil Engineer
Patti Underhill, Acting Village Clerk / Administrative Services Coordinator
Phil Hartweg, Trustee Liaison
Karen Blake, Recording Secretary
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AGENDA

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION

Glen Ellyn Civic Center — Room 301
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Tuesday, March 12, 2013
7:30 PM

Call to Order
Audience Participation (non-agenda items)
Approval of Minutes from the February 12, 2013 Meeting

Consideration of New Sidewalk Issues Associated with the Rehabilitation of Lenox
Road between Hawthorne and Essex and Linden Street between Main and Lenox:

Village Staff Report (Professional Engineer Bob Minix)
CIC Questions to Staff

Audience Comments and Input

CIC Deliberations

Formulation and Approval of Recommendations

0O0O0O0aOo

Trustee’s Report — Trustee Liaison Phil Hartweg

Other Business —

0 Other 2013 Project Issues and Schedule — Professional Engineer Bob Minix
Public Works Report — Public Works Director Julius Hansen
Project Report — Professional Engineer Bob Minix

Adjournment



MEMORANDUM

TO: Capital Improvements Commission .
FROM: Bob Minix, Professional Engineer %/M(‘/V"‘f
DATE: March 8, 2013 Update for New Sidewalk Discussion

SUBJECT: Lenox-Linden Improvements Project
New Sidewalk Considerations with Request for CIC Recommendation

ISSUES

At the February 2013 Capital Improvements Commission meeting, recommendations were
formulated and approved for Lenox Road reconstruction relating to parking configuration and
street width between Hawthorne and Oak. In addition, a recommendation for no new sidewalk
on the east side of Lenox between Essex and Oak was approved. Furthermore, the CIC
recommended that construction of the Lenox-Linden project be deferred to 2014 in order to
provide adequate time to make final design decisions on many details and to continue to work
with stakeholders to arrive at the best possible project. While discussed at the February meeting,
the issue of new sidewalk adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park was deferred and time constraints did not
permit any discussion on new sidewalk on Linden between Main and Lenox.

The proposed Lenox-Linden project provides an opportunity for installation of additional
improvements such as new sidewalk. The March 2013 meeting of the CIC will be devoted to
further examining the new sidewalk questions, focusing on the areas adjacent to Lake Ellyn Park
along Lenox and the south side of Linden Street.

ACTION REQUESTED

The Capital Improvements Commission is the designated body to provide an initial review and
consideration of the appropriate roadway design elements — including sidewalks — and to
formulate needed recommendations. It is requested that the CIC formally consider the remaining
Lenox Road and Linden Street new sidewalk questions at this time. As done for the February
meeting, approximately 215 residents in the area around Lake Ellyn Park have been invited to
attend the upcoming CIC meeting. A copy of the March 1, 2013 invite letter is enclosed.

LENOX ROAD - LAKE ELLYN PARK SIDEWALK ISSUES

Information Package

The basic information package for Lenox Road was transmitted to the commissioners in advance
of the February meeting. The following items supplement that initial package. If anyone needs
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information from the February package, please contact me and I will transmit that package to
you electronically.

g CIC Meeting Minutes — The February 2013 draft meeting minutes are included with the
overall packet for the March meeting.

0 Consultant Products - RHMG Engineers has prepared a conceptual sidewalk layout
associated with widening Lenox and parallel parking on the east side of the roadway.
This layout will be reviewed at the CIC meeting. Comments from consulting
professional forester Dave Coulter will also be reviewed.

a Park District Input — It is suggested that the Park District information relative to
sidewalk be reviewed at the March meeting. The basic layout prepared by the design
consultant is in substantial conformance with the width and alignment suggested by the
Lake Ellyn Master Plan team.

0 Resident Input — Any additional input from interested parties regarding the Lake Ellyn
Park side sidewalk should be requested by the CIC from March meeting attendees.

Sidewalk Design Decision Factors, with Staff Comments

The primary purpose of sidewalk on the east side of Lenox Road between Hawthorne and Essex
would be to facilitate entry or exit from the Park either from parked vehicles or by pedestrians. Such a
sidewalk should connect to the overall Village network at logical locations at intersections; mid-block
crossings into the park are not recommended. The sidewalk alignment should be very sensitive to tree
location and be made of materials that minimize disturbance of tree roots. RHMG estimates new five-
foot wide sidewalk costs to be approximately $33 per running foot for regular concrete; $64 per
running foot for pervious concrete; and $80 per running foot for permeable unit paver construction;
overall sidewalk costs would range from $50,000 to $120,000 if a total length of 1,500 ft. of new
sidewalk is built. It is recommended that the sidewalk be built at the same time roadway
improvements are constructed.

Recommendation
Staff Recommendation — Public Works staff supports:
o Sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Qak

a Close adherence to the recommendations of the Glen Ellyn Park District regarding alignment,
tree protection and materials of construction for the sidewalk in and near Lake Ellyn Park.

CIC Recommendation — The CIC is requested to consider staff and resident input and develop their
recommendation for new sidewalk on the east side of Lenox between Hawthorne and Essex.
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LINDEN STREET NEW SIDEWALK

Information Package (this section is repeated in its entirety from the February memo, with
additional information provided)

a Consultant Products - RHMG Engineers have provided a base map (enclosed) with
potential new sidewalk routing shown on the south side of Linden. The parkway width
and estimated setback between the property line (south Linden right-of-way) and the
residences on the south side of Linden have been added by Village staff. While no tree
removals are required with the proposed alignment, there are a number of trees in
proximity to the sidewalk. The walk must also traverse through and near existing
parkway landscaping in a number of locations. All of the setbacks between homes and
the property line along Linden are substandard when compared to current zoning
requirements with a number of locations less than 10 ft.

a GIS Information -- The Village Engineering Division excerpted information from the
DuPage County GIS to determine setback distances to resident homes along the south
side of Linden as well as to prepare an overall graphic showing the footprint of
residences on lots (graphic enclosed).

0 Consulting Forester Dave Coulter advises that there are many challenges to successful
installation of new sidewalk on the south side of Linden:

- 621 Linden - In addition to numerous parkway / shared trees of significant size, a
mature box hedge occupies the parkway. The front porch further intrudes into the
sideyard.
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- Looking East from 645 Forest toward 646 Park — Mature trees and landscape
areas.

.
B S

P

- 646 Forest — Evergreens, trees and a large expanse of homeowner-maintained
landscape areas in the parkway. Tree clearances would be very tight.
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Additional Sidewalk Considerations, with Staff Comments

0 Surrounding Sidewalk Network — Please refer to the attached plan showing the status of
sidewalks in the Lake Ellyn area. West of Main Street on Linden, sidewalk exists on the
south side of the right-of-way but not on the north side. During the 2002 Maple-Linden
II project, the Village Board considered additional sidewalk on Linden between Main and
Western, but ultimately decided to not construct the north sidewalk. On Main and Forest
between Hawthorne and Oak, sidewalk exists on both sides of the street. On Park
between Hawthorne and Oak sidewalk exists only on the west side of the roadway.
Hawthorne now has sidewalk on both sides of the street over its entire corridor. Maple
between Main and Park has sidewalk on both sides. Oak east of Main has sidewalk on
both sides of the street except for missing segments on the north side between Forest and
Park and Grand and Riford.

a Stakeholder Input — Since the focal point of project considerations to date has been Lenox
Road, no particular resident input has been sought to date on the issue of new sidewalk
on Linden. It is anticipated that there is considerable local opposition to constructing the
new sidewalk in the corridor. Issues include the intrusive nature of the sidewalk since
setbacks from the Linden right-of-way are very short in many cases; potential tree
impacts; significant disruption to existing hedges and landscaping; and historical basis for
no sidewalk on the south side of Linden.

0 Costs — Using the RHMG estimates for new five-foot wide sidewalk costs of about $33
per running foot for regular concrete; $64 per running foot for pervious concrete; and $80
per running foot for permeable unit paver construction, the cost to install about 925 ft. of
new sidewalk in the Linden corridor would range from about $30,000 to $75,000
depending on the type of material installed.

Recommendation

Staff Recommendation — As usual, staff supports installation of new sidewalk wherever possible and
will endeavor to construct it in a manner to reduce tree impacts. The sidewalk benefits must be
weighed against disruption to a corridor with short setbacks, mature trees and home-owner maintained
landscaping areas.

CIC Recommendation — The CIC is requested to consider staff and resident input and develop their
recommendations for new sidewalk on the south side of Linden. A suggested form of a motion is
presented below:

The Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission has evaluated the feasibility and
advisability of new sidewalk improvements on the south side of Linden between
Main and Lenox and recommends that it (be / not be) constructed as part of the
Lenox-Linden Improvements Project. (reasons). (other considerations).
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March 1, 2013

INFORMATION LETTER NO. 2
LENOX-LINDEN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

Dear Corridor Residents, Institutions and Other Interested Parties:

Thank you to those residents and agencies that attended the February Capital Improvements Commission
meeting that was devoted to deliberating various design issues associated with the Lenox-Linden project.
The following recommendations were approved unanimously by the CIC on February 12, 2013 regarding
the proposed Lenox Road configuration between Hawthorne and Oak, which currently is 25 ft. wide from
back-of-curb to back-of-curb with parallel parking:

0 From Hawthorne to Linden, the width of the roadway be 28 ft. wide from back-of-curb to back-of-
curb with parallel parking and using an asphalt paving surface

0 At the intersection with Linden, do not raise the pavement surface, but provide an alternate bid
item for modular pavers in lieu of an asphalt paving surface

@ From Linden to Essex, the width of the roadway be 28 ft. wide from back-of-curb to back-of-curb,
with width adjustments at existing tree locations conforming to professional arborist
recommendations, and parallel parking using an asphalt paving surface

0 Between Essex and Oak, no change in roadway width and no new sidewalk installed on the east
side of the roadway where none currently exists

It was also unanimously approved that construction of the Lenox-Linden Improvements Project be
postponed to the 2014 construction season.

The next step regarding these recommendations is consideration by the Village Board and this is not
expected to occur until at least mid-May 2013 once the new board and president are in place.

The CIC will continue to discuss sidewalk issues associated with the project for the east side of Lenox
through Lake Ellyn Park and on the south side of Linden between Main to Lenox. These discussions will
occur at the March meeting scheduled for March 12, 2013. The meeting will take place in Room 301 of
the Civic Center, 535 Duane Street, starting at 7:30 PM.

In similar fashion to the February meeting, the CIC will receive a staff report, request audience comments
and input, develop a recommendation(s) and vote on new sidewalk construction. All parties interested in
subject sidewalk issues are requested to attend the March 12, 2013 meeting of the Capital Improvements

Commission.

If you have any questions regarding the upcoming CIC meeting, please contact me at 630-547-5514 or
bobm@glenellyn.org. Ilook forward to the continuing discussions and the development of the next set of
CIC recommendations for the Lenox-Linden project.

Very truly yours,

Bt Hort

Bob Minix, Professional Engineer
Glen Ellyn Public Works Department
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Glen Eliyn Public Works Department

Interoffice Memorandum

to:
from:
subject:

date:

Members of the Capital Improvements Commission

Bob Minix, Professional Engineer%%

April 2013 CIC Meeting — Information Transmittal

April 5, 2013

The April 2013 meeting of the Glen Ellyn Capital Improvements Commission is scheduled for 7:30 PM
Tuesday evening, April 9, 2013 in Room 301 of the Civic Center. Carolyn Oesterle will be providing a
presentation on Traffic Tables at the start of the meeting. The principal topic will again be new sidewalk
issues associated with the Lenox-Linden project.

Enclosed herewith are the following items:

Q

a

Meeting Agenda
Minutes of the March 12, 2013 CIC meeting
Project Activity Report dated April 5, 2013

Plan drawings depicting revised layouts for proposed sidewalk on the east side of Lenox Road in
Lake Ellyn Park and on the south side of Linden between Main and Lenox. These drawings
reflect the latest proposed alignments; in both cases favoring to the maximum practical extent
placement of sidewalk adjacent to the curb.

An email with attached statement from Carolyn Oesterle providing background on her planned
presentation on Traffic Tables.

Some notes of anonymous origin regarding street width and sidewalk considerations in the
Lenox-Linden area.

Preliminary layouts for new sidewalk on Oak and Brandon — as time permits, I would like to
discuss the current thoughts on these sidewalk configurations in advance of the May meeting.

Please contact me at 630-547-5514 (direct line) or via email (bobm@pglenellyn.org) if you have any
questions or comments. See you on Tuesday night.

cc: Julius Hansen, Public Works Director
Jeff Perrigo, Civil Engineer
Patti Underhill, Acting Village Clerk / Administrative Services Coordinator
Phil Hartweg, Trustee Liaison
Karen Blake, Recording Secretary



VI

VI

VIIL

AGENDA

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS COMMISSION

Glen Ellyn Civic Center — Room 301
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Tuesday, April 9, 2013
7:30 PM

Call to Order

Audience Participation:

a Presentation by Carolyn Oesterle on Traffic Tables
a Other (non-agenda related)

Approval of Minutes from the March 12, 2013 Meeting

Continued from March 2013 Meeting: Consideration of New Sidewalk Issues
Associated with the Rehabilitation of Lenox Road between Hawthome and Essex and
Linden Street between Main and Lenox —

Review of Revised Plan Layouts

Audience Comments and Input

CIC Deliberations

Formulation and Approval of Recommendations

00 0o

Trustee’s Report — Trustee Liaison Phil Hartweg

Other Business (as required)

Public Works Report — Public Works Director Julius Hansen
Project Report — Professional Engineer Bob Minix

Adjournment
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