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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Project scope
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Project Needs:

| « Reconstruct
Agen'tl::gllilli::tcnl:'! ro ad Wa.y
pavement
 Provide

pedestrian and
picycle facilities



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Phase I Process
-Development and analysis of alternatives
-Environmental studies (NEPA)
-Public Involvement
-Final Report Preparation



 An open house
public meeting was
held on November
12, 2014

e 43 people attended

* 4 concept design
alternatives were
presented



Presenter
Presentation Notes
People open about their opinions
Some people stated what alternative they liked, others just expressed concerns such as safety of bikes on the street
Many residents concerned about losing parking
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Presentation Notes
-describe existing features


Concept Alternative A

Proposed Typical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-similar to existing conditions
-maintain on-street parking
-provides awareness to motorist to share the road with bicyclists
-provides guidance to bicyclists to stay to the side of the lane
-minimal impacts to existing utility poles and properties


Concept Alternative B
Proposed Typical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-maintain on-street parking
-provides awareness to motorist to share the road with bicyclists on north, separates bicyclists on south 
-minimal impacts properties on the north side
-narrowed parkway on the south side



Concept Alternative C
Proposed Typical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-provides separate lanes for bicyclists so they do not need to share roadway lanes
-minimal impacts to existing utility poles and properties
-no parking


Concept Alternative D
Proposed Typical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-separates bicyclists and motorists
-maintains pedestrian facilities with a wider path to allow bicyclists to share the path


 Not one alternative
was favored over
others

e Loss of parking was
a concern

e Residents were In
favor of bicycle
facilities

'



Presenter
Presentation Notes
- Residents in favor or bicycle facilities but torn between on-street vs. a shared-use path


West I\/Iam Street Property Owners

¥ OWNERSHIP
1. Van Deventer Manufacturing Co (Van Dee)

. Cyril Matter (Barco Products)
i . Jim Anderson (Old Second National Bank Aurora)
. Ollie's Garage (David Beckman)
E ;: . Joseph Muranyi - Complete Electric (US Bank NA Trust)

. Henry Pederson (American National Bank & Trust)

e s [_J



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Current on-street parking as well as individual lots


Public-Meeting Follow-up

, — — - |

Property Owner

==
| ~ 1. Valley Sheltered Workshop (North Star Trust)

2 Thomas & Felice Jones

3. Donald & Carol Robbins

i 4. Chase Bank
S Batavia Enterpises Inc. - River Island Development LLC

6. Calvary Episcopal Church

7. Moss Family Funeral Home



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Currently parking allowed on south side of street with designated individual spaces


e General concerns

* Loss of on-street and off-street parking
* Loss of driveway access during construction

e General Comments

 West end owners have deliveries with large
trucks

 Most were in favor of roadway improvements
and bicycle accommodations


Presenter
Presentation Notes
-Phase I process explained to each property owner
-Assessed each properties current conditions
-explained possible alternatives 
-business owners expressed their concerns
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* Reconstruct existing pavement

* Provide pedestrian and bicycle faclilities

e Maintain on-street parking

 Minimize impacts to off-street parking and
access


Presenter
Presentation Notes
-Reduce the distance the utility poles need to be shifted


Concept Alternative E
Proposed Typtical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-Alternative E a result of the public meeting and meetings with individual businesses 


ymendations

e Alternative B - South On-Street Bike Lane
and North Side Parking

> Does not meet MUTCD

e Alternative C - North and South On-Street
Bike Lanes

» Eliminates Parking

o Alternative D — Shared-Use Path
» Eliminates Parking


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Alt B did not provide consistent facilities on the north and south side of the street
Alt C did not maintain on-street parking
Alt D did not maintain on-street parking


-ommendations

« Alternative A — Share the Road and North Side Parking

» Pros: Maintains Parking, creates awareness of cyclists

» Cons: Does not separate cyclists from roadway lane,
westbound cyclists adjacent to parked vehicles

« Alternative E — Shared-Use Path and North Side Parking

» Pros: Maintains Parking, separates cyclists from the
roadway

» Cons: Experienced cyclists may still ride on the roadway,
potential for pedestrian conflicts on the path



Concept Alternative E
Proposed Typtical Section — Looking East
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
-consultant and city staff recommend Alternative E to move forward as the preferred alternative
-meets all revised project needs 
-allows for both parking and a separate bicycle facility
-Alternative A does not provide a separate bicycle facility and will still have cyclists sharing travel lanes with motorists 


e Selection of a Preferred Alternative

e Obtain environmental and design approvals

* Public hearing to present the Preferred
Alternative

e Development of Construction Plans and right-
of-way acquisition (Phase Il)


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Give people a chance to voice their opinions and concerns at the public hearing


Expected for late Fall 2015

Present the Preferred Alternative

Contact any property owner where right-
of-way or temporary easements are
required prior to the hearing

Notify residents of meeting date and
location


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Give people a chance to voice their opinions and concerns at the public hearing
Notify residents with individual letters, newspaper offering (twice each a week apart), and message boards


~——— Questions? .

Questions?
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