
Please call (708) 358-5724 if you are unable to attend 
 

Get the latest Village news via e-mail. Just go to www.oak-park.us and click on the e-news icon to sign up. Also, follow us on facebook, twitter and YouTube. 
 

If you require assistance to participate in any Village program or activity, contact the ADA Coordinator at  
(708) 358-5430 or e-mail building@oak-park.us at least 48 hours before the scheduled activity. 
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VILLAGE OF OAK PARK
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

MONDAY, APRIL 24, 2017 - 7:00 PM
ROOM 101 – VILLAGE HALL

AGENDA
 

1. Call to Order 
 
2. Non-agenda Public Comment - up to 15 minutes 
 
3. Agenda Approval 
 
4. Approval of Draft Transportation Commission Meeting Minutes 
 
 4.1 Draft March 20, 2017 Transportation Commission meeting minutes 
 
5. CONTINUED DEVELOPMENT OF THE TRAFFIC CALMING TOOLBOX 

 
5.1 Staff AIC 
5.2 Background information Traffic Calming Toolbox 
5.3 Pre-Final Proposed Scoring Table 
5.4 This page intentionally left blank 
5.5 Table of Traffic Calming Devices Impacts - All Depts. 
5.6 Traffic Calming Toolbox Booklet 

 
6. PETITION FOR INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICES ON THE 1200 BLOCKS OF NORTH EAST 

AND LINDEN AVENUES 
 
6.1 Staff Agenda Item Commentary and Background Information 
6.2 Petitions and Letter of Explanations 
6.3 Written Public Testimony 
6.4 Aerial View of the Petitioning Blocks 
6.5 Various Traffic Devices on the 1200 Blocks Along North Avenue 
6.6 Speed and Volume Data for the Petitioning Blocks and Adjacent Blocks 
6.7 Collision Diagrams for the 1200 blocks of North East Avenue and Linden Avenue 
6.8 Parking Survey Data for the 1200 block of North East Avenue 
6.9 Approved Minutes from the November 28, 2016 Transportation Commission Meeting 
6.10 Letter to Area Businesses and Residents 

 
7. UPDATE ON THE VILLAGE WIDE PARKING STUDY 

 
7.1 Staff Agenda Item Commentary for North Ave and Roosevelt Rd 
7.2 Parking Permit Map 
7.3 Daytime Restrictions Parking Map 
7.4 Overnight Permit Zone Z7 
7.5 Residential Daytime Permits Sold 
7.6 Existing Regulations and Additional Spaces 
7.7 Schools 
7.8 Parks 

 
8. OTHER ENCLOSURES 
 

OE1 12 Months of P&T Traffic Action Item Activity Summary April 2016 – March 2017 
OE2 Village Board Of Trustees Actions On Transportation Commission Recommendations 01/23 - 03/06/2017

 
9. Adjourn 



DRAFT Meeting Minutes 
Transportation Commission 

Monday, March 20, 2017 
Room 226 – Public Works 

 
Call to Order and Roll Call 
 
Chair Chalabian called the meeting to order at 6:59 PM. 
 
Present: Jack Chalabian, Kyle Eichenberger, Michael Stewart, James Thompson, Joel 

Schoenmeyer 
 
Excused: Craig Chesney  
 
Staff: Mike Koperniak, Jill Juliano, John Youkhana, Mary Avinger   
 
There was no non-agenda public testimony. 
 
Approval of Tonight's Meeting Agenda 
 
 Commissioner Eichenberger motioned to approve the agenda as presented and was 
seconded by Commissioner Thompson.  The motion was approved by a unanimous 
voice vote. 
 
Approval of the Draft February 27, 2017 Meeting Minutes 
 

Commissioner Schoenmeyer motioned to approve the draft February 27, 2017, 
Transportation Commission meeting minutes and was seconded by Commissioner 
Eichenberger.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote. 
 
UPDATE ON THE VILLAGE WIDE PARKING STUDY 
 
The floor was opened to public testimony. 
 
Art Murnan of 446 North Austin Blvd stated he has lived in Oak Park for 31 years and 
up until five years ago, people used to be able to park on Austin until 2:30am and now 
they can only park until 11:00pm.  Mr. Murnan stated visitors he had one night got 
tickets because no one was notified of the change.  90% of the time there are no cars 
parked on the 400 block of North Austin during those restrictions. Mr. Murnan is upset 
that he cannot have visitors after 11pm and there is nowhere he is comfortable having 
his guests park after 11pm.  Mr. Murnan wants to know why there is an 11:00 time 
restriction when no one uses it and how restrictions were changed without notification to 
the residents on the block.  
 
Public testimony was closed out.  
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John Youkhana, the Assistant Parking Director, gave a presentation on the update of 
the Village wide parking study.  John explained as part of the study how the Village will 
be looked at in themes such as border streets - Harlem and Austin and North Ave. and 
Roosevelt, commuter streets – South Blvd. and along I-290, and in business districts 
and how they relate to each other.   
 
Commissioner Chalabian explained theme versus category style of study and how the 
Village Board wants the theme study. 
 
John Youkhana spoke about getting the Commission’s feedback on consolidating 
signage and improving understanding of parking restrictions and removing restrictions.  
John explained staff’s recommendations on standardizing overnight permit parking 
hours to 11:00pm – 6:00am.    
 
There was a discussion about the various hours for parking restrictions on Austin and 
rush hour parking.   The discussion continued about overnight parking on Harlem, 
technology allowing property owners to see unused private parking spaces, and about 
educational seminars to help people understand parking restrictions and finding parking.           
 
Commissioner Thompson asked about information about a parking consultant he read 
about and John Youkhana explained the reason for using a consultant.      
 
Commissioner Schoenmeyer asked about rush hour restrictions on Austin and if the 
overnight parking restrictions should be kept.  Commissioner Schoenmeyer also spoke 
about how the work of the consultant is integrated into what the Village is trying to do for 
the ease of the use and customer service.  
 
Commissioner Eichenberger asked about the history of the daytime permit parking zone 
A8 and John Youkhana explained the history including how residents in the area 
requested those restrictions. 
 
Commissioner Stewart stated he sees a need to standardize parking restrictions across 
the Village but the needs of residents need to be taken into consideration and renters 
should be notified of standardization.  Commissioner Stewart also spoke about how 400 
N Austin from Lake Street to Ontario is very dense and parking is tight.  John Youkhana 
responded that Parking looks at the impact with an internal discussion then it goes to 
the Village Board.  Then a week before implementation to put up signs in the area of 
change.  Commissioner Stewart commented on how the Transportation Commission 
used to receive public testimony for these types of parking studies before the 
Commission gave comments or recommendations.   
 
Chair Chalabian questioned what the purpose of the Transportation Commission in the 
parking survey process and spoke about the Village Board goals from his perspective.  
Chair Chalabian stated that he thinks the study is moving fast but some staff 
recommendations make sense even though he sees lots of red flags and is disturbed by 
the current process.   Chair Chalabian also believes the Transportation Commission 
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needs to communicate its opinions to the Village Board liaison and that the Commission 
needs more public testimony.  Chair Chalabian shared his background with living on 
Austin and his parking experiences there.  He questioned where commuters can leave 
their car and use other modes of transportation.   
 
A brief discussion was had about parking availability on Austin and west of Austin.   
 
Commissioner Stewart stated he likes staff’s recommendation to remove daytime permit 
zone A8 and is for using technology to help match people to parking.   
 
A discussion was had about how parking technology could work.  
 
Commissioner Stewart reiterated again the need for more public testimony on this issue 
about parking on Austin.   
 
Chair Chalabian stated he thinks Transportation Commission is a rubber stamp. 
 
A discussion was had about the need for the Transportation Commission to be involved, 
the need for public testimony, the consultant contract for technology, and staff possibly 
giving parking tutorial about technology to Transportation Commission members. 
 
Chair Chalabian stated he knows staff works very hard during open Saturday permit 
sales.  He also went on to explain why the Transportation Commission involvement 
appears to him to be unnecessary and wants the Commission to be an active 
participant.   
 
Commissioner Eichenberger asked what the Village Board’s ultimate goals are and a 
discussion was had with John Youkhana about the interactions between the Village 
Board, staff, and the Transportation Commission.   
 
Commissioner Stewart stated he doesn’t want all past Transportation Commission 
recommendations and actions to be wiped away by standardization. 
 
Chair Chalabian stated staff needs to balance the needs of residents on block versus 
needs of entire Village. 
 
Commissioner Stewart stated there is no magic one size fits all solution and went on to 
speak about parking rates and how technology might affect it.  
 
CONTINUED DEVELOPMENT OF THE TRAFFIC CALMING TOOLBOX 
 
Jill Juliano gave a presentation on the continued development of the traffic calming 
toolbox that included the pre-final traffic calming toolbox scoring table.  Jill Juliano also 
presented the eligibility/prioritization example from the City of Centennial, Colorado 
neighborhood traffic management programs, a table listing types of traffic calming 
measures and examples of traffic calming devices from other municipalities.      
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Chair Chalabian stated the Commission’s scoring criteria is sufficient and workable. 
 
Commissioner Stewart asked according to the criteria on page 6.3 1/1 if per Village bike 
plan if Home Ave is included and spoke about bike routes and non-bike routes criteria.  
Jill Juliano confirmed that Home Ave is included in the Village’s bike plan and explained 
initial table of traffic calming measures and that she is asking for input from Fire, Police, 
and the Public Works Department.     
 
Chair Chalabian stated in April he would like to have Fire, Police, and Public Works 
Department staff present to dialogue with Transportation Commission. 
 
Jill Juliano went over the list and indicated the measures the Village has used in the 
past. 
 
A discussion about the use of speed tables and their effectiveness occurred.   
 
Chair Chalabian stated he is skeptical about the impact on emergency services. 
 
Commissioner Stewart stated that the neckdown/bulbout is not bike friendly.   
 
A discussion took place about starting with the least impact and working on the way up 
until a solution is achieved.   
 
Commissioner Eichenberger asked if there was anything about the petition process 
online and Jill Juliano responded right now there is not.  Commissioner Eichenberger 
also stated the Commission should have public testimony and public should be able to 
file petition online by choosing criteria from a menu.   
 
A discussion took place about modifying the top part of the petition to a checklist of what 
the petitioner’s problems are:  
 
 Volume Maybe even rank them 
 Crashes  
 Speed  
 Pedestrian Safety Other: ________________ 
 Bike Safety  
  
A discussion about giving the public the entire agenda 48 hours in advance before 
meetings and when staff uploads it to the Transportation Commission as well as what to 
do with public testimony received after the agenda is uploaded took place.   
 
Chair Chalabian stated he would like to wrap up the traffic calming toolbox by June.  
 
Commissioner Eichenberger motioned to adjourn the meeting and the motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Stewart.   
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 The voice vote was unanimous to adjourn the meeting. 
 
 The meeting was adjourned at 9:26 PM. 
 
Respectively submitted 
 

Mary Avinger 
Mary Avinger, 
Administrative Secretary 
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V i l l a g e  O f  O a k  P a r k
T r a ns p or t a t i on  C om m i s s i o n  Ag e n d a  I t e m

Item Title: Continued Development of the Traffic Calming Toolbox
 
Review Date:   April 24, 2017       
 
Prepared By:   Mike Koperniak       
 

Abstract  (briefly describe the item being reviewed):
 
Tonight's meeting is a continuation of the Transportation Commission's work plan item 
to develop a traffic calming toolbox for use to more effectively address traffic calming 
petitions that are brought before it. 
 

Staff Recommendation(s):
 
For tonight's meeting, the Commission will conduct (1) A review of a table of possible 
traffic calming measures that that was previously reviewed and commented on by the 
Village's Fire, Police, and Public Works Departments, (2) discuss the contents of the 
table with representatives of the Fire, Police, and Public Works Departments, (3) decide 
on which possible traffic calming measures from the table should be included in the 
draft traffic calming toolbox that will be presented to the Village Board of Trustees, and 
(4) revisit the weighting of the Community Interest and Bike Routes criteria in 
relationship to the minimum required score and the maximum possible score. 
 

Supporting Documentation Is Attached 
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Memorandum 
 
 
Date:  April 24, 2017 
 
To:   The Transportation Commission 

From:  Mike Koperniak, Staff Liaison  MK  

Re: Continuation in the Development of a Traffic Calming Toolbox 
 
 
 
 Included in this agenda item are several exhibits for review and consideration. 
 
 Exhibit 5.5 is a summary table of possible traffic calming measures that were first 
presented to the Transportation Commission at its February 27, 2017 meeting.  Exhibit 
pages for each of the traffic calming measures is included as Exhibit 5.6. 
 
 This summary table indicates the type of measures that can be used by the 
Transportation Commission to address resident generated petitions for traffic calming 
measures and/or controls. 
 
 Subsequent to the February 27th meeting and prior to tonight's meeting, the 
Village's Fire, Police, and Public Works Departments reviewed and commented on each 
of the possible traffic calming measures.  Each Department indicated for every traffic 
calming measure whether it presented no impact, a minor negative impact, or a major 
negative impact to its operations.  The Departments indicated that they could work 
around measures having what they considered a minor negative impact on their 
operations.  The Departments indicated that they were opposed to measures that they 
considered would have a major negative impact on their operations. 
 
 Exhibit 5.5 summarizes the comments of the three Departments.  This table includes 
all of the traffic calming measures presented to the Commission at its February 27th 
meeting and indicates those measures that were opposed by the three Department and 
are not recommend by Staff for use by the Transportation Commission in carrying out 
its duties. 
 
 Representatives from the three Departments will be present at tonight's meeting to 
answer any questions that the Commission may have regarding the reasoning behind 
the Departments scoring of the measures. 
 
 At tonight's meeting, the Commission will be reviewing the various traffic calming 
measures and deciding which of them it would like included in the draft traffic calming 
toolbox that will eventually be presented to the Village Board of Trustees for approval. 
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Memorandum 
 
 
 Another item for review has to do with the pre-final Traffic Calming Toolbox Scoring 
Table that was approved by the Commission at its March 20, 2017 meeting.  This table 
is included as exhibit 5.3. 
 
 While preparing the agenda for tonight's meeting, Staff observed that there is an 
apparent unbalanced condition between the percentage weighting of the six criteria 
based on the maximum possible score of 100 and the percentage weighting of the six 
criteria based on the minimum required score of 25. 
 
 There are five criteria addressing crash history, vehicle speed, vehicle volume, 
pedestrian traffic generators, and bike routes / non-bike routes that are scored based 
upon collected data.  The sum of the maximum possible scores for these five criteria 
equals 85 points and accounts for 85 percent of the maximum possible score of 100. 
 
 The sixth criteria has to do with the resident generated petition and accounts for the 
remaining 15 percent of the maximum possible score of 100.  In order for data for the 
five criteria above to be collected a successful petition must be submitted.  A successful 
petition can have a maximum score of 15 points. 
 
 This results in an 85% / 15% split between the five collected data criteria and the 
one petition criteria based on the maximum 100 possible points score. 
 
 The Commission has decided that the minimum score necessary to submit a petition 
to the Transportation Commission for review and recommendation is equal to 25 points. 
 
 Calculating the minimum possible score for each of the five collected data criteria 
results in a total minimum possible score of 3 points for the five criteria.  This is because 
at least 3 points is given for the Bike Routes / Non-Bike Routes criteria regardless of 
whether or not the street in question is identified as a bike route. 
 
 The minimum possible score for a successful petition, without negative external 
support, is 10 points. 
 
 Combined, this results in a default total minimum possible score of 13 points.  This 
minimum 13 points represents 52 percent of the minimum required score of 25 points.  
This is just for submitting a successful petition and before any data is collected and 
scored. 
 
 As was stated earlier, the minimum possible score for a successful petition, without 
negative external support, is 10 points.  This 10 points represents 40 percent of the 
minimum 25 points required score. 
 
 This means that the five collected data criteria scores represent only 60 percent of 
the minimum required score of 25 points. 
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Memorandum 
 
 
 
 This results in a 60% / 40% split between the five collected data criteria and the one 
petition criteria based on the minimum required score of 25 points. 
 
 In summary, while there is an 85% / 15% split between the five collected data criteria 
and the one petition criteria based on the maximum 100 possible points score, there is a 
60% / 40% split between the five collected data criteria and the one petition criteria 
based on the minimum required score of 25 points.  In addition, a successful petition by 
itself represents 52 percent of the minimum required score of 25 points 
 
 Does this apparent discrepancy in the percent weighting warrant further 
consideration by the Commission?  Staff is of the opinion that it does.  It appears to 
Staff that the five collected data criteria are not contributing enough weight to the 
scoring as previously thought. 
 
 There are many resources in the Traffic Calming Toolbox directory on the ftp site.  
The Commission may wish to review documents from which certain exhibits have been 
made.  Those documents are:  1) Placer County NTMP, 2) City of Albuquerque NTMP, 
3) Centennial NTMP Manual, 4) ITE Toolbox of Traffic Calming Measures and 
Establishing a Neighborhood Traffic Management Program.  Also located in the Toolbox 
directory are City of Chicago Safer Street Guides and Pedestrian Plan which provides 
examples and measures that are being considered locally.  The DC DOT Traffic 
Calming Assessment Application within the Traffic Calming Toolbox directory has good 
information on the treatments and processing of applications. 
 
 Finally, there is the FHWA website has a free online resource, the Traffic Calming 
ePrimer.   Here is the link to that site:  
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/speedmgt/traffic_calm.cfm .  The eight modules have been 
PDF’d and placed in its own directory on the ftp site.  

0417-1 
5.2 
3/3



Measure
Maximum 
Number of 

Points

Percentage 
weighting 

based upon 
maximum 
possible 

score of 100

DRAFT Criteria Detail as approved by the Transportation 
Commission at its 03/20/2017 meeting

minimum
possible

score

Percentage 
weighting 

based upon 
minimum 
possible 

score of 25

Crash History 20

1-3 correctible crashes in a 3 year period = 5 points
4-10 correctible crashes in a 3 year period = 10 points
more than 10 correctible crashes in a 3 year period = 15 points
any correctible crash involving injury to a pedestrian/cyclist = 5 points

0 pts.

Vehicle Speed 20

85th percentile speed is not over the speed limit = 0 points
85th percentile speed is 1 mph over the speed limit = 4 points
85th percentile speed is 2 mph over the speed limit = 8 points
85th percentile speed is 3 mph over the speed limit = 12 points
85th percentile speed is 4 mph over the speed limit = 16 points 
85th percentile speed is 5 mph or more over the speed limit =  20 points
outlier excessive speeding =  5 points

0 pts.

Vehicle Volume 20

ADT <  750 =  0 points
ADT =  751 - 1,350 =  5 points
ADT =  1,351 - 1,950 =  10 points
ADT = 1,951 - 2,550 =  15 points
ADT >  2,550 =  20 points

0 pts.

Pedestrian 
Traffic 

Generators
15

Any school, park, library, church, CTA station 2 to 3 blocks (1,320 to 1,980 ft.) away = 3 points
Any school, park, library, church, CTA station one block (660 ft.) or less away = 5 points

0 pts.

Bike Routes /
Non-Bike
Routes

10

Not identified as a proposed bike route/boulevard* = 3 points
Identified as an alternative bike route/boulevard* = 6 points
Identified as a bike route/boulevard* = 10 points
* Per the VOP Bike Plan 2008 or 2015 VOP Bike Plan Addendum

3 pts.

Community
Interest 15 15%

Final Score = Base Score (+10 to +15 points) minus External Negative Support Score
(-1 to -5 points) Exteral Negative Score is from responses from outside of the affected petition 
zone.

10 pts.

(5 pts. with 
minimum 

petition score 
+ maximum 

external 
negative 
support)

40%

(20% with 
minimum 
petition 
score + 

maximum 
external 
negative 
support)

Maximum
Score 100 100%

Mininum score necessary to submit petition to the Transportation Commission for review and 
recommendation = 25 points (minimum required)

13 pts. 0%

Created 8/18/2016
Revised 4/20/2017

85% 60%

(80% with 
minimum 
petition 
score + 

maximum 
external 
negative 
support)

51% - 59% = 10 points 75% - 78% = 10 points
60% - 68% = 11 79% - 82% = 11

69% - 77% = 12 83% - 86% = 12
78% - 86% = 13 87% - 90% = 13
87% - 95% = 14 91% - 94% = 14
96% - 100% = 15 95% - 100% = 15

51% petitions 75% petitions

= - 0 points

- =

- =

- =

- =

- =

% of negative replies Subtract

Less than 10 or 16 replies

- 5 points

If at least 10 or 
16 replies are 

received, 
subtract points 
based upon the 
percentage of 
replies that are 

negative
81%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

1%

21%

41%

61%

- 1 point

- 2

- 3

- 4
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Fire Police Public 
Works Fire Police Public 

Works Fire Police Public 
Works

Level 1 - No Traffic Flow Changes
Targeted Speed Enforcement (Page 1)
Speed Radar Trailer  (Page 1)
Speed Feedback Sign  (Page 2)
Centerline / Edgeline Lane Striping  (Page 2)
Optical Speed Bars / Speed Reduction Markings (Page 3)
Signage (Page 3)
Speed Limit Signage (Page 4)
STOP / YIELD Signage (Page NA)
Speed Legend (Page  5)
Speed Limit Pavement Markings (Page 6)
High Visibility Crosswalks (Page 7)
Educational Community Involvement (Page 8)

Level 2 - Some Traffic Flow Changes
Sign Turn Restrictions/Turn Movement Restrictions (Page 9)
Centerline Botts Dots / Raised Pavement Markers (Page 5)
Angled Parking (Page 7)
Parking Strategies (Page 10)
Textured Pavement (Page 11)
Rumble Strip (Page 11-12)

Level 3 - Significant Traffic Flow Changes
Neckdown / Bulbout (Page 13)
Center Island Narrowing / Pedestrian Refuge (Page 14)
Two-Lane Choker  (Page 15)
One-Lane Choker  (Page 16)
Roundabout (Single-Lane) (Page 18)
Chicane (Page 19)
Lateral Shift (Page 20)
Realigned Intersection (Page 21)
Medians & Partial Medians (Page 22)
Traffic Circle (Page 17) - Not recommended by Staff
Speed Hump (Page23) - Not recommended by Staff
Speed Lump (Page 24) - Not recommended by Staff
Speed Cushion (Page 25) - Not recommended by Staff
Speed Table (Page 26) - Not recommended by Staff
Speed Kidney (Page 27) - Not recommended by Staff
Raised Crosswalk (Page 28) - Not recommended by Staff
Raised Intersection (Page 29) - Not recommended by Staff

Level 4 - Street Closures
Diagonal Diverter (Page 33)
Median Barrier (Page 34)
Forced Turn Island (Page 35)
Two-Way Street Conversion (Page 36)
One-Way Street Conversion (Page NA)
One-Way Couplet Conversions (Page 37)
Full Closure (Page 30) - Not recommended by Staff *
Partial Closure (Page 31) - Not recommended by Staff
Canadian Design Half Closure / Semi-Diverter (Page 32) - 
Not recommended by Staff

reviewed by the three departments in March 2017

No impacts Minor negative impacts / 
can work around

Major negative impacts / 
opposed to

Types of Traffic Calming Measures that can be used 
by the Transportation Commission to address 

resident generated petitions for traffic calming / 
controls

Traffic Calming Measures as reviewed and recommended by the
Village of Oak Park's Fire, Police, and Public Works Departments

Traffic Calming Devices Impacts All Depts.xlsx 4/21/2017
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Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 18 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Targeted Speed Enforcement 

County Staff or NTC members can identify locations for temporary targeted enforcement, based on personal 
observations and survey comments. A request can be submitted to the 
California Highway Patrol (CHP) for the desired enforcement. Because of 
limited CHP resources, the duration of the targeted enforcement may be 

limited. Targeted enforcement 
may also be used in conjunction 
with new neighborhood traffic 
management devices to help 
drivers become aware of the 
new restrictions. 

Approximate Cost: No direct cost. 

Radar Trailer 

A radar trailer is a device that measures each approaching vehicle’s speed and displays it next to the legal 
speed limit in clear view of the driver. They can be easily placed on a street 
for a limited amount of time then relocated to another street, allowing a 
single device to be effective in many locations. 

Approximate Cost: No direct cost. (Purchase $6,000 - $12,000)

Advantages 
 Inexpensive if used 

temporarily
 Does not physically slow 

emergency vehicles or 
buses

 Quick implementation 

Disadvantages 
 Expensive to maintain 

an increased level of 
enforcement 

 Effectiveness may be 
temporary

Advantages 
 Portable 
 Does not physically slow 

emergency vehicles or 
buses

 Quick implementation 

Disadvantages 
 Effectiveness may be 

temporary
 Drivers may divert to  

alternate streets due to 
uncertainty of device 
implications

 Subject to vandalism
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Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 19 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Speed Feedback Signs 

Speed feedback signs perform the same functions as radar trailers but are permanent. Real-time speeds are 
relayed to drivers and flash when speeds exceed the limit. Speed feedback 
signs are typically mounted on or near speed limit signs. 

Approximate Cost: $3,000 - $10,000 

Centerline/Edgeline Lane Striping 

Lane striping can be used to create formal travel lanes, bicycle lanes, parking lanes, or edge lines. As a 
neighborhood traffic management measure, they are used to narrow the 
travel lanes for vehicles, thereby inducing drivers to lower their speeds. The 
past evidence on speed reductions is, however, inconclusive. 

Approximate Cost: $2.00 per linear foot 

Advantages 
 Real-time speed 

feedback 
 Does not physically slow 

emergency vehicles or 
buses

 Permanent installation 

Disadvantages 
 May require power 

source 
 Only effective for one 

direction of travel 
 Long-term effectiveness 

uncertain
 Subject to vandalism 

Advantages 
 Inexpensive 
 Can be used to create 

bicycle lanes or 
delineate on-street 
parking

 Does not slow 
emergency vehicles 

Disadvantages 
 Has not been shown to 

significantly reduce 
travel speeds 

 Requires regular 
maintenance 
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Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 20 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Optical Speed Bars 

Optical speed bars are a series of pavement markings spaced at decreasing distances. They have typically 
been used in construction areas to provide drivers with the impression of 
increased speed. They do not provide long-term speed reduction benefits.   

Approximate Cost: $1.00 per linear foot 

Signage

Various signs may also also be useful in alerting driver of certain 
conditions.  Examples include: 

 “Cross Traffic Does Not Stop” Signs 

 Truck Restriction Signs  

Approximate Cost: $150 - $500 per sign 

Advantages 
 Inexpensive 
 Truck restrictions can 

reduce through truck 
traffic 

 Does not slow 
emergency vehicles or 
buses

Disadvantages 
 Requires regular 

maintenance 
 Speed limit signs are not 

applicable because they 
do not necessarily 
change driver behavior  

 If speed limits are set 
unreasonably low, 
drivers are more likely  
to exceed it 

Advantages 
 Inexpensive 
 Does not physically slow 

emergency vehicles or 
buses

Disadvantages 
 Long-term effects in 

residential area 
unknown 

 Increases regular 
maintenance 
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Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 21 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Speed Legend 

Speed legends are numerals painted on the roadway indicating the current speed limit in miles per hour.  
They are usually placed near speed limit signposts. Speed legends can be 
useful in reinforcing a reduction in speed limit between one segment of a 
roadway and another segment. They may also be placed at major entry 
points into a residential area.  

Approximate Cost: $75 per location 

Centerline Botts Dots 

Botts dots, or “raised pavement markers,” are small bumps lining the 
centerline or edgeline of a roadway. They are often used on curves where 
vehicles have a tendency to deviate outside of the proper lane, risking 
collision. Raised reflectors improve the nighttime visibility of the roadway 
edges. 

Approximate Cost: $4.50 per marker 

Advantages 
 Inexpensive 
 Helps reinforce a 

change in speed limit 
 Does not slow 

emergency vehicles 

Disadvantages 
 Has not been shown to 

significantly reduce 
travel speeds 

 Requires regular 
maintenance 

Advantages 
 Inexpensive 
 Does not physically slow 

emergency vehicles or 
buses

 Can help keep drivers in 
the appropriate travel 
lane on curves and 
under low-visibility 
conditions

Disadvantages 
 Noise caused by Botts 

Dots
 Requires regular 

maintenance 
 Has not been shown to 

significantly reduce 
travel speeds 
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Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 22 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

High Visibility Crosswalks 

High-visibility crosswalks use special marking patterns and raised reflectors to increase the visibility of a 
crosswalk. A “triple-four” marking pattern is created by painting two rows of 
four-foot wide rectangles, separated by four feet of unpainted space 
across the roadway. Raised reflectors are placed at the approach edges 
of these rectangles. The unpainted space along the center of the 
crosswalk provides an untreated path for wheelchair users and foot 
traffic, as markings may become slippery in rainy/wet conditions. 

Approximate Cost: $1,600 per location 

Angled Parking 

Angled parking reorients on-street parking spaces to a 45-degree 
angle, increasing the number of parking spaces and reducing the 
width of the roadway available for travel lanes.  Angled parking is also 
easier for vehicles to maneuver into and out of than parallel parking. 
Consequently, it works well in areas with high parking demand and 
turnover rates. 

Approximate Cost: Dependent on amount of parking

Advantages 
 Increased visibility of 

crosswalk 
 Focus crossing 

pedestrians at a single 
location

Disadvantages 
 May give pedestrians a 

false sense of security, 
causing them to pay less 
attention to traffic 

 Requires more 
maintenance than 
normal crosswalks 

Advantages 
 Reduces speeds by 

narrowing the travel lanes 
 Increases the number of 

parking spaces 
 Provides for easier parking 

maneuvers that take less 
time than parallel parking 

 Favored by businesses and 
multi-family residences 

Disadvantages 
 Precludes the use of bike 

lanes (unless roadway is 
wider than 58 feet) 

 Ineffective on streets with 
frequent driveways 

 Potential for collisions 
when backing out 
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Turn-Movement Restrictions 

Turn movement restrictions involve the use of signs to prevent undesired turning movements without the use 
of physical devices.  The restrictions may generally apply to turning movements in or out of a residential street 
to a larger street. The turn movement restrictions may be permanent or only during peak commute hours.   

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Approximate Cost: $150 per sign (enforcement may be necessary to be effective) 

Advantages 
 Can reduce cut-through 

traffic at specific times of 
day

 Can increase safety at an 
intersection by prohibiting 
certain turning movements

 Low cost 

Disadvantages 
 Restrictions apply to 

resident and non-residents
 Requires enforcement 

during time of restriction to 
be effective 

 May divert a traffic 
problem to another street 
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 Textured Pavement 

Textured colored pavement includes the use of stamped pavement (asphalt) or alternate paving materials to 
create an uneven surface for vehicles to traverse. Textured pavement may 
have limited effectiveness as a standalone device and should be used to 
supplement other devices such as raised crosswalks or center median 
islands. Little data has been collected to predict the reduction in speed, 
traffic volumes, or collisions, and use of this device may not result in 
significant decreases. Resources permitting, DPW staff can collect before 
and after data to determine the effectiveness of textured pavement. 

Approximate Cost: $8.00 per square foot 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Average Daily Traffic I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Rumble Strip 

Advantages 
 Can reduce vehicle 

speeds 
 Aesthetic upgrades can 

have positive value 
 Placed at an 

intersection, it can slow 
two streets at once 

Disadvantages 
 Expensive, varying by 

materials used 
 Can be uncomfortable 

for bicyclists or 
handicapped. 

 Textured pavement can 
increase noise to 
adjacent properties 
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Rumble strips are closely spaced raised pavement markers at regular intervals on the roadway that create 
noise and vibration to the vehicle. Rumble strips can be used to warn 
drivers of a change in speed limit, leading up to a residential or school 
area, and upcoming stop sign or intersection. Rumble strips should be 
used only in areas where the noise impact would be minimal. Little data 
has been collected to predict the reduction in speed, traffic volumes, or 
collisions, and use of this device may not result in significant decreases.  
Resources permitting, DPW staff can collect before and after data to 
determine the effectiveness of rumble strips. 

Approximate Cost: $500 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Average Daily Traffic I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Advantages 
 Relatively inexpensive 
 Can be effective in 

slowing travel speeds in 
specific locations 

Disadvantages 
 Raised pavement 

markers can be slippery 
when wet 

 Increased noise in 
vicinity of  rumble strips 

 Maintenance of raised 
pavement markers 

 Aesthetics 
 Uncomfortable for 

motorcyclists and 
bicyclists 
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Neckdown/Bulbout 

Neckdowns/bulbouts are raised curb extensions that narrow the travel lane at intersections or midblock 
locations. Neckdowns/bulbouts “pedestrianize” intersections by 
shortening the crossing distance and decreasing the curb radii, thus 
reducing turning vehicle speeds. Both of these effects increase 
pedestrian comfort and safety at the intersection. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of 
neckdowns between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55).  
On average, neckdowns achieve a 7 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $5,000 – $10,000 per corner 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -7% 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -10%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Reduces pedestrian crossing 

distance and exposure to 
vehicles 

 Through and left-turn 
movements are easily 
negotiable by large vehicles 

 Creates protected on-street 
parking bays 
Reduces speeds (especially 
right-turning vehicles) and 
traffic volumes

Disadvantages 
 Effectiveness is limited by  

the absence of vertical or 
horizontal deflection 

 May slow right-turning 
emergency vehicles 

 Potential loss of on-street 
parking

 May require bicyclists to briefly 
merge with vehicular traffic 

NEW CONSTRUCTION  

RETROFIT
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Center Island Narrowing  

Center island narrowings are raised islands located along the centerline of a street that narrow the travel 
lanes at that location. Placed at the entrance to a neighborhood, and 
often combined with textured pavement, they are often called 
“gateways." Fitted with a gap to allow pedestrians to walk through at a 
crosswalk, they are often called “pedestrian refuges.” They can also be 
landscaped to increase visual aesthetics. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of center 
island narrowings between points that require drivers to slow (see page 
55). On average, center island narrowings achieve a 7 percent reduction 
in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $5,000 - $10,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -7% 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -10%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Can increase pedestrian 

safety 
 Aesthetic upgrades can 

have positive aesthetic 
value

 Reduces traffic volumes 
if alternative routes are 
available

Disadvantages 
 Effect on vehicle speeds 

is limited by the absence 
of any vertical or 
horizontal deflection 

 Potential loss of on-
street parking 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

FITTED WITH PEDESTRIAN REFUGE 
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Two-lane choker 

Chokers are curb extensions at midblock that narrow a street. Chokers leave the street cross section with two 
lanes that are narrower than the normal cross section.  

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of two-
lane chokers between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55). On 
average two-lane chokers achieve a 7 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $7,000 - $8,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -7% 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -10%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

NEW CONSTRUCTION 

Advantages 
 Easily negotiable by 

emergency vehicles and 
buses

 Can have positive 
aesthetic value 

 Reduces both speeds 
and volumes 

Disadvantages 
 Effect on vehicle speeds 

is limited by the absence 
of any vertical or 
horizontal deflection 

 May require bicyclists to 
briefly merge with 
vehicular traffic 

 Loss of on-street parking
 Build-up of debris in 

gutter

RETROFIT WITH UPGRADED 
AESTHETICS (COMBINED WITH HUMP) 
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One-lane choker

One-lane chokers narrow the roadway width such that there is only enough width to allow travel in one 
direction at a time. They operate similarly to one-lane bridges, where 
cars approaching on one side must wait until all traffic in the other 
direction has cleared before proceeding. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of one-
lane chokers between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55). 
On average, one-lane chokers achieve a 14 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $8,000 - $9,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -14%
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -20%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Maintains two-way 

vehicle access, except 
at choker 

 Very effective in 
reducing speeds and 
traffic volumes 

Disadvantages 
 Perceived as unsafe 

because opposing traffic 
is vying for space in a 
single lane 

 Can be used only on 
low-volume, low speed 
roads  

 Loss of on-street parking

RETROFIT WITH 
UPGRADED AESTHETICS 
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STANDARD RIVER ROCK TREATMENT 
WITH UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Traffic Circle 

Traffic circles are raised islands, placed in intersections, around which traffic circulates. Stop signs or yield 
signs can be used as traffic controls at the approaches of the traffic 
circle. Circles prevent drivers from speeding through intersections by 
impeding the straight-through movement and forcing drivers to slow down 
to yield. Depending upon the size of the intersection and circle, trucks 
may be permitted to turn left in front of the circle. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of traffic 
circles between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55).  On 
average, traffic circles achieve an 11 percent reduction in speeds and a 
dramatic 71 percent decrease in collisions. 

Approximate Cost: $10,000 - $25,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -11%
Volume Impacts Reduction in Vehicles per Day -5% 
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions -71%
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Very effective in 

moderating speeds and 
improving safety 

 Can have positive 
aesthetic value 

Disadvantages 
 If not designed properly, 

difficult for emergency 
vehicles  or large trucks 
to travel around 

 Must be designed so 
that the circulating traffic 
does not encroach on 
crosswalks 

 Potential loss of on-
street parking 
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Roundabout (single-lane) 

Like traffic circles, roundabouts require traffic to circulate counterclockwise around a center island. But unlike 
circles, roundabouts are used on higher volume streets to allocate right-
of-way among competing movements. They are found primarily on 
collector streets, often substituting for traffic signals. They are larger than 
neighborhood traffic circles, have raised splitter islands to channel 
approaching traffic to the right, and do not have stop signs. Due to large 
amount of required right-of-way and construction costs, roundabouts may 
be most appropriate for new developments.  

Roundabouts have an insignificant effect in reducing traffic speeds, but 
serve to allocate right-of-way at an intersection similar to a traffic signal.  
On average, roundabouts can reduce the average number of accidents 
up to 33 percent when compared to a signalized intersection. 

Approximate Cost: Varies by intersection and whether new 
construction or a retrofit. 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Impacts Reduction in Vehicles per Day I/D
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions -15% to -33% 
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Roundabouts: An Informational Guide, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Enhanced vehicle safety 

compared to a traffic signal or 
stop sign 

 Minimizes queuing at 
approaches to the intersection

 Less expensive to operate 
than traffic signals 

 Can have positive aesthetic 
value

 Shorter pedestrian crossing 
distance

Disadvantages 
 May require major 

reconstruction of an existing 
intersection

 Loss of on-street parking  
 Continuous flow of traffic limits 

opportunity for pedestrians to 
cross (compared to signal)
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RETROFIT WITH
UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

RETROFIT WITH 
 STANDARD TREATMENT 

Chicane

Chicanes are curb extensions that alternate from one side of the street to the other, forming S-shaped curves.  
Chicanes can also be created by alternating on-street parking between 
one side of the road and the other. Each parking bay can be created 
either by restriping the roadway or by installing raised center islands at 
each end, creating a protected parking area. Chicanes have limited 
effectiveness in reducing traffic speeds and volumes as compared to 
other devices. Little data has been collected to predict the reduction in 
speed, traffic volumes, or collisions, and use of this device may not result 
in significant decreases. Resources permitting, DPW staff can collect 
before and after data to determine the effectiveness of chicanes. 

Approximate Cost: $8,000 - $14,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Impacts Reduction in Vehicles per Day I/D
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient data to predict reduction effect. 

Advantages 
 Discourages high speeds 

by forcing horizontal 
deflection 

 Easily negotiable by 
emergency vehicles and 
buses

Disadvantages 
 Must be designed carefully 

to discourage drivers from 
deviating out of the 
appropriate lane 

 Curb realignment and 
landscaping can be costly, 
especially if there are 
drainage issues 

 Loss of on-street parking 
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 Lateral Shift 

Lateral shifts are curb extensions on otherwise straight streets that cause a shift in the travel. Lateral shifts, 
with just the right degree of deflection, can be effective. However, lateral 
shifts have had limited use in the United States, and, consequently, 
insufficient data prevents accurate prediction of speed reduction and 
traffic volumes. 

Approximate Cost: Dependent on size of offset and length of 
transition 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Advantages 
 Can accommodate higher 

traffic volumes than many 
other neighborhood traffic 
management measures 

 Easily negotiable by large 
emergency vehicles and 
buses

Disadvantages 
 Potential for loss of on-

street parking 
 Must be designed carefully 

to discourage drivers from 
deviating out of the 
appropriate lane 
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Realigned Intersection 

Realigned intersections provide deflection on an otherwise straight approach of a T-intersection. By providing 
deflection in the form of a curb extension or realignment, drivers are 
required to slow through the intersection or come to a stop before turning. 
Little data has been collected to predict the reduction in speed, traffic 
volumes, or collisions, and use of this device may not result in significant 
decreases. Resources permitting, DPW staff can collect before and after 
data to determine the effectiveness of realigned intersections. 

Approximate Cost: $15,000 - $30,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Advantages 
 Can be effective at 

reducing speeds at  
T-intersections 

 Can be effective in 
increasing safety at  
T-intersections 

Disadvantages 
 Modifying curbs or 

drainage can be costly 
 Acquiring additional right-

of-way can be costly 
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Speed Hump 

Speed humps are rounded raised areas placed across the road. They are generally 12 feet long (in the 
direction of travel), 3 to 3 ½ inches high, parabolic in shape, and have a 
design speed of 15 to 20 mph. They are usually constructed with a taper 
on each side to allow unimpeded drainage between the hump and curb. 
When placed on a street with rolled curbs or no curbs, bollards are placed 
at the ends of the speed hump to discourage vehicles from veering 
outside of the travel lane to avoid the device.  

The magnitude of reduction in speed is dependent on the spacing of 
speed humps between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55).  
On average, speed humps achieve a 22 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $2,000 - $3,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -22%
Volume Impacts Reduction in Average Daily Traffic -18%
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions -13%
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Relatively inexpensive 
 Relatively easy for 

bicyclists to cross 
 Very effective in slowing 

travel speeds 

Disadvantages 
 Causes a “rough ride” 

for drivers, and can 
discomfort people with 
certain skeletal 
disabilities

 Slows emergency 
vehicles and buses 

 Aesthetics  
 Signs may be 

unwelcome by adjacent 
residents 

 Increased noise for 
nearby residents 

Page 230417-1 
5.6 

23/37



Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 36 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Speed Lump 

The speed lump is a variation on the speed hump, adding two wheel cut-outs designed to allow large 
vehicles, such as emergency vehicles and buses, to pass with minimal 
slowing. The design limits passenger cars and mid-size SUVs from fully 
passing through the cut-outs, but allows one set of wheels to pass through 
the cut-out while the other set is required to travel over the lump.   

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of speed 
lumps between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55). Speed 
lumps have a similar reduction in speeds when compared to speed humps. 

Approximate Cost: $2,000 - $3,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Average Daily Traffic 
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions 

I/D, but 
comparable to 
speed humps  

Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 

Advantages 
 Effective in reducing 

speeds 
 Maintains rapid 

emergency response 
times 

 Relatively easy for 
bicyclists to cross  

Disadvantages 
 Passenger vehicles with 

wide wheel base can 
pass through the lump 
using the wheel cut-outs

 Aesthetics  
 Signs may be 

unwelcome by adjacent 
residents  

 Increased noise for 
nearby residents 

Page 240417-1 
5.6 

24/37



Chapter 3 – Toolbox Page 37 

Final Report Placer County Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 

Speed Cushion 

Speed cushions are a variation of the speed lump that is constructed from durable recycled rubber.  These 
prefabricated devices consistently have a more uniform shape than 
asphalt humps. Speed cushions provide wheel gaps for emergency 
vehicles and buses, and can be arranged to fit any street width. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of speed 
cushions between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55). On 
average, speed cushions achieve a 14 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $4,500 - $6,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -14%
Volume Reduction Reduction in Average Daily Traffic 

Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions 

Comparable 
to Speed 
Lumps  

Source: City of Portland, Rubber Speed Bump Research, 1995. 

Advantages 
 Provides a more 

consistent ride than 
asphalt humps 

 Can be used as a 
temporary device during 
a testing phase 

 Reduces impacts to 
emergency vehicles due 
to cut-outs 

 Easily accommodates 
street resurfacing 

Disadvantages 
 Aesthetics (but may be 

better than lumps) 
 Signs may be 

unwelcome by adjacent 
residents 

 Increased noise for 
nearby residents 
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STANDARD TREATMENT 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Speed Table 

Speed tables are flat-topped speed humps approximately 22 feet long. They are typically long enough for the 
entire wheelbase of a passenger car to rest on top. Their long, flat fields, 
plus ramps that are more gently sloped than speed humps, give speed 
tables higher design speeds than humps, and, thus, may be more 
appropriate for streets with higher ambient speeds. Brick or other 
textured materials improve the appearance of speed tables, draw 
attention to them, and may enhance safety and speed reduction. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of speed 
tables between points that require drivers to slow (see page 55). On 
average, speed tables achieve an 18 percent reduction in speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $4,000 for basic treatment 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -18%
Volume Impacts Reduction in Vehicles per Day -12%
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions -45%
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Advantages 
 Smoother on large 

vehicles (such as fire 
trucks) than speed 
humps 

 Effective in reducing 
speeds, though not to 
the extent of speed 
humps 

Disadvantages 
 Aesthetics  
 Textured materials, if 

used, can be expensive 
 Signs may be 

unwelcome by adjacent 
residents 

 Increased noise for 
nearby residents 
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Raised Crosswalk 

Raised crosswalks are speed tables striped with crosswalk markings and signage to channelize pedestrian 
crossings, providing pedestrians with a level street crossing.  Also, by 
raising the level of the crossing, pedestrians are more visible to 
approaching motorists. 

The magnitude of speed reduction is dependent on the spacing of 
raised crosswalks between points that require drivers to slow (see page 
55). On average, raised crosswalks achieve an 18 percent reduction in 
speeds. 

Approximate Cost: $5,000 for basic treatment 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Impacts Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -18%
Volume Impacts Reduction in Vehicles per Day -12%
Safety Impacts Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions -45%
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

STANDARD TREATMENT 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Advantages 
 Improve safety for both 

vehicles and pedestrians
 Aesthetic upgrades can 

have positive aesthetic 
value

 Effective in reducing 
speeds, though not to 
the extent of speed 
humps 

Disadvantages 
 Textured materials, if 

used, can be expensive 
 Impact to drainage 

needs to be considered 
 Textured pavement can 

increase noise to 
adjacent residents 

 Signs may be 
unwelcome by adjacent 
residents 
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Raised Intersection 

Raised intersections are flat raised areas covering entire intersections, with ramps on all approaches.  They 
usually rise to sidewalk level, or slightly below, to provide a “lip” for the visually 
impaired. By modifying the level of the intersection, the crosswalks are more 
readily perceived by motorists to be a pedestrian area. They are particularly 
useful where loss of on-street parking due to other traffic calming devices is 
considered unacceptable. Raised intersections are ineffective at reducing 
traffic speeds or volumes. 

Approximate Cost: Varies based on size of intersection 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -1% 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Average Daily Traffic I/D
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Advantages 
 Can improve safety for 

pedestrians and 
motorists 

 Aesthetic upgrades can 
have positive aesthetic 
value

 Can treat two streets at 
once

Disadvantages 
 Less effective in 

reducing vehicle speeds 
than speed humps and 
speed tables 

 Expensive, particularly 
as a retrofit 

 Textured pavement can 
increase noise to 
adjacent residents 
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Full Closure 

Full street closures are barriers placed across a street to close the street completely to through traffic, usually 
leaving only sidewalks or bicycle paths open. The barriers may 
consist of landscaped islands, walls, gates, side-by-side bollards, or 
any other obstructions that leave an opening smaller than the width of 
a passenger car. Emergency vehicles can be accommodated via 
removable bollards or similar devices.  

Approximate Cost: $30,000 - $100,000 per location (dependent on 
size and treatment) 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -44%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Very effective in reducing 

cut-through traffic volumes
 Able to maintain 

pedestrian and bicycle 
connectivity 

Disadvantages 
 Requires statutory actions 

for public street closures 
 Causes circuitous routes 

for local residents 
 Diverts traffic to another 

street
 Delays for emergency 

services unless through 
access is provided  

 May limit access to 
businesses  

 Cost 
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Partial Closure 

Half street closures are barriers that block travel in one direction for a short distance on otherwise two-way 
streets. Half closures are the most common volume control measure 
after full street closures. Half closures are often used in sets to make 
travel through neighborhoods with a grid street pattern circuitous rather 
than direct.   

Approximate Cost: $5,000 - $7,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -19%
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -42%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

Advantages 
 Able to maintain two-way 

bicycle access 
 Effective in reducing traffic 

volumes 

Disadvantages 
 Causes circuitous routes 

for local residents 
 May limit access to 

businesses 
 Drivers can bypass the 

barrier
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Diagonal Diverter 

Diagonal diverters are barriers placed diagonally across an intersection, blocking through movement. Like half 
closures, diagonal diverters are usually staggered to create circuitous 
routes through neighborhoods.  

Approximate Cost: $20,000 - $25,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points -4% 
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -35%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Advantages 
 Able to maintain full 

pedestrian and bicycle 
access 

 Reduces traffic volumes 

Disadvantages 
 Causes circuitous routes 

for local residents 
 Delays for emergency 

services 
 May be expensive 
 May require reconstruction 

of corner curbs 

STANDARD TREATMENT 
 WITH MINOR LANDSCAPING TREATMENT 
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Median Barrier 

Median barriers are raised islands that are located along the centerline of a street and continue through an 
intersection so as to block through (and left-turn) movement at a cross 
street.  

Approximate Cost: $15,000 - $20,000 per 100 feet (dependent on length 
and width) 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D%
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -31%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

STANDARD TREATMENT 

UPGRADED AESTHETICS 

Advantages 
 Can improve safety at an 

intersection of a local 
street and a major street 
by prohibiting critical 
through or left-turn 
movements 

 Can reduce traffic volumes 
on a cut-through route that 
crosses a major street 

Disadvantages 
 Requires available street 

width on the major street 
 Limits turns to and from 

the side streets and 
driveways for local 
residents and emergency 
services 
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Forced-Turn Island 

Forced turn islands are raised islands that prohibit certain movements on approaches to an intersection.   

Approximate Cost: $3,000 - $5,000 per location 

Measured Effectiveness 
Speed Reduction Reduction in 85th Percentile Speeds between Slow Points I/D%
Volume Reduction Reduction in Vehicles per Day -31%
Safety Reduction Reduction in Average Annual Number of Collisions I/D
Note: I/D = Insufficient Data to predict reduction effect. 
Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice, 2000. 

STANDARD TREATMENT 

Advantages 
 Can improve safety at an 

intersection by prohibiting 
critical turning movements

 Reduces traffic volumes 

Disadvantages 
 If designed improperly, 

drivers can maneuver 
around the island to make 
an illegal movement 

 May divert a traffic 
problem to a different 
street
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V i l l a g e  O f  O a k  P a r k
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  C o m m i s s i o n  Ag e n d a  I t e m

IItem Title: Petitions for the Installation of Traffic Calming Device on the 1200 block of North 
East Avenue and on the 1200 block of Linden Avenue 

 
Review Date:   April 24, 2017      
 
Prepared By:   Jill Juliano        
 

Abstract  (briefly describe the item being reviewed): 
 
On July 27, 2015, the Village of Oak Park received a petition to install a traffic calming device on the 
1200 block of North East Avenue.  Resident concerns include the volume and speed of traffic 
including cut-thru traffic; North Avenue business patrons parking on the block and the non-
residential feel of the block due to littering and loitering of non-residents. 
 
The item was reviewed by the Transportation Commission at its November 28, 2016 meeting.  After 
listening to staff presentation, public testimony, the Transportation Commission recommended the 
installation of bump-outs at the east-west alley and a mid-block speed table on the 1200 block of 
North East Avenue. 
 
Subsequent to the meeting, it was determined by staff that the installation of a mid-block speed 
table on the 1200 block of North East Avenue would cause significant negative impacts to Village 
operations.  As a result, the item was not submitted to the Village Board of Trustees for review and 
possible action.  Instead it is being brought back before the Transportation Commission for review 
and another recommendation based on updated information on traffic calming devices. 
 
Subsequent to the November 2016 Transportation Commission meeting, the 1200 block of Linden 
Avenue submitted their own traffic calming petition.  In the letter of explanation the residents 
requested their petition be reviewed in conjunction with the review of the 1200 North East Avenue 
traffic calming petition as any adjustments to this area must be evaluated holistically in order to 
benefit all residents. 
 
At tonight's meeting, staff will present collected parking and traffic data, and public testimony will be 
taken. The Commission may recommend staff’s recommended traffic calming device or another 
option to install on the 1200 blocks of North East Avenue and Linden Avenue.   
 

Staff Recommendation(s): 
 
Staff is recommending the installation of bump-outs south of east-west alley south of North Avenue 
for each of the petitioning blocks (1200 North East Avenue and 1200 Linden Avenue).  However, due 
to the pending available budget levels and possible Village Board action, both installations may not 
be able to be constructed this year. 

Supporting Documentation Is Attached 
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Memorandum 

Date:  April 19, 2017 
 
To:   The Transportation Commission 

From:  Jill Juliano, Transportation Engineer JJ 

Re: Background Information Related to the Petitions to Install Traffic Calming Device 
on the 1200 blocks of North East Avenue and Linden Avenue 

 
On November 28, 2016, the Transportation Commission reviewed the petition from the 
1200 block of North East Avenue.  At that time, the Commission made the recommendation 
to install bump-outs at the east-west alley and a mid-block speed table on the 1200 block of 
North East Avenue.  The minutes from the November 28, 2016 Transportation Commission 
have been included in this agenda (see Exhibit 6.9). 
 
Subsequent to the meeting, it was determined by staff that the installation of a mid-block 
speed table on the 1200 block of North East Avenue would cause significant negative 
impacts to Village operations.  As a result, the item was not submitted to the Village Board.  
Rather it is being brought back before the Transportation Commission for another review 
and recommendation based on updated information on traffic calming devices. 
 
On July 27, 2015, the Village of Oak Park received a petition to install a cul-de-sac on the 
1200 block of North East Avenue.  People representing 77.38% of the street frontage on the 
petitioning block signed the petition.  The petition was certified as a valid petition.   
 
Reasons provided for the petition are:  concerns about safety due to the amount of cut-thru 
traffic on their block and the speeds with which vehicles travel on the block.  Also mentioned 
are the patrons of North Avenue businesses that park on the 1200 block of North East 
Avenue rather than North Avenue.  These vehicles have blocked some driveways and the 
residential feel of the block is diminished when these patrons park and sit in their vehicles 
or loiter in the area.  Finally, there is increased litter and crime due to non-residents.  See 
Exhibit 6.2 for a copy of the petition and the original letter of explanation which 
accompanied the petition.   
 
On January 30, 2017, the Village of Oak received a petition to install a traffic calming device 
on the 1200 block of Linden Avenue.  People representing 67.12% of the street frontage on 
the petitioning block signed the petition.  The petition was certified as a valid petition. 
 
Reasons provided for the petition are:  concerns about safety due to the speeds with which 
vehicles travel on the block, Linden Avenue being only one of two streets that have open 
access to North Avenue causes cars to divert to Linden Avenue for easier passage. 

 
Data collection for the 1200 North East Avenue petition was delayed due to waiting for the 
school year to begin so as to include the nearby school-related traffic; and the on-going 
utility work in the area which would affect the data results.  Traffic data was collected in 

0417-1 
6.1 
2/6



Memorandum 

November 2015. By that time the Village Board of Trustees established a moratorium on the 
processing of resident petitions for the installation of cul-de-sacs and traffic diverters.  To 
date the moratorium has not been lifted.  As a result, the residents have requested the 
petition be submitted and considered for a traffic calming device, other than a cul-de-sac or 
traffic diverter, that would address the concerns noted in their letter of explanation.   
 
Included in this agenda is written public testimony about this item (see Exhibit 6.3).  The 
testimony is from residents of the 1200 block of North Euclid Avenue.  Residents from the 
block reached out to the Village in June 2016 with concerns about the volume and speed of 
traffic on their block and requested a cul-de-sac be installed on their block.  This was 
prompted by the reconstruction of US Bank at the southwest corner of North Avenue and 
Euclid Avenue.   
 
Village staff met with certain residents of the block to discuss their various concerns.  At that 
time, staff mentioned the moratorium on cul-de-sac and traffic diverter petitions.  Existing 
conditions in 2016 for the bank layout included an access point on Linden Avenue north of 
the east-west alley.  The new US Bank layout has all access points to the business on North 
Avenue.  Staff stated they would conduct a traffic study at that time for the existing 
conditions of the block.  After the completion of the US Bank construction, the Village would 
then conduct another traffic study and meet with the residents to discuss both study results 
and possible modifications to their block.  To date, the construction of the remodeled US 
Bank property is not yet complete.   
 
If traffic calming devices are installed on the 1200 blocks of North East Avenue and Linden 
Avenue, it may have an effect on traffic patterns of the 1200 block of North Euclid Avenue.  
Staff’s opinion is to wait until after the US Bank construction so that the traffic study would 
capture not only the changes to traffic patterns based on the US Bank remodel but also 
changes based on any traffic calming devices implemented on adjacent blocks. 
 
Exhibit 6.4 are aerial views of the petitioning blocks as they presently exist.  See Exhibit 6.5 
for the existing cul-de-sacs, diverters, one-way streets, etc. on the 1200 blocks along North 
Avenue between Harlem Avenue and Austin Boulevard.  This exhibit shows the traffic limiting 
devices that have been employed along North Avenue. 
 
A twenty-four hour traffic volume and speed study was conducted on Tuesday, November 
17, 2015 for the 1200 blocks of Columbian, Linden and North East Avenues as well as the 
1100 block of North East Avenue.  Traffic data was also collected for the east-west alley 
adjacent to the 1200 block of North East Avenue.  
 
A subsequent traffic study occurred on Tuesday, June 14, 2016 and Wednesday June 15, 
2016.  Data collection occurred on the 1200 blocks of North Grove, North Euclid, Linden 
and North East Avenues.  Please see Exhibit 6.6 for a summary of the traffic study results.  

 
Reviewing the 24-hour volumes for all the blocks in both traffic studies, the two-way average 
daily traffic (ADT) ranged from 443 vehicles on the 1200 block of North Euclid Ave to 1,198 
vehicles on the 1200 block of North East Avenue.  The range of volumes for all blocks fall 

0417-1 
6.1 
3/6



Memorandum 

within or below the 800 to 1,200 vehicle range for normal daily traffic volumes on the 
Village’s residential streets.  There does not appear to be an issue with the amount of traffic 
traveling on the any of the blocks surveyed. 
 
Regarding vehicular speeds, it is an accepted traffic engineering practice to set the speed 
limit to the 5 mile per hour increment above or below the 85th percentile speed.  Village 
Staff holds the opinion that the majority of drivers will drive at or near the posted speed 
limit.  In addition, it is an accepted fact that the speed indicated on speedometers can vary 
up to 2 percent above or below the actual speed of the vehicle. 

 
By definition, the 85th percentile speed is the speed at which 85 percent of the vehicles are 
traveling at or less than.  Conversely, 15 percent of the vehicles will be traveling faster than 
the 85th percentile speed.  It has already been stated that speed limits are typically set to 
the 5 mile per hour increment above or below the 85th percentile speed.  This implies that it 
is expected that approximately 15 percent of vehicles will be traveling faster than the speed 
limit, if the speed limit is the 5 mile per hour increment below the 85th percentile speed. 

 
Looking at the 85th percentile speeds for all blocks in the studies, the 85th percentile 
speeds ranged between 24 and 30 miles per hour (mph).  While the directional 85th 
percentile speeds for the 1200 block of North East Avenue ranged between 27 mph and 30 
mph; the two-way 85th percentile speeds were between 28 mph and 29 mph.  The data 
suggests there may be a speeding issue on the 1200 block of North East Avenue. 
 
For the 1200 block of Linden Avenue, both the directional and the two-way 85th percentile 
speeds were between 27 mph and 28 mph.  It seems there may be some speeding 
occurring on the 1200 block of Linden Avenue. 
 
For the 1200 block of North Euclid Avenue, the directional 85th percentile speeds ranged 
between 22 mph to 28 mph while the two-way 85th percentile speed was 27 mph for the 
two days of collected traffic data.  The large variance in the directional 85th percentile 
speeds can be attributed in part to the ONE WAY northbound restriction north of the east-
west alley.   
 
While there are some vehicles that violate the ONE WAY restriction and travel southbound 
south of the alley; many drivers do obey the restriction.  Other vehicles traveling southbound 
on the section of the block south of alley, have either turned out of the alley onto the block, 
or made a three point turn or U turn on the block.  As a result, there is less distance to gain 
speed.  Northbound traffic constitutes 84% of the traffic on this portion of the 1200 block of 
North Euclid Avenue.  Thus the two-way 85th percentile speeds is nearly the northbound 
85th percentile speeds.  It appears there may be some speeding occurring on the 1200 
block of North Euclid Avenue. 
 
As mentioned previously, due to concerns expressed by residents of the block, the Village 
will be conducting a traffic study on the 1200 block of North Euclid Avenue after the US 
Bank construction.  This is to make sure that the solution for the block will encompass any 
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traffic effects from the new US Bank design as well as implementation of any traffic calming 
devices on adjacent blocks. 
 
The 85th percentile speeds for the two days of data collection on the 1200 block of North 
Grove Avenue is one mile per hour over and one mile per hour under the posted speed limit.  
Based on the collected data, it appears this block does not have a speeding issue. 
  
Reviewing the data collected in the alleys adjacent to the 1200 block of North East Avenue, 
the bi-directional volumes are 122 vehicles and 91 vehicles for the alley east and the alley 
west of the petitioning block.  These volumes are typical for east-west alleys adjacent to 
business properties.  The 85th percentile speeds for the alleys is 15 mph, which is the 
speed limit for alleys. 
 
Due to time constraints, traffic data was not collected for the alleys adjacent to the 1200 
block of Linden Avenue.  It is anticipated the data will be collected prior to implementation of 
any devices on the blocks. 
 
In their letter, the residents on the 1200 block of North East Avenue expressed concern 
regarding their block being classified as a collector street in the Envision Oak Park Plan 
adopted in 2014. There was an oversight in the Transportation & Roadways map in the 
Envision Plan. It was not updated to reflect the traffic signal located at the intersection of 
Columbian Avenue and North Avenue.  As a result, the 1200 block of Columbian Avenue 
would now be classified as a collector street and the 1200 block of North East Avenue 
would be classified as a residential street.   
 
Next, thirty-six months of vehicle crash reports covering the period of April 2014 through 
March 2017 were reviewed for the 1200 block of North East Avenue and the 1200 block of 
Linden Avenue.  Please see Exhibit 6.7 for the collision diagrams.   
 
The number of reported crashes that occurred at the LeMoyne Parkway and East Avenue 
intersection for the thirty-six months ended March 31, 2017 totaled zero.  Thus the crash 
rate for this intersection is 0.000 accidents per million entering vehicles (Acc/MEV).   
 
The number of reported crashes that occurred at the East Avenue and North Avenue 
intersection for the same time period totaled eight.  [Only one of these crashes involved a 
vehicle that traveled on East Avenue.  It was a right angle collision that occurred in 2014.]  
The average daily traffic for the intersection as determined as part of the 1998 traffic study 
was 32,476 vehicles.  From this data, the 2017 crash rate for the East Avenue and North 
Avenue intersection is calculated to be 0.225 Acc/MEV.  This crash rate is lower than the 
critical crash as determined in the area-wide traffic study of 1998 (0.686 Acc/MEV).  If an 
actual accident rate exceeds the critical crash rate then it is highly probable that the 
accidents were caused by factors other than chance.  Additionally, there were no reported 
crashes on the 1200 block of North East Avenue. 
 
The number of reported crashes that occurred at the LeMoyne Parkway and Linden Avenue 
intersection for the thirty-six months ended March 31, 2017 totaled one.  This was a right 
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angle collision that occurred in 2015.  The average daily traffic for the intersection as 
determined as part of the 1998 traffic study was 1,140 vehicles.  From this data, the 2017 
crash rate for the LeMoyne Parkway and Linden Avenue intersection is calculated to be 
0.801 Acc/MEV.  Although the 2017 crash rate for the intersection is above the critical 
crash rate for the area (0.686 Acc/MEV), this is due to the low volume of traffic at the 
intersection rather than the probability the accident was caused by factors other than 
chance. 
 
The number of reported crashes that occurred at the Linden Avenue and North Avenue 
intersection for the same time period totaled 3.  Two accidents were side-swipe crashes and 
the other was a rear end collision on North Avenue.  The average daily traffic for the 
intersection as determined as part of the 1998 traffic study was 32,264 vehicles.  From this 
data, the 2017 crash rate for the Linden Avenue and North Avenue intersection is calculated 
to be 0.085 Acc/MEV.  This crash rate is lower than the critical crash as determined in the 
area-wide traffic study of 1998 (0.686 Acc/MEV).  Additionally, there were no reported 
crashes on the 1200 block of Linden Avenue. 
 
In conclusion, there does not appear to be a problem with vehicle crashes on either 1200 
block of North East Avenue or the 1200 block of Linden Avenue.   
 
Parking surveys for the 1200 block of North East Avenue were conducted on November 17 
through 21, 2016.  See Exhibit 6.8 for the results of these surveys.  The estimated parking 
capacity for the block is 38 vehicles.  The number of observed vehicles on the block ranged 
from two to seven vehicles.   And the utilization rate for the block during this series of 
parking surveys ranged from 5% to 18% of capacity.  During the daytime surveys, the 
majority of parked vehicles did not have Village vehicle stickers (not local cars); and they 
seemed to be concentrated towards the north end of the block (near North Avenue).  It was 
discovered subsequent to the November 2016 Transportation Commission meeting, one of 
the businesses of concern, EXP Gaming had closed permanently.  Based on these surveys, 
there does not appear to be a parking issue on the 1200 block of North East Avenue. 
 
Based on the studies conducted by the Village, there appears to be a speeding issue on the 
1200 blocks of North East Avenue and Linden Avenue.  To address this issue, Village Staff 
recommends installing bump-outs at the east-west alley south of North Avenue for both 
petitioning blocks.  
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To:  Village of Oak Park Transportation Committee 
  Village of Oak Park, Engineering Division 
From:  Jonathan and Rebecca Beasley, 1212 N. East Avenue  
  Residents at 1200, 1201, 1204, 1205, 1208, 1209, 1212, 1219, 1224,  
  1227, 1228, 1231, 1234 and 1235 N. East Avenue 
Date:  July 25, 2015 
RE:  Cul-de-sac Petition

Overview
The residents of the 1200 block of N. East Avenue request that the Village of Oak Park 
and Transportation Committee consider the installation of a cul-de-sac.  The residents 
have discussed and considered multiple approaches to mitigate safety and residential / 
commercial use concerns. We are confident the Village will help facilitate a solution for 
residents that will result in increased safety and community feel. 

Current State
• Traffic diverters and cul-de-sacs are now installed on the 1200 block of every street 

between East Avenue and Ridgeland Avenue.  
• A traffic signal is installed at the intersection of Columbian Avenue and North Avenue.   
• As per the “Envision Oak Park Plan,” adopted September 2014, the 1200 block of N. 

East Avenue is identified as and serves as the only collector street for North Avenue.  

Resident Issues and Concerns
• Safety

• East Avenue serves as a thoroughfare for traffic both within Oak Park and coming 
from North Avenue. Many cars utilize East Avenue to bypass North Avenue traffic 
congestion and avoid the traffic signals at the intersection of Columbian Avenue and 
North Avenue. These cars are often traveling at high speeds.  East Avenue is a 
neighborhood street, home to 18 children, and should not serve as a cut-through 
street for North Avenue. 

• Cars also leverage the east / west alley between East Avenue and North Avenue as 
a cut-through alley. Cars often speed through the alley at high speeds. This contin-
ues to be a safety concern as block residents have almost been hit by cars speeding 
through the alley.  Residents have reported this activity to the Oak Park Police De-
partment. While children are instructed to not ride bikes and scooters into the alley 
way, cars have in fact veered onto the sidewalk as evidenced by the shrub damage 
(Exhibit 6). 

• N. East Avenue is now the nearest through street to Ridgeland between Oak Park 
Avenue and Ridgeland Avenue. Drivers use East Avenue as a short-cut from Divi-
sion to North Avenue, especially for those traveling north on Narragansett.  A cul-de-
sac is installed at the 1200 block of Fair Oaks Avenue. Elmwood is blocked by Taylor 
Park and the jog at Berkshire and the diverter to slow/divert drivers; however, on 
East Avenue, drivers can turn off Division and simply have two stop signs to access 
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North Avenue.  Drivers use East Avenue to avoid traffic on Oak Park Avenue and 
Ridgeland. 

• There are 4 (four) homes with driveways on the east side of East Avenue (in the 
1200 block). Often North Avenue business patrons parked on the west side of East 
Avenue leverage these driveways to turn around to head north back to North Av-
enue.  This is a major safety concern as 9 (nine) children under the age of 10 live in 
these four homes (Exhibit 1). 

• North Avenue business patrons park in front of driveways and on occasion in front of 
the block fire hydrant (Exhibits 2 and 3). This is a major safety concern. Residents 
have called the police when this is witnessed but cannot be expected to monitor and 
patrol these types of safety concerns. 

• Residential / Commercial Use
• Many North Avenue patrons prefer to park on East Avenue although there is ample 

parking on North Avenue.  This preference could be to avoid paying for parking.  The 
1200 block of North East Avenue should not serve as a parking lot for North Avenue 
businesses (Exhibit 4). 

• An influx of late night commercial patron parking has occurred due to EXP Gaming, 
6549 North Avenue, Oak Park.  This business is promoted as a gaming, social club 
and lounge and operates until 12 a.m. on Tuesday and 1 a.m. on Wednesday, Friday 
and Saturday (Exhibit 5). Restaurants with bars on Lake Street do not operate this 
late.  The late night hours are a nuisance during the week.  Young adults hang out in 
the alley on a regular basis to smoke and socialize. The proximity of this activity to 
residents homes is bothersome due to loud noise late into the evening / early morn-
ing.  Additionally, this has also contributed to extra garbage (wrappers, plastic bot-
tles, cigarette butts) found most mornings. 

• Additionally, personal property has been damaged at 1234 N. East Avenue, as 
shrubs have been destroyed by cars turning east into the alley at high rates of speed 
(Exhibit 6). 

• Many patrons of the health care clinic on North Avenue have caregivers who park on 
East Avenue and sit in the car for long periods of time waiting for the patron to return 
from the clinic.  The residential feel of the block is diminished when North Avenue 
patron cars are parked on the block with individuals sitting in the car for long periods 
of time. Additionally, with the increase of home and garage burglaries, this practice 
increases the uneasiness and concern of the block residents. There have been sev-
eral attempted and successful burglaries on the block within the last 12 months. 

• The excess of nonresident-parked cars increases the presence of litter and garbage 
both on the parkway and on the street. The residents are left to pick up garbage al-
most daily. 

Resident Questions
• Was a traffic study conducted on East Avenue after the installation of the traffic divert-

ers on Elmwood and Rossell?  If so, the residents of the block would like to review the 
post-traffic study. 
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• Why are the 1200 and 1100 blocks of North Avenue designated as collector streets?  
The 1200 block of N. East Avenue serves as the only collector street for North Av-
enue. The 1200 block of N. East Avenue should not be designated as a collector 
street as there only residential homes.  Unlike Columbian Avenue, there are no 
churches, schools or parks or commercial areas on N. East Avenue until OPRF High 
School (10 blocks to the south). OPRF High School commuters do not leverage the 
1200 block of N. East Avenue to commute to the high school as only Oak Park resi-
dents may attend the high school. Additionally, East Avenue does not accommodate a 
bus transit route. 

Summary
In summary, the residents of the 1200 block of N. East Avenue request the Village of 
Oak Park and Transportation Committee initiate the study required to determine the via-
bility of the installation of a cul-de-sac to solve for safety and excessive commercial uti-
lization of the block. 

As per the 2014 “Envision Oak Park Plan,” one of the objectives is to modernize traffic 
lights to reduce cut-through traffic on residential streets.  The 1200 block of N. East Av-
enue is severely impacted by this issue and requires a remedy.  Additionally, the 
overuse of the block by North Avenue commercial patrons impacts the community char-
acter and feel of the block. 

0417-1 
6.2 

5/13



EXHIBITS

Exhibit 1: Non-block resident car leveraging a driveway to turnaround in. 
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Exhibit 2: Non-block resident car blocking driveway of 1234 N. East Ave. The driveway 
of 1212 N. East Avenue has been completed blocked.
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Exhibit 3: Non-block resident car blocking the fire hydrant.
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Exhibit 4: 1200 block of N. East Ave is being leveraged for parking by patrons of North 
Avenue 
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Exhibit 5: North Avenue business operates until 1am which increases non-block resi-
dent traffic and parking. 
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Exhibit 6: Shrubs at 1234 N. East Avenue have been run over and destroyed. 
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         April 19, 2017 
 
To Our Transportation Commission Colleagues: 
 
We are concerned neighbors Annalynn Skipper and Joseph T Smith, living at 1206 
North Euclid Avenue in Oak Park.  We join our neighbors on Linden and East Avenues 
who are concerned for the safety of the streets and especially the children in our 
neighborhood.  We have asked the Village for traffic control devices as our street is 
listed as an alternate to Oak Park avenue on computer traffic apps.  We frequently see 
people speeding in both directions up and down our block, although it is clearly a one-
way street.     
 
We petition the Village to consider the traffic on the 1100 and 1200 blocks of all the 
streets between Oak Park Avenue and East Avenue as a whole, recognizing that they 
are interconnected, and that traffic control devices on one street will impact the adjacent 
streets.  We ask this based upon the need to secure the safety of the residents, in 
particular the 20 children under the age of 15, who live on the 1200 block of North 
Euclid Ave.   
 
Ultimately, what needs to occur is the construction of a cul de sac at the northern part of 
North Euclid Ave.  Every afternoon, this quiet block is transformed into an internal 
combustion health hazard populated by drivers who lack the patience to wait for the red 
light at Oak Park and North Avenue to change in their favor, failed to pass third grade 
reading since they are unable to acknowledge the existence of the four way STOP signs 
at the corner of LeMoyne and North Euclid and then insist upon racing to see how 
quickly they can have the opportunity to wait for traffic to clear at the intersection of 
North Euclid and North Avenue.     
 
We again ask for the construction of a cul de sac at the north end of Euclid Avenue.  
The logic of this request is above repute and calls upon a basic tenet of government to 
provide for the general welfare of the governed. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. Your execution of your elected responsibility 
with regard to this issue appreciated and anticipated. 
 
Regards,  
 
Annalynn Skipper  
Joseph T. Smith 
1206 North Euclid Avenue 
Oak Park, IL 
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SYMBOLS TYPES OF COLLISIONS

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK
COLLISION DIAGRAM

East Avenue
36 Months

JAJ
April 2014 March 2017

2014 = 0
2015 = 0

LeMoyne Parkway

2016 = 0
2017 = 0 Ea

st
 A

ve

HISTORICAL DATA - JAN 1995 - DEC 1997

1995 - 1997 # OF CRASHES = 8,  ADT = 1,805

CRITICAL CRASH RATE = 0.686 Acc/MEV
1997 CRASH RATE = 4.05 Acc/MEV

UNCONTROLLED INTERSECTION 12/31/1997

2017 CRASH RATE = 0.000 Acc/MEV
2014 - 2017 # OF CRASHES = 0
EAST-WEST STOP CONTROLS INSTALLED 11/04/1998

LeMoyne Pkwy

NO REPORTED CRASHES

April 6, 2017
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SYMBOLS TYPES OF COLLISIONS

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK
COLLISION DIAGRAM

East Avenue
36 Months

JAJ
April 2014 March 2017

2017 = 0

North Avenue

2015 = 2

April 6, 2017

Ea
st

 A
ve

HISTORICAL DATA - JAN 1995 - DEC 1997

1995 - 1997 # OF CRASHES = 7,  ADT = 32,476

CRITICAL CRASH RATE = 0.686 Acc/MEV
1997 CRASH RATE = 0.197 Acc/MEV

NORTH-SOUTH STOP CONTROLLED

2017 CRASH RATE = 0.225 Acc/MEV
2014 - 2017 # OF CRASHES = 8

North Ave

N
as

hv
ille

 A
ve

03/17/16 20:13
Clear - Dry

04/06/14 15:15
Clear - Dry

02/26/15 20:49
Clear - Dry

04/02/16 16:48
Unk, Unk

08/29/14 21:00
Clear - Dry 03/18/16 21:16

Clear - Dry

02/07/15 15:58
Clear - Dry

10/14/16 14:25
Clear - Dry

2014 = 2

2016 = 4

0417-1 
6.7 
2/4



SYMBOLS TYPES OF COLLISIONS

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK
COLLISION DIAGRAM

Linden Avenue
36 Months

JAJ
April 2014 March 2017

2014 = 0
2015 = 1

LeMoyne Parkway

2016 = 0

April 17, 2017

2017 = 0 Li
nd

en
 A

ve

HISTORICAL DATA - JAN 1995 - DEC 1997

1995 - 1997 # OF CRASHES = 4,  ADT = 1,140

CRITICAL CRASH RATE = 0.686 Acc/MEV
1997 CRASH RATE = 3.20 Acc/MEV

UNCONTROLLED INTERSECTION 12/31/1997

2017 CRASH RATE = 0.801 Acc/MEV
2014 - 2017 # OF CRASHES = 1
NORTH-SOUTH STOP CONTROLS INSTALLED 11/04/1998

LeMoyne Pkwy

10/07/15 08:49
Clear - Dry

0417-1 
6.7 
3/4



SYMBOLS TYPES OF COLLISIONS

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK
COLLISION DIAGRAM

Linden Avenue
36 Months

JAJ
April 2014

2014 = 1
2015 = 1

North Avenue

2016 = 1
2017 = 0 Li

nd
en

 A
ve

HISTORICAL DATA - JAN 1995 - DEC 1997

1995 - 1997 # OF CRASHES = 7,  ADT = 32,264

CRITICAL CRASH RATE = 0.686 Acc/MEV
1997 CRASH RATE = 0.198 Acc/MEV

NORTHBOUND ONLY STOP CONTROLLED

2017 CRASH RATE = 0.085 Acc/MEV
2014 - 2017 # OF CRASHES = 3

North Ave

No
rm

an
dy

 A
ve

12/02/15 17:07
Cloudy - Wet

08/14/14 14:37
Clear - Dry

April 17, 2017
March 2017

03/28/16 07:45
Cloudy - Dry

O
N

E 
W
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N

O
R

TH
BO

U
N

D
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Engineering
Division

Filename:  

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

Parking Survey

Time ____________________
By ______________________

___ Vehicles = ___% of capacity

Parking Survey on the
1200 Block of North East Avenue

Estimated parking capacity

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

Day/Date_________________
Parking Survey

Time ____________________
By ______________________

___ Vehicles = ___% of capacity
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Estimated parking capacity
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4 11 32 5 8

Y = has VOP vehicle sticker
N = doesn't have VOP vehicle sticker
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Engineering
Division

Filename:  

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

Parking Survey

Time ____________________
By ______________________

Parking Survey on the
1200 Block of North East Avenue

Estimated parking capacity

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

North Ave.

LeMoyne Pkwy.

Alley

Day/Date_________________
Parking Survey

Time ____________________
By ______________________

___ Vehicles = ___% of capacity

Estimated parking capacity
on the block = 38 vehicles

Day/Date_________________
Parking Survey

By ______________________

___ Vehicles = ___% of capacity

Estimated parking capacity
on the block = 38 vehicles

Day/Date_________________
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APPROVED Meeting Minutes 
Transportation Commission 

Monday, November 28, 2016 
Council Chambers – Village Hall 

 
Call to Order and Roll Call 
 
With only four members present minus the Chair, Commissioner Chesney motioned to 
make Commissioner Stewart Chair Pro Tem until Chair Chalabian arrived at the 
meeting.  Commissioner Eichenberger seconded the motion and the voice vote was 
unanimous.  
 
Chair Pro Tem Mike Stewart called the meeting to order at 7:08 PM. 
 
Present: Jack Chalabian, Kyle Eichenberger, Michael Stewart, Mark Patzloff, James 

Thompson, Craig Chesney 
 
Excused: Joel Schoenmeyer  
 
Staff: Bill McKenna, Mike Koperniak, Jill Juliano, Mary Avinger   
 
There was no non-agenda public testimony. 
 
Approval of Tonight's Meeting Agenda 
 
 Commissioner Eichenberger motioned to approve the agenda as presented and was 
seconded by Commissioner Patzloff.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice 
vote. 
 
Approval of the Draft September 26, 2016 Meeting Minutes 
 

Commissioner Thompson motioned to approve the draft October 24, 2016, 
Transportation Commission meeting minutes as modified and was seconded by 
Commissioner Eichenberger.  The motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote. 
 
REVIEW PETITION FOR INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICE ON THE 
1200 BLOCK OF NORTH EAST AVENUE 
 
Jill Juliano gave a presentation reviewing the history for installation of a traffic calming 
device on the 1200 block of North East Ave.  The presentation included aerial views of 
the intersection and block and information on various traffic calming devices along the 
1200 blocks along North Ave.  Ms. Juliano went over vehicle speed and volume data 
collected for the 1200 block of North East and adjacent areas.  Jill also presented 
comparisons between this block and the 1200 block of Woodbine.  Ms. Juliano stated it 
is staff’s recommendation to implement either a mid-block pinch-point (choker) or 
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alternatively mid-block median or bump-outs, also known as curb extensions and 
mentioned the 1200 block of Woodbine and Jackson Blvd as examples.  
 
Commissioner Chesney asked if speed bumps in alleys need to be petitioned for.  Jill 
Juliano answered yes.  Commissioner Chesney also asked about the recent parking 
survey times and Jill responded, and then asked how bump-outs affect homes and their 
size and Bill McKenna responded.    
 
Commissioner Stewart stated that he appreciated staff’s data collection on adjacent 
streets.       
 
Commissioner Patzloff asked about the speeds and volumes of the surveys and Jill 
responded that speeds went up between surveys.  Commissioner Patzloff asked if there 
was a request for traffic calming in the alley on the petition and Jill responded it was not 
requested.  He went on to ask about speed reduction on Woodbine and how long in 
between surveys was data collected and Jill responded.         
 
Commissioner Thompson asked Jill to repeat staff’s recommendation and if a choker 
narrowed the street to one lane.  Jill responded the recommendation is either install a 
temporary choker mid-block, a median from the Hometown example, or bump-outs and 
went on to explain what a choker is and how it slows traffic.    
 
Commissioner Eichenberger asked of the two mid-block options how many lost parking 
spaces would there be and Jill responded that there are about two car spaces per side.  
 
Chair Chalabian asked about the reaction from the North Avenue businesses and Jill 
responded that businesses were notified.  He also asked what the Police response to 
enforcement was and Jill responded that they do not have data from the Police.  Ms. 
Juliano also mentioned that volumes are at the high end of 800-1200 vehicle range for 
average daily traffic (ADT).  Chair Chalabian asked how East Ave became a collector 
street.  Jill explained from the Village’s 1990 Comprehensive Plan, East was a collector 
street before there was a traffic signal at Columbian and the new plan did not notice 
this.     
 
A discussion was had between Ms. Juliano, Mr. McKenna, and the Commission about 
how staff uses the comprehensive plan for street analysis, the definition of collector 
streets and how to adjust the definition on the new Comprehensive plan.   
 
Commissioner Chesney asked when Woodbine bump-outs were installed and what the 
resident feedback was and Jill responded that feedback was positive. 
 
Chair Chalabian asked how many houses were on the 1200 block of north East Ave and 
Jill referred to the aerial view slide of the presentation and counted 18 houses. 
 
At this point Jack Chalabian takes over as Commission Chair.  
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The floor was opened to public testimony. 
 
Rebecca Beasley of 1212 N East Ave opened with a power point presentation that she 
and other neighbors on the block would be speaking from to support their petition.  Ms. 
Beasley compared her block’s petition to those from Elmwood and Rossell and spoke 
briefly about the time it’s taken from the initiation of the petition to get to the 
Commission.      
 
Tom Lindsey of 1235 N. East Ave continued with the power point presentation and 
mentioned his is the first house south of the alley.  Mr. Lindsey spoke about the block’s 
relationship with businesses within one minute of East Ave, rush hour traffic, and 
parking and parking lots of adjacent commercial properties.  Mr. Lindsey stated Oak 
Park is primarily residential community and feels motorists driving through the Village 
should travel on major streets and that it seems 82% of the 1200 north blocks of traffic 
calming devices.  
 
Steve Wendel of 1215 N. East Ave stated that he has two young kids and feels this is a 
safety issue for 19 young kids living on his block. 
 
Juan Ortiz of 1234 N. East Ave stated that he moved to this block in 2010 and the 
number of kids has increased since then.  He continued with the power point 
presentation showing pictures of his bushes that were damaged from cars speeding and 
cutting through the alley as well as damage done to his fence.  Mr. Ortiz agrees with Mr. 
Wendel about safety issues for pedestrians.  
 
Mr. Wendel of 1215 N. East spoke again giving a summary of concerns.   
 
Jill Juliano summarized written public testimony that was received 12 in support and two 
opposed. 
 
Audrey Ingersoll of 1223 Linden stated that she has lived there five years and feels like 
she is in the same situation as the 1200 block of north East Ave.  Ms. Ingersoll stated 
she has three small kids and living on the other street with North Ave access a solution 
needs to be developed for the community and the Village.  The problem is not just on 
East Ave and wants the Commission to look at the situation holistically and not just end 
up shifting the problem. 
 
Matt Kemper of 1227 N East Ave reiterated the need for a plan to in some type of traffic 
calming device. 
 
Ben DeBruin of 1228 N East Ave stated he moved to the block in January of 2013 and 
thinks speed is an issue but that the greater safety issue is the volume of cars on the 
street.  Mr. DeBruin spoke about traffic from Woodbine and how it has gone up over the 
past three years.  
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Paul DeJarnatt of 1231 N East Ave concurs with neighbors about kid’s safety.  Mr. 
DeJarnatt stated he has two small kids that play outside and feels safety is an issue 
with the volume of cars.   
 
Dan Finnegan of 6611 North Ave stated he has a business on North Ave that has been 
there 40 years and he is a part of the North Ave Business District and supports any 
traffic calming device for the 1200 block of N East Ave even similar to 1200 Woodbine.  
Mr. Finnegan also spoke about parking in the area and during snow.      
 
John Biag of 1107 N East Ave stated he has three young kids and there are 
approximately 12 kids on his block.  Mr. Biag agrees with the safety concerns of the 
1200 N East block and said that there is speeding cars all the time.  Mr. Biag also 
mentioned seeing speeding school busses in the morning. 
 
Orson Morrison of 1204 N East Ave stated he has lived at his address for four years 
and has two young kids.  Mr. Morrison agrees with neighbors that there is a safety issue 
for kids to be outside.  
 
Thom Carpenter of 1135 N East stated he’s lived in Oak Park for 35 years and kids 
used to be able to play in front of their houses and even played in the street years ago.  
Mr. Carpenter said there is so much traffic that is takes his wife several minutes to back 
out of the driveway and with no stop sign between the 1000 and 1100 blocks of north 
East cars pick up speed.  Many other streets along North Ave are closed off to traffic 
forcing cars off to East Ave and thinks rotating open streets would even out the 
problem.  
 
Chris Fogarty of 1125 Linden stated he came to listen and wants to know why there are 
only two streets along North Ave left open – 1200 Linden and 1200 N East.  Mr. Fogarty 
stated they live near St. Giles and there are lots of speeding cars and busses.  Mr. 
Fogarty feels his block has the same problems as 1200 N East and that kid’s safety is 
important.  
 
Janice Smith of 1219 N East stated she’s lived there 29 years and petitioned to have 
something done at the alley 15 years ago and was told no because East Ave was a 
pathway for emergency vehicles.  Ms. Smith stated the number of children has 
increased over the years and she supports the petition. 
 
Mary Rinder of 923 N Grove stated she has been a resident of the Village for 30 years 
and thinks the core of the issue is speeding and she doesn’t see police ticketing cars 
and wants more police presence. 
 
Sal Forna of 1200 N East Ave stated there is a north/south stop sign at East and 
LeMoyne that people don’t stop for.  Mr. Forna said that he’s called his resident beat 
officer and police only come once in a while and feels police need to be around more 
often to enforce.  
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David Lau of 1201 N East Ave stated he has three kids and even when his oldest was 
younger he was still worried about speeding cars.  Mr. Lau shares the same concerns of 
the other neighbors and thinks drivers don’t care.     
 
Public testimony was closed out.          
 
Commissioner Thompson stated that he is persuaded that something needs to be done.     
 
Commissioner Patzloff agrees and said a solution is needed. 
 
Commissioner Eichenberger thinks everyone is looking at Woodbine as a good example 
and that enforcement is needed in addition to the Transportation Commission’s 
recommendation.   
 
Commissioner Stewart stated he was glad to see the participation and he hears that the 
resident’s concerns are about traffic volume and speed.  He likes the Woodbine 
solution.  Commissioner Stewart doesn’t like bump-outs and thinks the choker or 
permanent speed table are good options.     
 
Commissioner Chesney stated the Village put diverters on Elmwood and Rossell and 
wasn’t given options and that created more traffic flow for East Ave.  Commissioner 
Chesney didn’t think the choker was received well on Woodbine due to loss of frontage 
and thinks alleys should be tested for speed.  
 
Jill Juliano responded saying that only one resident complained about the choker on 
Woodbine and wants the Commission to realize alley speed tables is not permanent.  
They are installed in the spring and removed late fall for snow plowing operations.    
 
Chair Chalabian asked Jill Juliano if the petition asked about speed tables in alleys and 
Jill responded no.    
 
Chair Chalabian stated that he hears that the neighborhood has changed a lot in a short 
amount of time and feels the Commission is sold on speeding and volume issues.  
There is no so much a parking issue.  Chair Chalabian feels the comprehensive plan is 
wrong as far as East Ave being a collector street and that the quality of life has gone 
down but you can’t measure it or put a number on it.  Chair Chalabian said speed tables 
worked on Woodbine and thinks the Village Board made errors by not allowing speed 
tables and that the Commission should recommend them anyway.  He feels bump-outs 
work and supports speed tables.  Chair Chalabian stated the problem is speeding in the 
middle of the block and when geometrics are reduced, speed gets reduced.  He also 
suggested the Village needs to take a holistic approach to keep conflict down between 
businesses and residents.        
 
Commissioner Chesney thinks people who made policies aren’t here anymore and 
thinks the speed table should be recommended.   
 

0417-1 
6.9 
5/7



Bill McKenna spoke about alley petitions and Jill Juliano explained the petition timeline, 
the delay with the traffic calming toolbox, and stated that due to time it was decided to 
push this item along.  
 
Chair Chalabian spoke about the petition process and the Village Board’s views on cul-
de-sacs and traffic calming devices.  
 
Bill McKenna spoke about reasons for installing speed tables and diverters on 
Woodbine and what staff can do to recommend them to the Village Board.   
 
A discussion took place about speed tables on Woodbine and effects on Fire and Public 
Works.  The discussion continued about speed tables on the 200 block of south East 
Ave as well as what can be done and what to recommend to the Village Board.   
 
Commissioner Stewart motioned to recommend change to revise Parking and Traffic 
policy to include speed tables along border streets.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Eichenberger.  The voice vote was as follows:  
Ayes: Chalabian, Patzloff, Eichenberger, Stewart, Thompson, Chalabian 
Nays: None 
 
The motion passed six to zero. 
 
Commissioner Chesney motioned to 1. Install bump-outs at the alley, 2. Install a speed 
table mid-block, 3. Complete a speed study on the 1200 block of Linden and after a six 
month study install temporary traffic calming devices, and 4. Do speed counts in alleys 
adjacent to the 1200 block of north East Ave.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Thompson.  The voice vote was as follows: 
Ayes: Chesney, Stewart, Eichenberger, Patzloff, Thompson, Chalabian 
Nays: None 
 
The motion passed six to zero.   
 
DETERMINE TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICE TO BE TESTED ON 
GROVE AVENUE NEAR BERKSHIRE STREET(PER VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEE 
DIRECTION) 
     
Jill Juliano gave a presentation that included background information on determining a 
temporary traffic calming device to be tested on Grove Ave. near Berkshire Street, per 
the Village Board of trustee direction.  The presentation included a summary of 
testimony and a letter of explanation for the petition, an aerial view of the intersection 
and surrounding area, and comparison traffic study data for the 1200 block of 
Woodbine.  Jill stated staff is considering one of two traffic calming measures; either 
bump-outs on Grove at the crosswalks north and south of Berkshire or two pinch-points 
(or medians) on the 900 and 1000 blocks of north Grove. 
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Chair Chalabian stated motorists don’t know that they are required to stop when there 
are pedestrians in crosswalk. 
 
A discussion took place between the Commission, Bill McKenna, and Jill Juliano about 
speed bumps/tables on interior streets of the Village, the effects of geometric changes 
on vehicle traffic, and the costs of various physical traffic control devices like diverters, 
chokers, bump-outs and who should pay those costs.  The discussion continued about 
bike-friendly solutions to bump-outs, stop in pavement for pedestrians versus chokers, 
costs of traffic control devices and traffic calming devices. 
 
The floor was opened to public testimony.  
 
Mary Rinder of 923 N Grove spoke about being against installing a stop sign and spoke 
about how more enforcement is needed in the area.    
 
Public testimony was closed out.  
 
The discussion continued about chokers versus bump-outs. 
 
Commission Thompson motioned to direct staff to come back with bike-friendly bump-
out opportunities designs.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Stewart.  The 
voice vote was as follows:  
Ayes: Chesney, Stewart, Eichenberger, Thompson 
Nays: Chalabian 
Abstain: Patzloff   
 
The motion passed four in favor, one against, and one abstention.   
 
Commissioner Patzloff motioned to adjourn the meeting and the motion was seconded 
by Commissioner Stewart.   
 
 The voice vote was unanimous to adjourn the meeting. 
 
 The meeting was adjourned at 10:45 PM. 
 
Respectively submitted 
 

Mary Avinger 
Mary Avinger, 
Administrative Secretary 
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April 12, 2017 
 
TO: BUSINESSES ON THE 6501, 6535, 6601, 6621, 6701 & 6729 BLOCKS OF NORTH AVENUE 
 
RE: PETITION TO INSTALL TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICES ON THE 1200 BLOCK OF NORTH EAST AVENUE 

AND THE 1200 BLOCK OF LINDEN AVENUE 
 
Dear Business Owner: 
 
In November 2016, the Transportation Commission reviewed a resident petition to install a traffic calming 
device on the 1200 block of North East Avenue.  At that time, the Commission made recommendations on 
the devices to be installed.  Later it was determined that one of the recommended devices would 
negatively impact Village operations. 
 
Subsequently, the Village of Oak Park received a petition to install a traffic calming device on the 1200 
block of Linden Avenue.  Included was the request to have both traffic calming petitions reviewed together 
in order to evaluate the area holistically.  As a result, the petitions for traffic calming devices on the 1200 
blocks of North East and Linden Avenues will be reviewed together by the Transportation Commission at its 
upcoming April meeting. 
 
The Transportation Commission review will be limited to considering traffic calming measures that do not 
restrict access, such as bump-outs or pinch points.  Staff is recommending the installation of a pair of 
bump-outs south of the east-west alley south of North Avenue on the two petitioning blocks. 
 
The Transportation Commission is scheduled to review these petitions at its upcoming public meeting 
being held at 7:00 PM on Monday, April 24, 2017, in Room 101 in Village Hall. 
 
You are invited to attend this public meeting to give testimony. If you wish to comment but are unable to 
attend, you may submit your comments in writing to the undersigned by U.S. mail, by email at jjuliano@oak-
park.us, or by fax to (708) 434-1600.  All comments must be received by Wednesday, April 19, 2017 at 
5:00pm for inclusion in the Commission’s agenda. 
 
A copy of the Transportation Commission's agenda will be posted on the Village of Oak Park’s website 
(www.oak-park.us) on Friday, April 21st for public review and inspection. 
 
Sincerely, 
  
THE VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 

Jill Juliano 
Jill Juliano, P.E. 
Transportation Engineer 
 
Village of Oak Park 
Public Works Center 
201 South Boulevard 
Oak Park, IL 60302 
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April 12, 2017 
 
TO: RESIDENTS OF THE 1100 & 1200 BLOCKS OF N. EAST AVE., COLUMBIAN AVE., LINDEN AVE., 

FAIR OAKS AVE., N. ELMWOOD AVE., N. EUCLID AVE., N. OAK PARK AVE. (EAST SIDE) 
 
RE: PETITION TO INSTALL TRAFFIC CALMING DEVICES ON THE 1200 BLOCK OF N. EAST AVE. AND 

THE 1200 BLOCK OF LINDEN AVE. 
 
Dear Resident: 
 
In November 2016, the Transportation Commission reviewed a resident petition to install a traffic 
calming device on the 1200 block of North East Avenue.  At that time, the Commission made 
recommendations on the devices to be installed.  Later it was determined that one of the 
recommended devices would negatively impact Village operations. 
 
Subsequently, the Village of Oak Park received a petition to install a traffic calming device on the 
1200 block of Linden Avenue.  Included was the request to have both traffic calming petitions 
reviewed together in order to evaluate the area holistically.  As a result, the petitions for traffic 
calming devices on the 1200 blocks of North East and Linden Avenues will be reviewed together by 
the Transportation Commission at its upcoming April meeting. 
 
The Transportation Commission review will be limited to considering traffic calming measures that do 
not restrict access, such as bump-outs or pinch points.  Staff is recommending the installation of a 
pair of bump-outs south of the east-west alley south of North Avenue on the two petitioning blocks. 
 
The Transportation Commission is scheduled to review these petitions at its upcoming public 
meeting being held at 7:00 PM on Monday, April 24, 2017, in Room 101 in Village Hall. 
 
You are invited to attend this public meeting to give testimony. If you wish to comment but are 
unable to attend, you may submit your comments in writing to the undersigned by U.S. mail, by email 
at jjuliano@oak-park.us, or by fax to (708) 434-1600.  All comments must be received by 
Wednesday, April 19, 2017 at 5:00pm for inclusion in the Commission’s agenda. 
 
A copy of the Transportation Commission's agenda will be posted on the Village of Oak Park’s 
website (www.oak-park.us) on Friday, April 21st for public review and inspection. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
THE VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 

Jill Juliano 
Jill Juliano, P.E. 
Transportation Engineer 
 
Village of Oak Park 
Public Works Center 
201 South Boulevard 
Oak Park, IL 60302 
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Item Title: Parking on and near North Ave and Roosevelt Road 
 
Review Date:   April 24th 2017        
 
 
Prepared By:   Parking and Mobility Services      
 
Abstract  (briefly describe the item being reviewed):  
 
The Village Board Goals for 2016-2017 include revisiting the overall parking systems within Oak Park 
in a holistic manner and with consideration for neighborhoods and business districts in order to 
understand the impact on residents, visitors and employees in the community.  
 
The Village Board has approved the following Guiding Principles be considered as each public 
parking system is reviewed and changes proposed: · Sustainability · Public Safety · Customer Service  
 
Additionally, the Village Board has approved the following Goals to be considered as each public 
parking system is reviewed and changes proposed:  
 
·   Parking Ordinances must be simple and user friendly (e.g. language is clear and concise).  
 
·   Parking Signage of all types must be standardized and more streamlined so that residents, 
visitors and employees in Oak Park are able to understand regulatory language that may be 
required and directional information is clear and concise.  
 
·   Parking Technology must support efficient parking administration and operation while also being 
customer service focused. In order to facilitate a comprehensive review of the public parking 
system. 
 
The following items are under review to be presented at the next parking study session with the 
Village Board. Staff is bringing these items forth to the Transportation Commission for comments.  
 
Topics for discussion are as follows: 
 
Day Time Parking Hourly Restrictions 
 
As part of an effort to consolidate signage and improve understanding of parking restrictions, Staff 
has been researching the existing posted signs and regulations. Standardization of daytime 
restrictions to simplify the process for residents, visitors, business operators and Village operations 
is the goal. 
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Daytime Restrictions on-street 
Standardize all current restrictions, such as No Parking 7 am-9 am, 8 am-10am M-F, 8 am-10 am M-
Sa, 8 am- 10 am 7 days, and No Parking Anytime. Standardize all current time limits, such as 1 hour, 
2 hour, 3 hour and 4 hour parking. 

 
Options for current time limits/restrictions:  
 

-Standardize 1, 2, 3, and 4 Hour time limits to 3 Hour Parking 10 am-5 pm M-F. 
-Standardize all time limit restrictions to No Parking 8 am-10 am M-F.  

 
This creates for a welcoming environment for both visitors and consumers, especially on weekends. 
 
Pros for standardizing No Parking 8 am-10 am includes easier enforcement, and keeps most 
employees from parking on these blocks all day but allows residents and guests to park all day 
besides 8 am-10 am.  
 
Pros for standardizing 3 Hour parking limit includes, more shared parking for consumers and 
residents, allows visitors and residents to park for short time in front of or near their house, and 
prevents employees from parking all day. 
 
If a street has a second Daytime Restriction on-street 
Remove any 2nd restriction, streets should have no more than 1 daytime restriction. If the proper 
restriction is in place and it is simple to understand it will properly be followed and there will not be 
a need for a second restriction or for passes that override restrictions.  
 
Options for 2nd restrictions (all current hourly parking limits/restrictions):  
 
1. Remove all 2nd time limit restrictions and convert current No Parking restriction to match 
standardization: No Parking 8 am-10 am M-F. Blocks would then only have No Parking 8 am-10 am. 
 
2. Convert current time limit restriction to 3 Hour Parking 10 am-5 pm M-F and remove No Parking 
restriction. Blocks would then only have 3 Hour Parking 10 am-5 pm M-F. 
 
Resident Daytime Permit Parking 
 
Resident day time permit parking exists but has not been utilized. Any  resident daytime permit 
zone which have not sold any permits in 2016 should be considered for removal.  
 
Consider having a sunset provision for resident daytime permit parking as follows: 
 
Current Resident Daytime Permit Parking with No or Very Low (<20%) Permit Sales: Remove 
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On-Going: Residents of blocks which have at least 21% of available permit sold: Blocks will receive 
notice that they need to meet and maintain 75% sold (avg. over 3 years) to keep the Resident 
Daytime Permit Parking area. 75% is the current percentage of residents which need to sign the 
petition to be eligible to get Resident Daytime Permit Parking. 
 
On-Street Overnight Permit Parking 
 
As part of an effort to standardize the on-street overnight parking zone hours, staff has researched 
the existing posted hours as well as potential implementation of standardized hours similar to those 
recently agreed upon in the Y2, Y3, Y4 zones and previously in the Y1, Y9 and Z9. 
 
Staff suggests to continue with the standard hour changes in Z7 (located near Roosevelt Road), 11 
pm-6 am. 
 
Under current ordinances regarding where on-street overnight zone parking can be added, there 
are no additional areas near Roosevelt or North Ave where on-street overnight permit parking can 
be added. 
 
 
Off-Street Parking 
 
While the area does not currently have any Village owned or leased off-street vacancies, there is 
some potential for adding more spaces. Village staff looked at expanding parking lots to include 
more spaces, and there may be a possibility of added some diagonal parking on Kenilworth, just 
south of North Ave. There is an option to convert meter spaces to an off-street Day, Night, and/or 
24 hour parking lot on Harlem and Marion. 
 
There is a privately owned vacant lot for development on Harlem Ave. and there are some 
additional small business parking lots around both Harlem Ave. and Roosevelt Rd.  Although 
demand is less in these areas, technology and direct landlord to parker options would benefit those 
in need of parking in these areas. This expands on staffs previous recommendation to encourage 
apps for private spaces renting. 
 
Business Districts  
 
Currently the North Ave. has metered parking similar to the opposite side of the street in Chicago.  
A pilot program is planned to test pay-by-plate multi-space technology on street within the next 
sixty days. 
 
Roosevelt Blvd. does have some areas with  parking time-limits similar to Berwyn and Cicero. Staff 
does not recommend adding any additional restrictions/limits on this street at this time.  
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Schools and Parks 
 
A number of schools and parks exist in the study area. The surrounding areas of these schools and 
parks contain restrictions which were put in place as part of a traffic safety plan.  
 
Staff is recommending that each school continue to have a traffic safety plan that should be 
reviewed every five years to make sure that the plan is still relevant, unless an issue arises that 
needs a review sooner.   
 
Parks that fall within a school (joint use facility) are covered under the  school’s traffic safety plan.  
 
Staff recommends creating a similar plan for stand-alone parks and recreation areas that are not 
currently covered under a school traffic safety plan. 
 

Draft Staff Recommendation(s) Pending Transportation Commission Input:  
 
Staff is recommending The Village Board consider standardizing daytime restrictions to ‘NO 
PARKING 8 AM-10 AM M-F’ and time limits to ‘3 HOUR PARKING 10 AM-5 PM’ while removing all 
2nd restrictions on these streets. Restrictions such as No Parking Anytime to be standardized to ‘NO 
PARKING 8 AM-10 AM M-F’ 
 
Due to the fact that documentation does not exist on many of these streets regarding the requests 
and implementation of these restrictions, blocks with restrictions would be sent a letter asking if 
these would like to remove all restrictions or choose from the applicable of the two proposed 
options moving forward. 
 
Staff recommends to remove daytime permit zones A7 (1200 block of Fair Oaks), A8 (0 block of 
Greenfield), and C8 (1200 block of N. Marion) and implement a “sunset” provision for Daytime 
Permit areas not being sold moving forward. 
 
Staff is recommending to the Village Board that On-Street overnight parking zone Z7  be 
standardized to 11pm-6am overnight parking hours. 
 
Staff is recommending the conversion of metered spaces on Harlem and Marion to an off-street 
permit parking lot for day, night, and/or 24 hour parking. The Creation of metered parking spaces 
on Kenilworth at North Avenue, north of the alley.   
 

Supporting Documentation Is Attached 
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74 Madison E. of Lombard    ✓

79 Roosevelt W. of Euclid    ✓

81 Marion N. of Randolph    ✓

82 Humphrey N. of Washington    ✓

83 Taylor N. of Washington    ✓

85 Gwendolyn Brooks School    ✓

86 Scoville N. of Washington    ✓

87 Harrison E. of East    ✓

90 Thomas W. of Austin  ✓

91 Wesley N. of Madison    ✓

92 Lombard N. of Madison ✓   ✓

93 Taylor S. of Harrison    ✓

94 Wisconsin S. of Madison ✓   ✓

96 North Blvd W. of Oak Park  ✓ ✓ 

97 Washington E. of Ridgeland    ✓

98 Harrison E. of Maple  ✓

99 Humphrey S. of North Ave ✓ ✓  ✓

100 Clinton N. of Madison    ✓

101 Humphrey S. of Lake  ✓

102 Lombard N. of Roosevelt ✓   ✓

103 Lyman S. of Harrison  ✓

104 Harvey N. of Madison ✓ ✓  ✓

107 Cuyler N. of Madison    ✓

109 Scoville S. of Washington ✓   ✓

110 Scoville N. of Madison  ✓

111 Greenfield W. of Austin  ✓

112 North Blvd N. bet.    ✓ 

 Cuyler @ Ridgeland

114 Asutin S. of Harrison  ✓  ✓

118 Holley Ct & Marion ✓

SB01 South Blvd W. of Humphrey  ✓ ✓ ✓

SB02 South Blvd W. of Harvey ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

SB03 South Blvd Ridgeland  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

 to Elmwood

SB04 South Blvd Elmwood to East ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

SB05 South Blvd East to Wesley  ✓  ✓

SB6E South Blvd Wesley to Euclid ✓   ✓

SB06 South Blvd Euclid to Oak Park ✓ ✓ ✓

SB07 South Blvd Oak Park  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

  to Kenilworth

SB08 South Blvd Kenilworth to Clinton  ✓ ✓ ✓

SB09 South Blvd Clinton to Home ✓   ✓

SB10 South Blvd Home Ave   ✓

   to metered spaces

NB10 North Blvd Forest to Grove ✓ ✓ ✓

 Zones Y1–Z7    ✓

 Indicates lots available for temporary overnight passes.
 Call 708.358.7275 for more infomration.

Parking Information Guide
LOT# LOCATION METERS/ 24- DAY NIGHT
  PAY BY  HOUR
  SPACE

LOT# LOCATION METERS/ 24- DAY NIGHT
  PAY BY  HOUR
  SPACE

0

REV 3.17

1 Euclid N. of Harrison ✓ ✓  ✓

2 North Blvd E. of Oak Park – Garage  ✓ ✓ ✓

3 Marion S. of Lake ✓

7 Chicago E. of Harlem ✓   ✓

10 North Blvd W. of Forest ✓

11 Wesley N. of Harrison    ✓

13 Lake W. of Grove ✓ ✓  ✓

15 Oak Park S. of Garfield ✓ ✓  ✓

16 Lake W. of Kenilworth ✓ ✓  ✓

18  Ontario E. Harlem – Garage ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

19 OPRF High School    ✓

22 Lake W. of Elmwood    ✓

24 Taylor N. of Madison ✓ ✓

25A Adams W. of Austin  ✓

25F Fillmore W. of Austin  ✓

25I Iowa W. of Austin  ✓

25P Pleasant W. of Austin  ✓

25S Superior W. of Austin  ✓

25V Van Buren W. of Austin  ✓

29 Garfield E. of Euclid  ✓

30 Austin N. of Jackson  ✓

31 Austin N. of Randolph  ✓

32 Lake E. of Forest – Garage  ✓ ✓ ✓

33 Humphrey S. of Harrison  ✓

34 South Blvd E. of Ridgeland ✓   ✓

35 South Blvd W. of Austin ✓ ✓

36 Washington W. of Austin  ✓

37 Grove N. of Roosevelt  ✓

39 Harvard W. of Austin  ✓

44 W. Side of Highland S. of Madison  ✓ ✓

45 Madison W. of Cuyler    ✓

46 Cuyler S. of Washington  ✓  ✓

47 Lombard S. of Madison    ✓

48E Cuyler S. of Madison (east side)    ✓

48W Cuyer S. of Madison (west side)  ✓

50N Humphrey N. of Lake ✓   ✓

51N Humphrey N. of Chicago ✓   ✓

51S Humphrey S. of Chicago ✓   ✓

53 Garfield E. of East  ✓

54 Flourney E. of Taylor  ✓

55  North Blvd E. of Kenilworth  ✓ ✓

56 Madison W. of Harvey    ✓

58 Madison E. of Highland  ✓

59 Kenilworth S. of South Blvd  ✓

61 North Blvd W. of Austin  ✓ ✓

62E Harrison W. of Elmwood    ✓

62W Harrison W. of Gunderson    ✓

64 South Blvd W. of Taylor  ✓

65 South Blvd & Lombard  ✓

66 North Blvd, Bishop to East  ✓ ✓ ✓

66N North Blvd, East of  ✓ ✓

 Euclid to Bishop

67 Lombard S. of Lake    ✓

68 Austin N. of Harrison  ✓

70 East Ave S. of Washington  ✓

71E Euclid N. of Madison    ✓

71W Euclid N. of Madison    ✓

72 Garfield W. of Clinton    ✓

73 Humphrey N. of Madison ✓ ✓  ✓
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Carroll Park (Lincoln School) 
1125 S. Kenilworth 
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Grayed out row indicates the item has been 
completed and closed

Erich Krumrei VBOT directed staff to install temporary calming 
312.206.4245 device, 6 months later collect data & bring back
Sarah Brown
sarahkbrown@gmail.com

Tom Lindsey No Trans Com involvement necessary
1235 N East Ave / 513.312.3241
TLJindsey@gmail.com
Cindy Hutchinson
822 Linden
708-358-8847
Rachel Marks
524 S Scoville / rkmarksajm@gmail.com
847.207.3178
Patricia Olderr no Trans Com involvement necessary
patolderr@yahoo.com

Joseph Smith
1206 N Euclid
ensign.pulver@comcast.net TWO #12470 & #12471 written on 07/22/2016
Gerald Sirels
708.217.9297

Elizabeth Kocs
1121 S East Ave
708.267.4097
Michael Werthmann (KLOA) No Trans Com involvement necessary
mwerthmann@kloainc.com
847.518.9990 Data provided to KLOA.
John Comeaux No Trans Com involvement necessary
312.927.1988
jcomeaux@atgfreight.com TWO #12479 written on 08/03/2016
Kelly Arquette
ktarquette@gmail.com
708.691.6292
VMO / VBOT / Residents No Trans Com involvement necessary
Ted Schuster/Stefanie Glover Item completed by MJKoperniak
Alex Harris RRFB equipment installed by VOP forces
Bob Stokes
227 N Grove 
bob.stokes@gmail.com
Patrick Fahey
1167 S Humphrey / 708.712.7610
patrickhfahey@att.net
Barbara Moline No Trans Com involvement necessary

Bill McKenna No Trans Com involvement necessary
VOP x5722

TWO #12469 written on 07/05/2016
John Wielebnicki
x5702

Rick Pollock No Trans Com involvement necessary
335 S Humphrey Ave
rpollock@rdisoftware.com TWO #12510 written on 10/31/2016
Police Dept / Sgt Jacobson
Kathryn Mirkovic of 320 N. Marion
katiemirkovic@gmail.com, (708)665- TWO 12528 & 12532 written on 02/11/2017
Clelita Mathole
708.565.0537
clelita.mathole@gmail.com
Cheryl Holtz no Trans Com involvement necessary
630.674.2437

TWO #12497 written on 10/05/2016
Joe Walsh
708.386.6790 (h) 708.373.3524 (m)

Parking and Traffic Action Item Activity Summary

Project
No.

Date
Opened

Opened
By

Date
Closed

Petition
mailed 

out
on

Petition
received

on
Action Item  Description

Name
Address
Phone Number

Commission Recommendation
Village Board Action
Final Disposition

Petition for STOP signs on Fair 
Oaks Avenue at Berkshire Street

1341 04/21/16 JAJ 04/21/16 12/19/16
Petition for alley speed bumps in 
east-west alley south of North Ave 
west of East Ave

1340 04/11/16 MJK 04/11/16

1339 04/05/16 JAJ 04/05/16 05/10/16 Petition for STOP signs on Grove 
Avenue at Berkshire Street

1343 04/26/16 JAJ 04/29/16 Petition for STOP signs at Adams 
and Scoville

1342 04/25/16 MJK 04/25/16 Petition for stop signs at Linden 
and Thomas

1346 05/23/16 JAJ Request for memorial street sign 
for his daughter

Alley Issues due to delivery trucks 
at Jewel on Roosevelt Road

1345 04/28/16 JAJ 07/22/16 04/30/16 05/23/16 Request for KKAD25 banners on 
1100 / 1200 blocks of N Euclid

1344 04/07/16 JAJ

Request for signal timings, crash 
data and traffic data for Madison St 
(part of Madison St Road Diet)

1349 06/01/16 JAJ 08/03/16 06/01/16 06/02/16 Request for KKAD25 banners on 
the 900 block of N Lombard Ave

1348 05/27/16 JAJ 10/22/16

1347 05/23/16 JAJ Request for convex mirror on end 
of alley

1351 06/03/16 JAJ 07/28/16 Jackson Blvd Traffic Issues 
(speeds & volumes)

1350 06/02/16 JAJ
Request for cul-de-sac on 1200 
block of N Euclid (result of US Bank 
modifications)

1354 06/20/16 JAJ 07/14/16
Petition for alley speed bumps in 
north-south alley north of Lake St 
east of Oak Park Ave

Request for all-way STOP signs at 
intersection of Erie and Grove

1353 06/09/16 JAJ Request for cul-de-sac petition on 
the 1150 block of S Humphrey

1352 06/06/16 JAJ

Request for traffic calming across 
Kenilworth medians between 
Division and North Ave

1357 07/11/16 JAJ 10/31/16 Request for change in signage 
adjacent to 300 S Humphrey CDS

1356 07/06/16 JAJ

1355 06/29/16 JAJ 07/05/16 Request for NO OUTLET sign on 
Rossell Ave at North Ave

1359 07/14/16 JAJ 07/21/16 Requesting STOP signs at 
Berkshire & Grove

1358 06/29/16 JAJ 02/11/17 07/13/16 Resident concerns about 
Marion/Erie intersection

Request for speed bumps in alley 
adjacent to Oak Park Ave & 
Jackson Blvd

1361 07/15/16 JAJ Concerns regarding 
Harlem/Ontario intersection.

1360 07/14/16 JAJ 10/05/16 07/15/16 09/08/16
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Grayed out row indicates the item has been 
completed and closedParking and Traffic Action Item Activity Summary

Project
No.

Date
Opened

Opened
By

Date
Closed

Petition
mailed 

out
on

Petition
received

on
Action Item  Description

Name
Address
Phone Number

Commission Recommendation
Village Board Action
Final Disposition

Craig Failor No Trans Com involvement necessary
x5418

Betty Harris No Trans Com involvement necessary
773.315.5320 / 708.434.5814

Roberta Arnold
708.373.8868 / 110 S Marion St

Annette Coffee No Trans Com involvement necessary
708.446.5841 / annettecoffee@hotmail.com
1135 N Oak Park Ave
Jeremy Pearson
pearson01@hotmail.com
773.255.9978
Kelly Mitchell
kells329@gmail.com

Diane Langley
708-848-0527

Sarah Rodriguez potential Trans Com item
sarahbeth3001@yahoo.com
708-415-8193
Tim Heckman 
tgheckman@gmail.com
708-714-4492
Bill Scholtens
205 Superior
312.363.8175
Kevin Risch
400 N Kenilworth / 708.790.0031
Krisch@Mallardmfg.com
Elaine Fore?
323.605.2571

elaineday@gmail.
Ganesan Rengaraju
500 Linden Ave
ganesanhome@gmail.com
Shatonya Johnson no Trans Com involvement necessary
NRO Zone 2
sjohnson@oak-park.us TWO # 12494 written on 09/08/2016
Vicki Trinder
1100 S Home
773.398.1156
Lisa
773.580.0377

Jim Schultz
900 S Grove
847.533.8992
Edgar Rossbach
redrossbach@gmail.com
312.907.9997
Sheila Haennicke
829 S Grove / 708.214.4933
shaennicke@att.net
Melissa
708.606.4280
melissa@dwellingseekers.com
Officer Shatonya Johnson no Trans Com involvement necessary
sjohnson@oak-park.us

Sgt Dave Jacobson no Trans Com involvement necessary
x5519

SMO 30078 written on 09/22/2016
Meghan Paulas formerly PF #1243 - no action in over 1 year.
meghan.paulas@gmail.com

1362 07/28/16 JAJ Data for consultant for North Ave 
report

Traffic issues on Marion St south of 
South Blvd

1365 08/04/16 JAJ 08/05/16 Request for existing traffic data on 
Oak Park Ave near residence

1364 08/01/16 JAJ

1363 07/29/16 JAJ Issues with alley behind Lake St

1367 08/23/16 JAJ 08/24/16 10/19/16 Reqeust for STOP signs at Harvey 
& LeMoyne

1366 08/08/16 JAJ
Interested in traffic speed reduction 
options for 1100 block of Home 
Ave

1370 08/31/16 MJK
morning traffic controls at Madison 
and East caused by Fenwick 
trafficdeal with 

Resident request for flashing lights 
on Ridgeland at Ontario

1369 08/31/16 MJK 08/31/16 request to install stop sign at Erie 
and Taylor

1368 08/29/16 MJK n/a

parking and traffic issues on the 
200 to 400 blocks of N Kenilworth

1373 09/06/16 JAJ 09/23/16 10/19/16
Request for STOP sign petition for 
Forest /Greenfield intersection 
(near Lindberg Park)

1372 08/29/16 JAJ

1371 09/01/16 JAJ
concerns about safety at Lombard 
& Superior (2 accidents in a week's 
time)

1375 09/08/16 JAJ 09/08/16
Request for NO PARKING HERE 
TO CORNER signage  at the NW 
corner of Division & Kenilworth

1374 09/06/16 JAJ

requesting multiple crosswalks / 
signage on Chicago between OPA 
& Ridgeland - for peds & OPRF 
kids

1378 09/09/16 JAJ Request for speed bumps in alley

Request for all-way STOP signs at 
Home/Lexington intersection

1377 09/09/16 JAJ Request for STOP sign petition for 
Kenilworth/Greenfield intersection

1376 09/07/16 JAJ 09/28/16

Request for enhanced safety at 
OPA/Van Buren crosswalk

1381 09/14/16 JAJ 09/23/16 10/18/16 Petition for all-way STOP signs at 
East Ave & Division St intersection

1380 09/14/16 JAJ

1379 09/13/16 JAJ Request for crosswalk on 
Ridgeland at Adams

1383 09/22/16 JAJ 09/22/16
Refresh crosswalk pavement 
markings at the 
Washington/Wisconsin intersection

1382 09/21/16 JAJ Request for additional SCHOOL 
ZONE signage at St Giles School

Reopening of Euclid/Harvard & 
Euclid/Fillmore STOP Sign petitions1384 09/21/16 JAJ
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Grayed out row indicates the item has been 
completed and closedParking and Traffic Action Item Activity Summary

Project
No.

Date
Opened

Opened
By

Date
Closed

Petition
mailed 

out
on

Petition
received

on
Action Item  Description

Name
Address
Phone Number

Commission Recommendation
Village Board Action
Final Disposition

Eugene White
1182 Home Ave / 708.715.5529

Doug Springer
dspringer01@gmail.com

Kathryn Hennis no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.477.9127
k.hennis@hotmail.com
Jack Chalabian no Trans Com involvement necessary
jchalabian2@gmail.com

Elle Morton no Trans Com involvement necessary
elle.morton@gmail.com

John Wielebnicki no Trans Com involvement necessary
x5702

replied to request on 10/14/2016
Lynn Benko
Lynn.Benko@fmc-na.com
708.790.9256
Mario Macias
619.246.8546
mariodmacias@gmail.com
Stephen Heller no Trans Com involvement necessary
846 N East Ave / 708.383.0663
grossheller@gmail.com TWO #12503 written on 10/12/2016
Deb Morofsky/Mary Jo Burns, Princi no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.386.7282

Responded to request & provided options
Sgt Dave Jacobson no Trans Com involvement necessary
djacobson@oak-park.us // x5519

Cori Grumboski no Trans Com involvement necessary
korichris@gmail.com
773.294.7449
Kevin Fox
312.622.6306

Kitty Brussock no Trans Com involvement necessary
608.445.5505
kittybrussock@yahoo.com 
Liz Murphy
emurphy@coxreps.com

Michael Lisak
mlisak@sidley.com

TWO 12528 & 12532 written on 02/11/2017
Christine Diedrich
christinediedrich@yahoo.com
847.922.4328
Tracy Trumbell no Trans Com involvement necessary
tracytrumbell@gmail.com

John Van Aalst no Trans Com involvement necessary
1004 N Kenilworth Ave
708.785.0396
Audrey Ingersoll 
audrey.ivancic@gmail.com
1223 Linden Ave / 773-484-7061
Ben DeBruin / Rebecca Beasely no Trans Com involvement necessary
rebeccabeasely@gmail.com

TWO #12507 written on 12/02/2016
Dr. Scott Levin no Trans Com involvement necessary
slevin@WestSubMC.com

Adjusted timing via Centracs, responded to resident
John Bergholz no Trans Com involvement necessary

Request for signage to prohibit

1405 12/01/16 JAJ 12/02/16 Request for NO OUTLET sign on 
North Ave at Fair Oaks

1406 12/15/16 JAJ 12/19/16
Resident complaint of back up of 
traffic on Chicago Ave at Ridgeland 
Ave intersection

1403 11/29/16 JAJ 11/29/16 Request for alley speed bumps in 
adjacent north-south alley

1404 12/01/16 MJK 12/01/16 01/30/17 request traffic calming device on 
1200 Linden block

1386 09/27/16 MJK 09/27/16 10/06/16 requested stop sign petition for an 
unnamed location

Euclid/Fillmore STOP Sign petitions

1385 09/23/16 JAJ Request for speed bump or cul-de-
sac on 1150 block of Home Ave

Request for certain traffic control 
devices data for VBOT meeting

1389 10/05/16 JAJ Request for installation of 
crosswalk at an unnamed location.

1388 09/29/16 JAJ 10/04/16

1387 09/29/16 JAJ 09/29/16 Request for speed bumps in the 
1600 block of Austin alley

1391 10/12/16 JAJ
Request for traffic calming device 
on the 1200 block of Columbian 
Ave

1390 10/10/16 JAJ 10/14/16
Request for safety information 
regarding red light cameras for 
discussions

1394 10/12/16 JAJ 10/24/16 Request for additional barricade to 
block off alley by Ascension School

Request for cul-de-sac petition on 
the 1200 block of N Taylor

1393 10/12/16 JAJ 10/12/16
Request for CROSS TRAFFIC 
DOES NOT STOP plaque on East 
Ave STOP signs at Division St

1392 10/12/16 JAJ

Issues with pedestrian push buttons 
in downtown Oak Park

1397 10/21/16 JAJ
Concerns about Washington Blvd 
at Kenilworth intersection  (vehicle 
& pedestrian interaction)

1396 10/21/16 JAJ

1395 10/24/16 JAJ
Request for in-street pedestrian 
crossing signage on Washington at 
Kenilworth

1399 11/04/16 JAJ 11/04/16 Request for all-way STOP signs at 
Wesley & Fillmore

1398 11/02/16 JAJ 11/10/16
Request for NO LEFT TURN sign 
for NB Maple St at Chicago Ave 
during holiday season

1402 11/28/16 JAJ 11/29/16 Request for KKAD25 banners on 
block

Request for all-way STOP signs at 
Erie & Marion

1401 11/09/16 JAJ 11/09/16 Petition for STOP signs at the 
intersection of Cuyler & Iowa

1400 11/04/16 JAJ 02/11/17
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Grayed out row indicates the item has been 
completed and closedParking and Traffic Action Item Activity Summary

Project
No.

Date
Opened

Opened
By

Date
Closed

Petition
mailed 

out
on

Petition
received

on
Action Item  Description

Name
Address
Phone Number

Commission Recommendation
Village Board Action
Final Disposition

545 S Euclid / 312.730.4567

Ashley Moy no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.927.0476 / amoy@illinois.edu

Dorris Lakin no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.383.5185

TWO # 12514 written on 01/05/2017
Bill McKenna no Trans Com involvement necessary
x5722

Data provided to Village Engineer
Natasha Galavotti no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.890.2855 / 509 N Grove Ave
natasha.galavotti@gmail.com
Diane Stephenson no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.302.5716

TWO #12534 was written on 02/13/2017
Makesha Benson-Custard
921 Chicago Ave / 708.714.6384
Condo building - 228 OPA
Clifton Kyle no Trans Com involvement necessary
922 N Marion St // 708.926.5440
 
John Brofman no Trans Com involvement necessary
529 N Harvey / 708.288.4238

Ryan Anderson no Trans Com involvement necessary
ryeandy@gmail.com

Peter Romas (owner Michael Beef) no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.848.8080

Chere Taylor
835 Erie / cheretaylor1@yahoo.com

Corey Nekimken no Trans Com involvement necessary
708.383.8211
parentcoord@thedaynursery.org
Amina Najib
524 N Taylor Ave/ /aminanaj@gmail.com

Item referred to Police Dept
Maura O'Brien-Alligrini no Trans Com involvement necessary
320 S Maple / 312.380.6021
mobrien@mvccapital.com
Karen Pawlowski no Trans Com involvement necessary
1131 S Ridgeland Ave
kpawlowski@oak-park.us
Meghann Moses no Trans Com involvement necessary
meghannmoses@gmail.com
917.442.0480 TWO #12540 written on 04/14/2017
Rosalyn Lutz no Trans Com involvement necessary
125 Washington / 708.256.3345
chantingbear@gmail.com
Natalie Campbell no Trans Com involvement necessary
526 Lyman / 708.524.0012

Joanne / Melissa no Trans Com involvement necessary
Oak Park Academy / 200 Lake St
708.434.5705

1427

1425 04/10/17 JAJ 04/13/17 Request for KKAD25 banners for 
500 block fo Lyman

1426 04/17/17 JAJ

Modify Lake/Harvey signal timing 
as students from Oak Park 
Academy cannot cross in the 
alloted time

1423 04/03/17 JAJ 04/14/17
Request for signage to have 
turning vehicles yield to pedestrians 
at Madison/Wisconsin.

1424 04/07/17 JAJ 04/07/17 Request for alley speed bump 
petition

1421 03/07/17 JAJ
Request for NPBS at alley access 
300 block of S Maple (both 
Washington & Randolph)

1422 03/27/17 JAJ
Request to modify turn restrictions 
or timing on Harvard at Oak Park 
Ave

1419 02/09/17 JAJ Crosswalk markings on Randolph 
St west of Maple St

1420 02/13/17 JAJ 02/17/17 Request for various petitions for the 
500 block of N Taylor Ave

1417 02/06/17 MJK

Request for sign to prohibit NB 
OPA traffic from blocking parking 
lot entrance at North Ave traffic 
signal

1418 02/09/17 JAJ
Crash at Erie Street & Grove Ave, 
request for all-way STOP signs at 
intersection

1415 01/30/17 JAJ 03/20/17
Chicago/Ridgeland traffic signal 
timing is off since construction 
ended

1416 02/06/17 JAJ
Request for crosswalk sign on 
Jackson Blvd between Oak Park 
Ave & Carpenter Ave

1413 02/03/17 JAJ
Request for in-street pedestrian 
crossing signs / crosswalk markings 
on Oak Park Ave at Erie St

1414 02/06/17 JAJ 03/27/17 Request for BLIND PERSON 
warning signage

1411 01/25/17 JAJ Request for crosswalk markings on 
Chicago Ave at Grove Ave

1412 02/01/17 JAJ 02/13/17 Issues with traffic in alley Marion to 
Forest 1 block N of Lake St

1409 12/30/16 JAJ 01/05/17 Request for warning signage for 
1200 Woodbine speed table

1410 01/17/17 JAJ 02/08/17
Vehicle & pedestrian traffic data 
collection for the intersection of 
Jackson Blvd & Wesley Ave

1407 12/29/16 JAJ Request for signage to prohibit 
blocking of walkway

1408 12/30/16 JAJ Concern about North Blvd & Forest 
Ave intersection
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