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AAppendix

In all transportation planning processes, the input of residents and 
other interested parties is crucial to successful planning and project 
prioritization. To integrate local and regional issues, CUUATS staff use a 
variety of innovative methods and analyses to capture the mobility needs 
and desires of the diverse individuals, neighborhoods, and institutions 
that make up the Champaign-Urbana region. To carry out the Curtis 
Road Corridor Study, CUUATS staff created a collaborative process 
involving many local agencies, as well as local roadway users, residents, 
and property owners to obtain input on the corridor and to promote 
awareness of context-sensitive design and local transportation issues. By 
bringing together stakeholders to define and accomplish collective goals 
for the corridor, this planning process strengthened the existing working 
relationships among local agencies and residents. 

Building on Chapter 2: Planning Process, this appendix focuses on the 
public involvement portion of the Curtis Road Corridor Study. Public 
involvement for the study was focused on informing each of the six 
phases of the study illustrated in the timeline in Figure 2-2: Existing and 
Projected Conditions; Goals, Objectives, and Evaluation Criteria; Scenarios 
based on Goals and Objectives; Preferred Scenario; Draft Corridor Study 
Report; and Final Approval.

Public Involvement

Presentation at public meeting on October 13, 2016
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Thursday October 13, 2016
What: Public Meeting
Where: Church of Christ, 2601 Philo Road, Urbana
When: 6:00 - 7:30 PM

Over 80 people attended the first public meeting to learn more about the 
corridor study and to provide input. There were four main goals for this 
meeting:

1.	Inform attendees about the corridor study
2.	Collect feedback on the preliminary existing conditions data
3.	Collect public input on how people are currently using the corridor
4.	Collect public input on the corridor's strengths and weaknesses and 

opportunities

To inform attendees about the corridor and collected feedback on the 
preliminary existing conditions data, staff presented a PowerPoint 
overview of the study (Figure A-4) and displayed 12 information boards 
(Figure A-1 and Figure A-5) about the study and the corridor's existing 
conditions. In advance of the meeting, staff documented the existing 
conditions of the corridor by collecting and analyzing data on utilities, 
services, transportation facilities, crashes, land use, and environmental 
conditions and created visualizations to present the data collected 
as maps, graphs, charts, and images. The projected conditions were 
also documented through the analysis of future land use plans and 
the regional population and employment projections from the 2040 
Long Range Transportation Plan approved in 2014. The existing and 
projected conditions portion of the corridor study includes analysis and 
documentation of data and verification of data with stakeholder agencies 
and members of the public who live, work, and/or travel through the area. 

To collect input on how people are currently using the corridor and 
some of the corridor's strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities, staff 
distributed a short survey (Figure A-6). One of the questions on the 
survey pertained to what modes people use on Curtis Road. While it 
was not surprising that the majority of people use personal vehicles on 
Curtis Road, it was surprising and informative to learn that at least a few 
people walk, use a bicycle, or use a bus on Curtis Road on a daily basis. 
Respondents also reported using agricultural equipment and horses on 
Curtis Road (Figure A-7). Additional information was collected on corridor 
strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities through mapping activities 
that asked people to map their Curtis Road routes and identify specific 
locations with stickers (Figure A-2 and Figure A-3). A summary of the 

strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities provided by meeting attendees 
are summarized by subtopic in Table A-1.

The input collected at this meeting served as the foundation for 
subsequent steps of the study. After the meeting CUUATS staff spent 
considerable time processing the input and organizing the different 
strengths, weaknesses, and opportunities into overarching "Problems" 
and "Opportunities" for the corridor. The "Problems and Opportunities" 
statements, as defined by PlanWorks and defined in Chapter 4: Problems 
and Opportunities, serve as the foundation for the corridor’s goals, which 
determine the evaluation criteria by which to assess proposed future 
scenarios. The evaluation criteria are also dependent on the modeling 
tools staff use during the scenario development and evaluation process. 
The interconnection between the public input, problem statements, 
goals, evaluation criteria, and modeling tools made this meeting one of 
the most critical parts of the corridor study.

Figure A-1  Information Boards, October 13, 2016

Figure A-2  String Routes Map, October 13, 2016

Figure A-3  Strength/Weakness/Opportunity Map, October 13, 2016
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Figure A-4  PowerPoint Presentation, Public Meeting October 13, 2016
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Public Involvement: Thursday October 13, 2016
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Curtis Road Corridor Study
Study Area Information

Comments & Questions

Curtis Road Corridor Study

Comments & Questions

Population & Employment Projection

Future Land Use

Significant Population Growth 2010-2014

Significant Employment Growth 2010-2014

• Urbana Comprehensive Plan adopted by Urbana City Council in 2005

• Village of Savoy Comprehensive Plan adopted by the Village in 2009

• Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan adopted by the 
Champaign County Board in 2010

• Champaign Tomorrow- Comprehensive Plan adopted by Champaign City 
Council in 2011

• Curtis Road Interchange Area Master Plan adopted in June 2016

• University of Illinois Campus Master Plan Update adopted in 2007 and 
updated in 2012

• University of Illinois Utilities Master Plan approved in September 2015

Referenced Plans

Population

Census
1990

Census 
2010

Change 
1990-
2010

LRTP 
Projection for 

2040

Change 
2010-
2040

Study 
Area 2,269 4,801 112% 6,250 30%

Employment

Business Analyst 
2010

LRTP Projection for 
2040

Change
2010-2040

Study 
Area 778 1,227 58%

Curtis Road Corridor Study

Comments & Questions

Property Ownership & Existing Zoning

Curtis Road Corridor Study

Comments & Questions

Existing & Future Land Use

Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Functional Classification & Jurisdiction
Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Roadway Condition

Figure A-5  Information Boards, Public Meeting October 13, 2016
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Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Average Daily Traffic & Transit Service

Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Bike & Pedestrian Facilities

Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Traffic Crash

Curtis Road Corridor Study Comments & Questions

Transportation - Intersection LOS

Curtis Road Corridor Study

Comments & Questions

Curtis Road Corridor Study
Environmental Assessment

This environmental assessment is a preliminary evaluation of environmental elements along the corridor, intended to give a 
picture of existing conditions as part of the planning process, with the additional hope of simplifying/ taking the initial steps 
to prepare for environmental assessment that may be required for any potential future corridor projects. 

Environmental Data
The following data is being collected as part of the environmental assessment:
Physical Setting:

- Topography & Geology
- Soils
- Hydrology

• Waterways
• Wetlands
• Floodplains

- Drainage
- Wildlife & Vegetation Habitat

Environmental Working Group
The Environmental Working Group has been formed to gain access to additional environmental expertise associated 
with the environmental topics we are addressing. The Working Group is comprised of nine members from the following 
organizations:

- Illinois State Geological Survey
- IDOT District 5
- Illinois Natural History Survey

Existing Environmental Conditions: 
- Air Pollution
- Water Pollution
- Light Pollution
- Noise Pollution
- Special Waste 
- Cultural Resources

- Illinois State Archaeological Survey
- Champaign County Soil & Water Conservation District
- University of Illinois

What is your vision for Curtis Road?

Safety?

Connectivity?

Environment?

Roadway Features?

Curtis Road Corridor Study

Facilities?
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Walk Bicycle Car Bus Other*

Daily 3 4 20 3 2

Weekly 1 5 17 0 0

Monthly 0 3 7 1 0

Occassionally/Seasonally 4 7 3 0 3

0
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Figure A-6  Survey: Trips Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities, Public Meeting October 13, 2016

Figure A-7  Survey Question #2 Input: Mode Use on Curtis Road, Public Meeting October 13, 2016
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Table A-1  Input: Strengths, Weaknesses, and Opportunities

Strength, Weakness, Opportunity Topics Number of 
Comments

Want Bike & Pedestrian Facilities/Complete Street 48

Safety 44

Maintain Farmland/Rural Characteristics 23

Control Speed 22

Improve Roadway Surface 20

Want Additional Shoulder or Wider Lanes 19

Dangerous Flooding/Bridge Needs Improvement 15

Problematic RR Crossing/Want Grade Separation 14

No Improvement Desired 13

Poor Traffic Flow 12

Want Agricultural Equipment Accommodations 11

Improve Visibility 11

Want 2 lanes 10

Want Roundabout(s) 8

Development Opportunity Desired/Appreciated 8

Maintain 55 MPH or higher 7

Access Point 7

Don't Want Traffic Light(s) 5

Animal Crossing 4

Keep All Way Stop(s) 3

Want 4 Lanes 2

Want Traffic Light(s) 2

Don't Want Bike & Pedestrian Facilities 1

Want More Transit Service 1

Don't Want Roundabout(s) 1

TOTAL 311

*  Other = Agricultural Equipment (2 Daily, 2 Occasionally/Seasonally), Horses (1 Occasionally/Seasonally)
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Saturday February 18, 2017
What: Public Workshop
Where: Church of Christ, 2601 Philo Road, Urbana
When: 8:30 - 11:00 AM

Over 50 people attended this event, which was a longer-format workshop 
held on a Saturday in order to allow participants to work together and 
consider the future of the corridor in a more thoughtful way. There were 
three main goals for this meeting:

1.	Present a summary of the input collected at the previous meeting
2.	Collect feedback on the corridor's problems, opportunities, and 

related goals that were developed from the public input
3.	Identify future scenarios for the corridor that address the corridor's 

goals

At the scenario development workshop, staff presented a summary 
of the input received at the previous public meeting, as well as a 
description of the five problems and opportunity statements, goals, and 
evaluation criteria, (Chapter 4: Problems and Opportunities) that were 
developed from that input in the form of a PowerPoint presentation 
(Figure A-10) and information boards (Figure A-8 and Figure A-11). After 
the presentation, planning staff facilitated an activity designed to allow 
community members to work together to determine which transportation 
improvement projects, if any, would address the corridor’s identified 
goals.

Staff prepared large-scale land use maps of the study area with existing 
building footprints and environmental features to serve as the base 
map for the activity. To go along with each map, staff produced a set 
of materials, including transportation improvement graphics for each 
roadway segment and intersection (Figure A-12). Given the location, size, 
traffic volumes, and land uses in the study area, the options for roadway 
improvements are limited. The roadway improvement options provided 
to each group included two-lane and four-lane roadway cross sections 
with shoulders and with or without on-street bike lanes and separate off-
street sidepaths. Four-way stop signs, traffic signals, and roundabouts 
were provided as options for intersection controls at the Curtis Road 
intersections with First Street, Race Street, and Philo Road. In addition, 
participants were able to create any other improvements they found 
desirable, and could chose to make no changes to any segments or 
intersections. 

Eight small groups with three to ten participants each were formed, and 
each group was provided with a set of materials and a CUUATS staff 
facilitator to carry out the activity. The activity was framed by a horizon 
year of 2040 and limited by a predetermined budget, which was intended 
to encourage the participants to prioritize the projects that are most 
important to them. By having the participants work in groups, the goal 
was to create an environment where roadway users could talk through 
different improvement ideas with others who might utilize the corridor in 
a different way or have different transportation priorities. The following 
assumptions were also presented as framework for considering 
transportation improvements in the study area:

•	 A railroad grade separation (roadway underpass) could happen by 
2030 and would likely be the first significant roadway improvement 
in the study area (which would then trigger additional improvements)

•	 Any roadway reconstruction between First Street and Race Street 
would trigger the reconstruction of the Embarras River bridge

•	 Any roadway reconstruction (two-lane or four-lane) would also 
include roadway drainage reconstruction

•	 Future roadway ownership, right-of-way, and maintenance are 
unknown and are not part of this particular exercise

The result of the activity was eight different future scenarios, one for each 
group labeled by different colors, that included different transportation 
improvement ideas for the Curtis Road Corridor study area by the year 
2040 (Figure A-13 through Figure A-20). The different scenarios ranged in 
scope from wanting many roadway improvements to wanting very few 
improvements and even closing down a section of the roadway to the 
public. Notably, none of the groups chose to include a four-lane roadway 
cross section in their scenario. After CUUATS staff reviewed each of 
the future scenarios developed by the public and presented them to the 
steering committee, it was determined that the eight public scenarios 
would serve as the full range of future scenarios to be measured and 
analyzed with the evaluation criteria along with a baseline/do-nothing 
scenario that assumed no future changes.

Figure A-8  Information Boards, February 18, 2017

Figure A-9  Scenario Development, Brown Group, February 18, 2017
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Figure A-10  PowerPoint Presentation, Public Workshop February 18, 2017
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Public Involvement: Saturday February 18, 2017

Figure A-11  Information Boards, Public Workshop February 18, 2017
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Figure A-12  Scenario Activity Materials, Public Meeting, February 18, 2017

4 Lanes with On Street  
Bikeways and Shoulders

4 Lanes with Shoulders 2 Lanes with On Street  
Bikeways and Shoulders

2 Lanes with Shoulders
Paved Shared Use Path

Roundabout

Road Segment Options
Your Projects   

(mark each used)
Cost

Do Nothing $0
2 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $1,320,000
2 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $1,460,000
4 Lanes narrowing to 3 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $1,640,000
4 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $1,820,000
4 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $1,930,000
Paved Shared Use Path $320,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
2 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $5,720,000
2 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $6,100,000
4 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $8,570,000
4 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $8,900,000
Paved Shared Use Path $900,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
2 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $2,400,000
2 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $2,640,000
4 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $3,300,000
4 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $3,510,000
Paved Shared Use Path $580,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
2 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $3,600,000
2 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $3,970,000
4 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $4,950,000
4 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $5,270,000
Paved Shared Use Path $865,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)

Intersection Options
Your Projects   

(mark each used)
Cost

2-way Stop $1,000
4-way Stop $2,000
Signalized Intersection $250,000
Roundabout $380,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
2-way Stop $1,000
4-way Stop $2,000
Signalized Intersection $250,000
Roundabout $380,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
2-way Stop $1,000
4-way Stop $2,000
Signalized Intersection $250,000
Roundabout $380,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)

Adjoining Streets Options
Your Projects   

(mark each used)
Cost

Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $0
Paved Shared Use Path $0
2 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $0
2 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $0
4 Lanes with 8' Shoulders $0
4 Lanes with On Street Bikeways and 5' Shoulders $0
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $0
Paved Shared Use Path $0
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $540,000
Paved Shared Use Path $290,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $540,000
Paved Shared Use Path $580,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $540,000
Paved Shared Use Path $290,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)
Do Nothing $0
On Street Bikeway $540,000
Paved Shared Use Path $580,000
Your Own Project Idea (see guidelines for pricing)

/$20 million total budget
Total Cost of Prioritized Projects:

Philo Road and Curtis Road

Race Street and Curtis Road

Philo Road to Il-130/Highcross Road      
(.50 miles)

US 45/Dunlap Avenue to First Street     
(.55 miles) 

First Street to Race Street                                 
(1.55 miles)                                                         

Race Street to Philo Road                     
(1 mile)

First Street and Curtis Road

Philo Road- Curtis to Old Church         
(1 mile)

Race Street- Windsor to Curtis              
(1 mile)

First Street- Windsor to Curtis               
(1 mile)

Race Street- Curtis to Old Church        
(1 mile)

Philo Road- Windsor to Curtis             
(1 mile)

First Street- Curtis to Old Church             
(1 mile)

Basemap

Tally Sheet Project Options

Money Misc Supplies

$1,000,000$1,000,000
$1,000,000

$10,000
$10,000

$1,000

$1,000
$1,000
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Red Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road Do nothing

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Roundabout

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road Roundabout

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Grey Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street Do nothing

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road Do nothing

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Signalized intersection

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders, paved shared use path

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Figure A-13  Red Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor

Figure A-14  Grey Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor
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Aqua Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 4 lanes narrow to 3 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes with 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes with 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road 2 lanes with 8' shoulders

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Roundabout

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road Roundabout

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road Roundabout

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 4 lanes narrow to 3 lanes, 5' shoulders, paved shared use path

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Paved shared use path

Blue Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street Do nothing

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street Close roadway (allow agricultural vehicles, pedestrians, bikers)

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road Do nothing

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road Do nothing

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Do nothing

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Widened shoulders

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Figure A-15  Aqua Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor

Figure A-16  Blue Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor
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Green Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 4 lanes narrow to 3 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Signalized intersection

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 4 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road On street bikeways

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road On street bikeways

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Pink Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 4 lanes narrow to 3, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders 

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road Do nothing

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Signalized intersection

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road Roundabout

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 4 lanes, 8' shoulders, paved shared use path

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Figure A-17  Green Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor

Figure A-18  Pink Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor
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Purple Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 4 lanes narrow to 3 lanes, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road 2 lanes, 8' shoulders

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Signalized intersection

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 3 lanes (with left turn lane)

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Brown Group

Roadway Segment Selected Project 

Curtis Road: US 45/Dunlap Avenue - First Street 4 lanes narrow to 3 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: First Street - Race Street 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: Race Street - Philo Road 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Curtis Road: Philo Road - IL130/High Cross Road 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders

Intersection of First Street and Curtis Road Signalized intersection

Intersection of Race Street and Curtis Road 4-way stop

Intersection of Philo Road and Curtis Road 4-way stop

First Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road 2 lanes, on street bikeways, 5' shoulders, paved shared use path

First Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Paved shared use path

Race Street: Windsor Road - Curtis Road On street bikeways, paved shared use path

Race Street: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Philo Road: Windsor Road - Curtis Road Paved shared use path

Philo Road: Curtis Road - Old Church Road Do nothing

Figure A-19  Purple Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor

Figure A-20  Brown Group: Future Scenario for Curtis Road Corridor
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Thursday March 30, 2017
What: Meeting with Curtis Road Landowners
Where: County Highway Department, 1606 E Main St,  
	    Urbana
When: 6:30 - 7:30 PM

Nine landowners/residents were in attendance at this meeting where 
CUUATS staff gave an overview of the study and answered questions 
about the study itself and the procedures for doing roadwork on Curtis 
Road at some point in the future. CUUATS staff, the Urbana Township 
Commissioner, and County Highway Engineer were able to answer many 
questions from the landowners regarding the right-of-way acquisition 
process and the treatment of roadway access points near agricultural 
land. CUUATS staff felt it was a productive meeting and the attendees 
expressed their appreciation for being brought directly into the corridor 
planning process. While the landowners' primary concern was about 
losing agricultural land to roadway improvements in the future, many of 
them agreed with the documented safety concerns in the study area. 

Figure A-21  Curtis Road Corridor Study Landowner Meeting, March 30, 2017
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Figure A-22   Presentation Q & A, May 16, 2017

Figure A-23  Information Boards, May 16, 2017

Tuesday May 16, 2017
What: Public Meeting
Where: Church of Christ, 2601 Philo Road, Urbana
When: 5:30 - 7:00 PM

About 50 people attended this meeting where CUUATS staff presented 
the analysis of the future scenarios created at the previous public meeting 
using the evaluation criteria. There were two main goals for this meeting:

1.	Present a summary of the evaluation criteria used to compare the 
future scenarios created at the previous meeting

2.	Collect feedback on the preferred future scenario developed from the 
analysis of the future scenarios

Staff presented a PowerPoint that included an overview of the process 
used to evaluate and compare the ability of each of the future scenarios to 
address the corridor's goals. After presenting the scenario analysis, staff 
also presented the draft of the preferred scenario, including the project 
prioritization proposed by the Steering Committee (Figure A-22 and Figure 
A-25). Before and after the PowerPoint presentation, attendees were 
encouraged to review information boards (Figure A-23 and Figure A-26) 
that summarized the content in the presentation. The evaluation criteria 
used to analyze and compare the scenarios was particularly detailed. 
An information board summarizing the criteria and scores for all the 
scenarios was presented and an additional handout was also available 
to look at the raw scores for each of the criteria (Figure A-27). There 
were also information boards detailing the scores of each of the specific 
scenarios accompanied by laptops showing traffic flow simulations 
created during the travel demand modeling and microsimulation process 
(Figure A-24). Meeting attendees were also encouraged to talk to CUUATS 
staff about any additional questions and fill out a survey (Figure A-28) 
about the things they liked and disliked about the draft preferred scenario. 
The feedback from the public regarding the preferred scenario was 
largely positive (Table A-3 and Table A-4).

Figure A-24  Traffic Flow Simulations on Laptops, May 16, 2017
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Figure A-25  PowerPoint Presentation, Public Meeting May 16, 2017
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Figure A-26  Information Boards, Public Meeting May 16, 2017
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Figure A-27  Optional Handout: Evaluation Criteria, Raw Scores, Public Meeting May 16, 2017
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Figure A-28  Survey: Scenario Analysis & Preferred Scenario, Public Meeting May 16, 2017

Table A-2  Survey Question #1 Responses: Main Reason for Attend-
ing Public Meeting, May 16, 2017

Main Reason for Attending Meeting Count

Nearby Landowner of Resident 5

General Interest 3

Concern about Environment/Sprawl 3

Concern about Safety 3

TOTAL 14

Table A-3  Survey Question #2 Responses: Top 3 Things Liked 
About Preferred Scenario, May 16, 2017

Likes by Subtopic Count

Want Bike & Pedestrian Facilities 6

Want Roundabouts 5

Want 2 Lanes 4

(General Approval) 4

Maintain Farmland/Rural Characteristics 4

Control Speed 3

Improve Roadway Surface 3

Want Additional Shoulder 2

Want Grade Separation 2

Improve Connectivity 1

Improve Drainage 1

Safety 1

Want Accommodation for Agriculture Equipment 1

TOTAL 37

Table A-4  Survey Question #3 Responses: Top 3 Things Disliked 
About Preferred Scenario, May 16, 2017

Dislikes by Subtopic Count

Want More Information* 6

Too Conservative: Want More or Faster Improvements 6

Concern About Sprawl and Environmental Degradation 4

Maintain 55 mph or higher 2

Don't Want More Traffic 2

Don't Want Roundabouts 1

Don't Want Bike & Pedestrian Facilities 1

TOTAL 22

*Want more information regarding:

•	 Type/Adequacy of Drainage Improvements (2) 

•	 Adequacy of Field Entrances

•	 Design of Railroad Overpass

•	 Traffic Signal Timing

•	 Specific Sign Recommendations
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September 5 - October 5, 2017
What: 30-Day Public Comment Period

Where: 	 Champaign Public Library
		  Urbana Free Library
		  ACES/Funk Library
		  Savoy Recreation Center
		  Brookens Administrative Center
		  Online: https://cuuats.org/curtis/

The 30-day public comment period was an opportunity for the public to 
look at a draft of the full Curtis Road Corridor Study and provide feedback. 
During the 30 days, one comment was submitted in person in one of the 
printed documents available for review (Figure A-29) and three comments 
were received via email (Figure A-30).

Figure A-29  One Comment Received on Paper During  
Public Comment Period

Figure A-30  Three Comments Received via Email During Public Comment Period

1

Ashlee Mc Laughlin

From: Rudolf G. Mortimer <rgm@illinois.edu>
Sent: Sunday, September 17, 2017 11:08 AM
To: Ashlee Mc Laughlin
Subject: Curtis rd corridor study--comments

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Dear Ms. McLaughlin: 

    I have read the report of the study groups. As I read it, the project is looking at a time frame around 2040 for 
implementation. In the meantime the study has found various deficiencies as rationale for some sort of 
implementation. At least one of those seems to me to be able to be implemented now and should have been ages 
ago. That is, the painting of lane divider lines and edge lines. That is a countermeasure that has been found to 
pay safety dividends for years (e.g., 1)  and would be especially valuable on the narrower county roads such as 
Curtis road from Neil Street to 130. The Missouri highway department found a 25% reduction in lane departure
fatalities as a result of implementing edgeline and centerline markings on major and minor highways using 6 
inch wide markings (1).

    At the present time, most of Curtis road east of  US 45 has no markings. Such markings would reduce mid 
block crashes. The cost of markings is estimated at around 10-25 cents per foot (1). There is no question such 
markings would alleviate most of the safety issues on Curtis and other similar roads such as Church street and 
be welcomed by drivers, especially at night or other poor visibility conditions.

    As for the intersection crashes, about 65% reportedly occurred at the US 45 intersection, which already has 
traffic signals, and hence are not directly related to design issues of Curtis rd.

    As pointed out in the study, Curtis Rd is not a safe road for cyclists (or pedestrians). However, reducing the 
speed limit to 45 mph would help to give drivers more time to respond to cyclists and other slow moving 
vehicles and insignificantly increase time of travel.  

    We should not wait for over 20 years for these kinds of simple and cheap changes to be made on Curtis road 
and its parallel, Church rd. That would be an early, positive result of the study. 

(1) Carlson, P.J, Park, E.S. & Andersen, C.K. The benefits of pavement markings: a renewed perspective based 
on recent and ongoing research, Transportation Research Board, Annual meeting, January 2009. 

Sincerely,

--
Rudolf G. Mortimer, PhD 
Human Factors Engineering 
3413 S. Persimmon Circle 
Urbana, IL 61802-7128 
Tel: 217-367-4705 

1

Ashlee Mc Laughlin

From: Rudolf G. Mortimer <rgm@illinois.edu>
Sent: Sunday, September 17, 2017 11:08 AM
To: Ashlee Mc Laughlin
Subject: Curtis rd corridor study--comments

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Dear Ms. McLaughlin: 

    I have read the report of the study groups. As I read it, the project is looking at a time frame around 2040 for 
implementation. In the meantime the study has found various deficiencies as rationale for some sort of 
implementation. At least one of those seems to me to be able to be implemented now and should have been ages 
ago. That is, the painting of lane divider lines and edge lines. That is a countermeasure that has been found to 
pay safety dividends for years (e.g., 1)  and would be especially valuable on the narrower county roads such as 
Curtis road from Neil Street to 130. The Missouri highway department found a 25% reduction in lane departure
fatalities as a result of implementing edgeline and centerline markings on major and minor highways using 6 
inch wide markings (1).

    At the present time, most of Curtis road east of  US 45 has no markings. Such markings would reduce mid 
block crashes. The cost of markings is estimated at around 10-25 cents per foot (1). There is no question such 
markings would alleviate most of the safety issues on Curtis and other similar roads such as Church street and 
be welcomed by drivers, especially at night or other poor visibility conditions.

    As for the intersection crashes, about 65% reportedly occurred at the US 45 intersection, which already has 
traffic signals, and hence are not directly related to design issues of Curtis rd.

    As pointed out in the study, Curtis Rd is not a safe road for cyclists (or pedestrians). However, reducing the 
speed limit to 45 mph would help to give drivers more time to respond to cyclists and other slow moving 
vehicles and insignificantly increase time of travel.  

    We should not wait for over 20 years for these kinds of simple and cheap changes to be made on Curtis road 
and its parallel, Church rd. That would be an early, positive result of the study. 

(1) Carlson, P.J, Park, E.S. & Andersen, C.K. The benefits of pavement markings: a renewed perspective based 
on recent and ongoing research, Transportation Research Board, Annual meeting, January 2009. 

Sincerely,

--
Rudolf G. Mortimer, PhD 
Human Factors Engineering 
3413 S. Persimmon Circle 
Urbana, IL 61802-7128 
Tel: 217-367-4705 
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July 27 - September 19, 2017
What: Public Agency Presentations

Agency, when: 	
•	 University of Illinois Campus Master Plan 

Committee, July 27
•	 Champaign County Highway Committee, 

September 8
•	 Urbana City Council, September 11
•	 Champaign Township Trustees, September 12
•	 Savoy Village Board, September 13
•	 Metropolitan Intergovernmental Council, 

September 19

CUUATS staff presented the draft document and future recommendations 
from the corridor study to stakeholder agencies before and during 
the public comment period in order to publicize and bolster the public 
comment period. These presentations served as opportunities to inform 
the agency representatives and other meeting attendees about the 
corridor study process and the future recommendations included in the 
study and get their questions answered.

Figure A-31  Meeting Agendas for Preferred Future Scenario Presentations, 2017
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September 21, 2017
What: Public Meeting
Where: Church of Christ, 2601 Philo Road, Urbana
When: 6:00 - 7:30 PM

Twenty five people attended the fourth and last public meeting where 
CUUATS staff presented the preferred future scenario. There were two 
main goals for this meeting:

1.	Present a summary of the preferred future scenario
2.	Collect feedback on the preferred future scenario and full draft 

document
3.	Collect feedback on the overall public involvement process for the 

corridor study

Staff presented a PowerPoint (Figure A-32) that included an overview 
of the corridor planning process and the preferred future scenario that 
resulted from that process. Before and after the PowerPoint presentation, 
attendees were encouraged to review information boards (Figure A-33) 
that summarized the content in the presentation as well as review 
copies of the full draft document that were available in printed and digital 
format. Meeting attendees were also encouraged to talk to CUUATS staff 
about any additional questions and fill out a survey (Figure A-34) about 
the preferred future scenario and the planning process. The feedback 
from the public regarding the planning process and the preferred future 
scenario was largely positive (Table A-5 and Table A-6).

Public meeting attendees looking at information boards, September 21, 2017
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Figure A-32  PowerPoint Presentation, Public Meeting September 21, 2017
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Figure A-33  Information Boards, Public Meeting September 21, 2017
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Public Involvement: September 21, 2017

Figure A-34  Survey: Draft Document Review, Public Meeting September 21, 2017

Table A-5  Survey Question #5 Responses: Draft Document Comments or Questions,  
September 21, 2017

Answers to Survey Question #5, September 21, 2017

Nope. Good work.

Overall it looks good. It was a fun planning project and it was good from my perspective that it has not been a development at all 
cost push. Thanks and good luck.

Light @ 1st and Curtis is good.

I like the proposed changes. Many of the suggestions our group proposed at the February meeting were included in the proposal. I 
mean the draft document.

P. 78, curious if Winfield Village will really still have that much lawn, i.e. if 50' south of centerline will be taken up by the road, or if 
road will mostly expand north. We prefer the latter.

How soon can we get Curtis posted @ 45mph? Lighting is not just a crop issue. I moved to the edge of the city for dark. Please 
do not install any light visible from the city. Consider placing both bike paths on the same side of the street creating a 10' buffer 
instead of two 5' sections. Rumble strips are good, raised is better consider bike soft curb rumble this  
will help steer stray cars back to the road, keep debris in the road, and not affect farm equipment (drawing)

This project fosters sprawl. Curtis Road underpass under railroad track seems wishful and not designed. Existing property access 
would be denied. Street slopes would be steep, RR track to be raised and relocated would be difficult & costly. Who pays? What 
about existing powerlines, etc.

7 TOTAL COMMENTS

Table A-6  Survey Question #6 Responses: Does the Document Accurately Incorporate Public Opinions?, 
September 21, 2017

Answers to Survey Question #6, September 21, 2017

Yes (6 responses)

I do, but honestly, I think some opinions were quite unrealistic.

Didn't have time to check.

I can't say.

Still concerned about one-lane roundabouts being able to accommodate large farm equipment, sprayers, combines, field  
cultivators, etc.

No. Too extravagant. Not needed if Windsor Road 4-lane open & operational. Savoy might benefit but using our taxes to help Sa-
voy is wrong. It will hurt Urbana businesses & development (we live in Urbana). Only Savoy benefits & creates more sprawl. 

11 TOTAL COMMENTS
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