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NOTICE
U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

The Illinois Department of Transportation will hold Public Information Meetings on
November 17, 18, & 19, 2009 for the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement to accept
comments on the project study to date. The limits of the study are the Shelby/Christian
County line to the U.S. 51/IL 177 interchange (east of Irvington). The meeting times and
locations are as follows:

Tuesday, November 17, 2009 - 6:00 to 8:00PM
Centralia Recreation Complex

115 E. Second Street

Centralia, IL. 62801

Wednesday, November 18, 2009 -- 6:00 to §:00 PM
Vandalia American Legion

321 S. 7™ Street

Vandalia, IL 62471

Thursday, November 19, 2009 — 6:00 to 8:00 PM
Ramsey High School Library

716 W. Sixth Street

Ramsey, IL 62080

The purpose of the meeting is to review the project study to date and to present the
recommended corridors to move forward with for further study around the communities
of Ramsey, Vandalia, Vernon, Patoka, Sandoval, and Centralia. At each meeting, a
formal presentation will start shortly after six o’clock followed by an open-house format
where your questions can be answered by representatives of the project team. Comments
will be taken at the meeting or accepted by mail, email or fax until December 4, 2009.
Information presented at the meeting will be made available on the project website
(www.us51eis-IDOT.com) following the public meetings. Persons with disability
requiring special accommodations should contact Mr. Tim Jackson of the Illinois
Department of Transportation (217-342-3951) to advise of planned attendance and
needed accommodations.
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Centralia Recreation Center

Centralia - Public Information Meeting

November 17, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Infor

mation Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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| , (o L0 &= |

3o Sehucre 302 N Wicciams, fleseey 7| LIPALP 5683 | Rogeerside e Coraere. wier
“MiKe Nopy 'S BEE | US Hhway ST N Pf:ozs L1%-432-292.%

Clt D 107 -5 face SPT Vpnaun L)Y - 432 -5 3E7
AAE  BEsc s sog3 S Hrw <) JH P IfA Grs- 32~ V0S5

K:%\C/ﬁ M\J[b71$ Fuer Cevtz | \”%m\q %-\ngd&;? LIG 72983 ""30’5% N\j‘ers e \a\uq‘/oupl-#cl- COAN
Lo W< v s RV U8k 39 <y hehier oy b1 3= 2962278

\ng\aul/ QOF_F CJ&MV\UQ(\Q LIS~ Ced-9|(s j%o " MMQV@\\M@%.@W\

ONERRY P s eSS (DT DY —

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-207



U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Vandalia American Legion

Vandalia - Public Information Meeting

November 18, 2009 - 6:00 — 8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Ramsey High School Library

Ramsey - Public Information Meeting

November 19, 2009 - 6:00-8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Ramsey High School Library

Ramsey - Public Information Meeting

November 19, 2009 - 6:00-8:00 PM
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U.S. 51 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Ramsey High School Library

Ramsey - Public Information Meeting

November 19, 2009 - 6:00-8:00 PM
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Ramsey High School Library

Ramsey - Public Information Meeting
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November 19, 2009 - 6:00-8:00 PM
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Public Information Meetings
Centralia, Vandalia & Ramsey
November 17 - 19, 2009

US 51 Environmental Impact
Statement

(A
llinois Department ey
of Transportation o ronepondiis

Federal Highway
Administration

Agenda

Introductions

Project History

Alternative Development and Analysis
Next Steps

Review of Exhibits
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Agenda

= |ntroductions
Project History
Alternative Development and Analysis
Next Steps
Review of Exhibits

Agenda

Introductions

Project History

Alternative Development and Analysis
Next Steps

Review of Exhibits
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Project Study
Area Map

Project Study
Area

Project History

* Studies of the corridor have been ongoing since 1970

* Planning study in 1987 recommended expansion to four lanes
from Decatur to 1-64

* US 51 from Decatur to Pana in various stages of design and
construction

* US 51 from Irvington to 1-64 is already four lanes
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Agenda

Introductions

Project History

Alternative Development and Analysis
Next Steps

Review of Corridor Exhibits

What'’s Important to
you? (Context)

Community Issues

Spring 2008

Spring 2009 Define and Analyze
Alternatives

Summer 2010

Spring 2012
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What'’s Important to

Community Issues you? (Context)

Spring 2008 Purpose &
Need

Problem Statement

The existing US 51 highway does not provide an efficient and safe
connection between local communities and commercial centers, and does
not encourage long distance travel.

The US 51 highway hinders travel and the movement of goods and services,
limits tourism and commerce, and limits residential, commercial, and
industrial growth.

The existing US 51 highway is unsafe for cars, trucks, buses, pedestrians,
bicycles, and farm equipment to share the road at the same time.
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Purpose & Need Statement

The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve the connectivity within
the south central lllinois region and to enhance the highway system
continuity. The region needs a centralized roadway that effectively
connects communities as well as local and commercial centers, while
also providing a roadway that promotes safe and efficient travel in the
region for a wide variety of transportation users.

Define and Analyze
Alternatives

Develop Preliminary Corridors

Conduct Purpose & Need Screening and
Corridor Consolidation

Perform Macro Analysis on Remaining
Corridors

Develop Preliminary Alignments within
Remaining Corridors

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-222
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CAG, RAG & PSG Meetings
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Ramsey Corridors

=z

Preliminary Corridor
Development
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Ramsey Corridors

[ =
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Ramsey Corridors

| . e

Alignment Analysis Screening

Vandalia Corridors

% AR

‘_ Preliminary Corridor
- Development
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Vandalia Corridors

4 Purpose & Need Screening A '

5

ndalia Corridors

NTR

\':

-
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Vandalia Corridors

P

Corpo}ate Limits

Vandalia Corridors

N TR

% Alignment Analysis Screening '
& . A\

Corpoiate Limits
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Vernon/Patoka Corridors
e L
Preliminary Corridor i! aad
Development i
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_ F

Vernon/Patoka Corridors
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E ‘l e |
- Purpose & Need Screening ‘:E 3 ]
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Vernon/Patoka Corridors
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Vernon/Patoka Corridors

L 5 ™ i 8
- *, ‘:l
Alignment Analysis Screening 3¢ i |
: Yool - A : >

Centralia/Sandoval Corridors

N T b
Preliminary Corridor

Development
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Centralia/Sandoval Corridors

Centralia/Sandoval Corridors

[} E
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Centralia/Sandoval Corridors

Centralia/Sandoval Corridors
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Agenda

Introductions

Project History

Alternative Development and Analysis
Next Steps

Review of Exhibits

What'’s Important to

C ity I
ommunity Issues you? (Context)

4

Spring 2008

Spring 2009 . fine and Analyze
Alternatives

Summer 2010

Spring 2012
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US 51 Draft EIS

How do you contact us?

Website:
www.us5leis-idot.com
E-Mail:
usbleis@clark-dietz.com
Comment Line:

217.373:8958

December 2013
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Existing U.S. Route 51
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US 51 ENVIRONMENTARL
IMPACT STATEMENT

The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve
the CONNECTIVITY within the south
central lllinois region and to enhance the
highway system CONTINUITY. Your input is
valued and is critical to the project process;
please leave your comments and feel free to vis-

it the project website www.us5 | eis-idot.com.

Thank you for your involvement.

Sherry Phillips Comment Line: 217-373-8951
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Comment Form

Alternative Review Public Meetings Please return this form by
December 4", 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th _—

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of aiternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

7 1
Name: ' /)4/;/&m /%//4\ J { e Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: /1545 2.0n  H /Z{}/ )2( Nov. 17 — Centralia
O Nov. 18 —Vandalia
Ceu Lra [ia L L L i 10 O Nov.19-Ramsey

[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

Natural Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
Cultural Sites . & Residential Impacts
XAgncultural Land [0 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings Please return this form by

Xy December 4", 2009!
November 17, 18 and 15th : - ,

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: /% [y Ly;/ C‘D € Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: 927029/% !‘.,-[ /O 4 7 1" Nov. 17 — Centralia

0 Nov.18 -Vandalia

C?P/‘///‘{é Aﬂ 1 ZZ %Gf/ﬁﬂ/ 0 Nov. 19 — Ramsey
7 0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

[ Natural Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites.” ) . 4" Residential Impacts
ET Agricultural Land ' O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form

November 17, 18 and 19th

/’”M\ .
*A Alternative Review Public Meetings . Please return this form by
Sl ) December 4%, 2009!
\_ y ,,,-"/ L S Cen i

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.

Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: [k: itk (T /9/. C]‘-J E Please indicate which meeting you attended:
; - —r [T} —. U - - .
Address: I ACI W/ ST 0 Nov.17 - Centralia
[0 Nov. 18~ Vandalia
(i ENTER ALLEA 1 Nov. 19— Ramsey
’ 1 Did not attend any meeting. | received

f LLy NOS information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

{1 Natural Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
OO Cultural Sites \ Kl Residential Impacts
[ Agricultural Land , [0 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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/// B Comment Form
i . : . . . Please return this form by
( 51 = | Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4" 2009!
o November 17, 18 and 19th :

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: LONALD L MiTLHELL Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: SR 722 W A7 7 2T B4 Nov. 17— Centralia
[0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
CELTRALLY, ZL. E2BL/ O Nov. 19 - Ramsey
O Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
1 Natural Environment
O Cultural Sites -
& Agricultural Land

Commercial Business Impacts
Residential Impacts
Other

OoOr

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51 EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you

to attend?
Yes [] No
2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?
[~] Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[]Yes [T No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[ Mail  [7] E-Mail [ Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-262
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address; US5EIS@Clark-Dietz.com
Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

2. Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

[] Yes X] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[ ]Yes No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

] Mail [] E-Mail [ ]| Other

Comments: L2245 0L LL OF THE pAZH THA7 s L 28
LVE  _SHpp L E EEEY AN E —~ £S5 PEL ALY
J AL MRS
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Comment Form

Alternative Review Public Meetings
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

/
Name: FY\ (‘}\Y"}/ \\/OEZ«)“‘}’ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: 3559 Rdy— +1 RC‘L O Nov.17 - Centralia
[l Nov. 18 —Vandalia

™y g
\SQ \"\C&C‘*\/Q l, L1, O Nov. 19 —~Ramsey
7 B Did not attend any meeting. | received

(-2 N8 2 information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

O Natura! Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites K Residential Impacts
B’ Agricultural Land Kl Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: %A’l / % Yrv=r A_/ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: Q /fl(ﬁ /! #ﬁ/&b 7@ Ug [0 Nov.17 —Centralia

{1 MNov. 18 —~Vandalia

CQ AM?\[‘N}AL ﬁ {1 Nov. 19 —Ramsey
/ Did not attend any meeting. | received
//7 Ml ‘ information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

[J Natural Environment Commercial Business impacts

0 Cultural Sites Residential Impacts

O Agricultural Land %Other
Please provide comments on the mjormation presented this evening:
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Comment Form

. . . . Please return this form by
Alternative Review Public Meetings ease return this form by |
December 47, 20081
November 17, 18 and 19th L ——

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: /0’9 U } A)ej ng I(LS Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: RR} @ox 72 A [0 Nov. 17 —Centralia
[1 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
$1. Poter L) 62880 O Nov.19-Ramsey
& Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from thewebsite. Vanda o
news/o«/) er
What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
[0 Natural Environment O Commercial Business impacts
O Cultural Sites [0 Residential Impacts
B Agricultural Land O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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— Comment Form |

e 5 Please return this form b

] . - . - J

( e — Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4", 20091
Nl / November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: Jd“’h es Aﬂd ey JOV\ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: 95_’.7/ (A_:) %(& \/(_,(_ (_{CL }ﬂ\\f& K Nov. 17 — Centralia

- _ Nov. 18 —Vandalia

YA :_/1_(_( oN o | ; i EI Nov. 19 — Ramsey

LI Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

(0 Natural Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites . Residential Impacts
O Agricultural Land g Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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e Comment Form
) . . : p Please return this form by
;{WS]\\ . - Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4™ 20001 J
Sl November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

» 4
Name: JQ&‘V\ Aﬁ *’l\d‘i"r SO Please indicate which meeting you attended:
a— Fg »
Address: 9‘1) / 1—(:) /\{@‘\/(15(& A Jée B Nov. 17 - Centralia
O Nov.18—Vandalia
SC&RL{(.‘ val R 1 Nov. 19 —Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

1 Natural Environment [ Commercial Business Impacts
O Cuitural Sites & Residential Impacts
0. Agricultural Land K Other

v

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form

6 1 4 \ Alternative Review Public Meetings
- i November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: 2 5()" N P"U‘ [} £ [5///‘([’// Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: 7@/\‘5{/ 1”9 I/H ?{\)f) - O Nov. 17 - Centralia

« [ & e, - 1 Nov. 18 - Vandalia

VA Galif 1L w247

0 Nov. 19 — Ramsey
,\E[ Did not attend any meeting. t received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 £1S are the most important to you?

7 Natural Environment [0 Commercial Business Impacts
O Cuftural Sites TEI: Residential Impacts
| Agriculturat Land O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening: ‘ A
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P e Comment Form ]
/ 5 \ Alternative Review Public Meetings '
NS . November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: L2 e Iy Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: L 20% }{,‘ DY e 0 Nov. 17 — Centralia
0 Nov. 18 - Vvandalia
\/01 olal o 14— (1 Nov. 19 - Ramsey
= ¥l Did not attend any meeting. | received
(.24 information from theaebeite. 1) o, js papec

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
% B Natural Environment 3¢ [0 Commercial Business impacts

0 Cultural Sites Y3 Residential Impé‘ctsx;c

0 Agricultural Land O oOther

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Attn: Mr. Jerry Payonk, P.E.  11-29-09

This is in response to the proposed Route 51 expansion in the Vandalia area. We DID NOT attend any of
the scheduled informational meetings because we HAD ABSOLUTELY NO INCLINATION that this
expansion could ever IN ANY WAY affect us or our neighborhood. We knew nothing of the proposed
route until we saw a map in the November 26 edition of the Vandalia Leader Union newspaper.

It was an ABSOLUTE HORROR to discover that the proposed route goes right through our subdivision’s
backyard. We live in Deerwood Estates, situated just outside the city limits, off of Zent Drive between
Route 185 and Route 51, west of the old railroad and John Crane, Inc.(VanSeal). We have lived here for
17 years and thoroughly enjoyed the semi-rural atmosphere of sun, sky, trees, rolling hills and fields,
deer, coyotes, birds, QUIET, dark starry moonlit nights and great neighbors.

Our subdivision has been here for over 30 years and has approximately 40 homes. Having Route 51 take
this route in our backyards is an absolute travesty and would forever ruin the integrity of our whole
neighborhood. Upon the publication of the aforementioned map In the paper, | suspect the value of all
our homes and properties decreased immediately, yet | sincerely doubt that our rather high property
taxes will take the same decline.

| (we) fail to understand why we have to be the only area to be so severely affected—why not go either
north or south of Vera and proceed north of Vandalia Lake, where all that is there is open fields????
Seems like it could still loop around to the west interchange area just as easily. And as far as any homes
currently situated right along 51—we purposely didn’t consider ever buying a home there because we
always thought that when you buy right on a highway you run the risk of that same highway perhaps
widening someday in the future, as they often do. There was absolutely NO REASON for any of us out
here to even remotely consider—before buying a home—that well, maybe we better not, because
maybe someday in the future 51 will have 4 lanes come right through our backyard!!!

| now cannot pass by my kitchen window or go out on my deck or in my backyard without feeling sick
and disgusted, for | already see and hear cars, trucks and semiis. This is a letter | never imagined | would
have to write, but | simply felt compelled to do so. PLEASE try to put yourself in our place and think of
what it would like to have found a home you loved, in an area you love, live there 17 years, want to pass
it on to your children and grandchildren, and now having this come to your mind upon awaking every
day!!

Not only does this affect our neighborhood, but there is a brand new subdivision being developed as we
speak, justslightly north of us about 3 blocks as the crow flies, East View, already with roads and new
home construction. | can only begin to imagine what the owners of the homes being built there must be
feeling—where they expected to have sweeping views of hills and wildlife and open expanse and QUIET
they eventually will have 4 lanes of concrete and noise and pollution and headlights at night.
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Another area of concern is how all this “land change” will affect our water supply. We all have shallow
wells for our water supply, fed by NUMEROQUS close-to-surface springs . What’'s going to happen with
that?

| know and realize that this expansion is years down the line, but someone has to speak up and try to
protect what we all have worked so hard for—the right to enjoy our homes and yards and
neighborhood, that will be so severely compromised and forever changed should this route ever come
to pass as is currently planned. | sincerely feel that we have been “sold out” by those in charge of this
and yet all of us out here must continue to pay our taxes to support our schools, college, parks, library,
etc. Itissimply NOT FAIR!! And, yes, life is not always fair, BUT in this instance there are certainly other
possibilities to be considered.

It is my heartfelt plea that you will entertain other possibilities, and if not, then | pray that | don’t live
long enough to see this come to fruition.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth and Don Dolly (2208 Kim Drive Vandalia, IL 62471) 618-283-2953

Cc: Mayor Ricky Gottman (Vandalia)
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untitled

November 28, 2009

Clark Dietz, Inc.
ATTn: Mr. Jerry Payonk, P.E.
125 wWest Church Street
Chammpaign, IL 61820
Mr. & Mrs. Donald Roberts
R.R.#1 BoXx 225
Ramsey, IL 62080
Dear Mr. Jerry Payonk,

when planning for the expanded RT S1 north of Ramsey, please take into
consideration the amount of traffic and the type of vehicles entering and
exiting RT 51 from the Ramsey Lake State Park road. Between the golf couse,
Jake, park and horse trails there is a steady flow of golf carts being trailered,
RV's, campers, boats and horse trailers. All turning slowly onto or off of RT 51.
Now just a little farther north of the RLSP road is Ash Creek. A dangerous curve
on the north side of the creek starts your adventure south down the hill to the
creek and then uphill to the RLSP road. The semis start gathering speed coming
down the hill to make the next hill easier. By the time they top the hill to find
a horse trailer turning slowly it's too late. It's already dangerous and to double
the Tanes there would double the chances for disaster. pPlease consider the poss-
ibility of going farther east, starting before the curve at the north side of Ash
Creek eliminating the already dangerous curve and hills and avoiding the busy RLSP

road. we don't have much here for entertainment, please don't ruin what we do have.

Thank you for your time.

/ .S1ncetg1yk/i;)/
{ i T e

" " Connie Roberts

page 1 F 3
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e Comment Form

B . . . . Please return this form by
@} 4 | Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4™ 20091 J
by < November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree,
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: ':\"\.L, R = \;\ r—"‘.‘_&(: ) Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: ‘g "N TR fj,; Y TN S O Nov. 17 —Centralia
. I Nov. 18 —Vandalia
anmsed Xo M Nov. 19 —Ramsey
1 O Did not attend any meeting. | received

\(1( e @ information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

Ef Natural Environment “E Commercial Business Impacts
™ Cultural Sites g Residential Impacts
B Agricultural Land

Other <=, \C L?\‘xl\

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Fold Back Second

Clark Dietz, Inc.

Attn: Mr. Jerry Payonk, P.E.
125 West Church Street
Champaign, IL 61820

Fold Back First
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/_,r‘ Comment Form [
~ . . . . Please return this form b/

/ B . Alternative Review Public Meetings :

&%' — & December 4", 2009! [

November 17, 18 and 19th

PR RS

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

A/ iy 4
Name: L’Ll o l J?’f‘l(_’{,iuj'\ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: 33973 Puetan P4 B Nov. 17 — Centralia
) . O Nov. 18 —Vandalia
Y "itki’l[,b'flkllj) Tl (YA O Nov.19-Ramsey

[1 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
Natural Environment §4> Commercial Business Impacts

S? Cultural Sites ~ Residential Impacts
M- Agricultural Land Other
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US51EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

{E’{ Yes [] No

2. Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

IEWJYes [] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

&es [ ] No
L4

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

e
[4 Mail  [] E-Mail [] Other

Comments:
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

[] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

E Yes [] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

(4 Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

'@ Mail [ ] E-Mail [ ] Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-281



Volume IV -

POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/
E-mail Address: US5 I EIS@Clark-Dietz.com
Phone: (217) 373-8951

3.

Comments:

Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

Yes [ ] No

Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

X Yes []No

What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

Part B

[] Mail [ E-Mail [] Other
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the qusstionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple andmail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding commeants are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-ides.com/

E-mail Address: USS1EIS@Clark-ilietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
' to attend?

k] Yes [] No

2. Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

M Yes I:] No

3. Did you feel that the‘%ﬁéetiﬂg fulfilled its stated purpose?
m Yes

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[] Mail w E-Mail [ | Other

Comments:
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Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings PleaseEtubh thit' form Ly

December 41t 2009I
November 17, 18 and 19th IR ——

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: / !/f/y?!@"(’/ ™ 74/ p/) GCpe X Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: ;’)? %jO? OO C_L) L/TLS.S;[ /?ﬂ A Nov. 17 — Centralia

Clonteali JC 0y 5 lowis-vmen

Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
[0 Natural Environment

& Commercial Business Impacts
[0 Cultural Sites M Residential Impacts
Agricultural Land [0 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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, Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings Please return this form by
December 4™, 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th —_— :

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatxves for detaxled study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: {g;g%& iBé\Xd 55 — LI Nov. 17 - Centralia
= Ramsey IL 62080-9323 DJ,NOV. 18 —Vandalia
' 4 Nov.19—Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

[d Natural Environment []Z/Commercial Business Impacts

[0 Eultural Sites O Residential Impacts

A& Agricultural Land OO Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:

D Please check here if additional comments are - “hnOB Department
ligted on reverse side. Decdrbor 2013 of Transportation
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Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings
November 17, 18 and 19th

Please return this form Ly
December 4" 2009!

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: fﬁﬁ)(a C\&k??ﬁ[,« Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: Egz Bex Zg%ﬁ O Nov. 17 —Centralia
%— Nov. 18 — Vandalia
ZA’M&% . —-ﬁc LzoxoO Nov. 19 — Ramsey
{ O Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

OO Natural Environment KCommercial Business impacts
[] Cultural Sites }E:/Residential Impacts
Agricultural Land [1 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form

Alternative Review Public Meetings
November 17, 18 and 19th

Please return this form by
December 4", 2009!

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

- 7 / -
Name: /) ] € / /é(//@ L K’/ Please indicate which meeting you attended:

Address: 710 /‘/ (//1( 174 X{ Nov. 17 - Centralia
/

O Nov. 18 —Vandalia

SQ ot gfﬁ 7 / j A O Nov. 19— Ramsey
) ) . O Did not attend any meeting. | received
(2552 information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

O Natural Environment X' Commercial Business Impacts

O Cultural Sites R Residential Impacts
O Agricultural Land O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Comment Form
Alternative Review Public Meetings
November 17, 18 and 19th

Please return this form by
December 4, 2009!

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.
Name: ﬁVSTY More land
[
7 g
Address: ﬁﬁ/ ﬁ;x A0p

ﬁumsev.ll. €080
Y,

Please indicate which meeting you attended:

Nov. 17 - Centralia

Nov. 18 — Vandalia

Nov. 19 - Ramsey

Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

O OO

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
O Natural Environment
O Cultural Sites
O Agricultural Land

Commercial Business Impacts
Residential Impacts
Other

O K K

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Fold Back Second

e 1 1€ Moreland's S e e e )
e RR.#1Box 3008 SedA B G R
Ramsey. lllinois 62080

Clark Dietz, Inc. ‘ R TS
Attn: Mr. Jerry Payonk P. E

125 West Church Street |

Champaign, IL 61820 |

Fold Back First
Comments:
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you fe attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve ourmeetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

\

When you rave completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the ad ee on,the back sid '
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows: W?F /? Zgé /ﬁ/(/
Website: http://www.us5|eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com @ %
Phone: (217) 373-8951

1. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

E/Yes [] No
3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[ ] Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[] Mail E/E Mail [ | Other
MoK L ND BOZLS @ @i L. CoNn

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-290
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POST MEETING COMMENT

Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US51EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

(& Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

E/Yes [] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

E{Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

7 Mail [] E-Mail [] Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-291
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/ = Alternative Review Public Meetings Please returrytitisform by
( 5] . ' December 4™, 2009!
- 4 November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: [:"Kﬂﬂ/K “{‘ j—ﬁ’ﬁl\) M C\’)(Eiy Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: /990 ZENT DRiVE O Nov. 17 - Centralia
X Nov. 18 —Vandalia
VAMNDALIA, TL £247] [0 Nov. 19 - Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
O Natural Environment Commercial Business Impacts

O
[ Cultural Sites [d Residential Impacts
O Agricultural Land O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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D Please check here if additional comments are "IanIS Department
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P Volume IV - Part B
Comment Form

////M . . . . Please return this form by
{/t%v]\( 5 Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4™ 200!
& November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issties you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: MML( %AM(N Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: (Qég “6 H(/() Y g@ mv. 17 - Centralia
0 Nov.18 —-Vandalia
gﬁ\NmU&L a O Nov. 19 —Ramsey
2 g’ O Did not attend any meeting. | received

WWN, 552 5 g g ! ! S information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

I Natural Environment O Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites [ Residential Impacts
0 Agricultural Land U Other

Please provide comments‘on the information presented this evening:
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T Comment Form
— ’ . . o 4 i b
,”5 ]\ i Alternative Review Public Meetings PlegseeC;“:;;: Zt:,'szfg(; g: v
&-_,_ 4 November 17, 18 and 19th S

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: /?DéQJ\:{T’ WU\Q ”‘P/L Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: /ﬁ, éﬂ/{/ 2/ e 0 Nov. 17 —Centralia
[0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
2T . %\ /P/ O T X" Nov. 19 —Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
Kﬂ/’l/\;j ()J/ J,L /MYO L7/ g information from the website.
/
What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
X Natural Environment M Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites [0 Residential Impacts
. Agricultural Land L1 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: USS5IE  )Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

|. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

[ s [] No

2. Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

[, s [] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[} o3 [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[ vail [] E-Mail [ | Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-295
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

E\ Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

J‘,_\ Yes []No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

{ Mail " E-Mail [] Other
K K

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-296
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

" Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

4

Yes [ ] No

\

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

© Yes [] No

£/

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[] Mail  E-Mail [] Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-297
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: USSIEIS@Clark-Dietz.com
Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

] Yes [ ] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

| Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

u Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

] Mail [ E-Mail [] Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-298
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

/
' Yes [ ] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
a~~~~table?

"es [ ] No
«

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?
\

[ fes [ ] No

A4

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

" Y

|  Mail [ E-Mail [ | Other
( (
Comments: __ e em ’ Vi N )
u s

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-299
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US51EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

[ Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

”’ Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[] Mail [} E-Mail [| Other

Comments: K. oM

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-300
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

*_]' Yes [ ] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

m Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

M Yes [] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

ﬁ Mail [] E-Mail [] Other

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-301
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US51EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

|I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [ ] No

as the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

T‘J Yes [ ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

?iLYes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

T Mail  “{ E-Mail [] Other
\

{

Comments:

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-302
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 5[EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5IEIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

2, Woas the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

[ Yes ] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[fYes []No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

[A Mail [] E-Mail [ ]| Other

3

Comments: !v‘ ,
f

N h ‘ | \ o,

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-303
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Thank you for attending the November 2009 US 51 EIS Public Information Meetings. To
improve our meetings in the future, we are asking you to complete this brief
questionnaire and provide any other comments you may have.

When you have completed the questionnaire, please place it in the comment box at the
front table — or — fold, staple and mail this form to the addressee on the back side.
Other means of forwarding comments are as follows:

Website: http://www.us5 | eis-idot.com/

E-mail Address: US5 | EIS@Clark-Dietz.com

Phone: (217) 373-8951

I. Did the location and time for the meeting make it convenient for you
to attend?

Yes [] No

2. Was the length of the presentation and the meeting as a whole
acceptable?

K] Yes [] No

3. Did you feel that the meeting fulfilled its stated purpose?

[ Yes [ ] No

4. What method is most convenient for you to receive project
information?

A Mail [] E-Mail [ ] Other

Comments: / 'j

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-304
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o
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T L4 » ‘ sview Public M -, Please return this form
- ‘ S December 4", 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: ) Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: O Nov.17 - Centralia

[0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia

1 Nov. 19 — Ramsey

0 Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

1 Natural Environment O Commercial Business Impacts
0 Cultural Sites O Residential Impacts
& Agricultural Land L1 Other
Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
[] Please check here if additional comments are < . “IanIS Department
listedopp Egyerse side. Dechmber 2013 of Transportation
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o Comment Form
‘ ~ Public | s Please return this form

f December 4™, 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

. 1
Name: ﬁ ‘p&’,/l Uk ‘ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: > Nov. 17 — Centralia
) 7 ] O Nov. 18 —Vandalia
‘5@. . Ty / TL»/ 0 Nov. 19 —Ramsey
4 [ Did not attend any meeting. | received
K J/ e information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
[0 Natural Environment
[ Cultural Sites
O Agricultural Land

Commercial Business Impacts
Residential Impacts

Other 4/,

Koo

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:

r

’ i I,.\/fq ,‘j

Y EA ~ -

G ] B | |
_ /‘f___" ’ ' s

/
_ ’ P s } o A A
/
/ j
/ /4

[] Please check here if additional comments are ( y “IinOiS Department
Jistshop ryerse side. Decdmber 2013 of Transportation
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T Comment Form olume a

. . . . Please return this form by
Alternative Review Public Meetings December 4 20091
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: _ Please indicate which meeting you attended:

Address: A ? Nov. 17 — Centralia

Nov. 18 —Vandalia

Nov. 19 — Ramsey

Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

bt
»

ooo|

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
O Natural Environment

Commercial Business Impacts
[0 Cultural Sites

Residential Impacts

BHMOO

[0 Agricultural Land Other
Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
/ vy
J o )
’ / ! L T
1] = 1
(i C‘ g
] Ll " S

[[] Please check here if additional comments are w "IanB Depal’tl nt

listed on reverse side. r '

US 51 Draft EIS Decémber 2013 Of T‘ransporta48-307|
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o Comment Form

Al ‘ Ple ; T
‘ D ber 4™, 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th ccember

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: L e

Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: wyen Mve # Nov. 17 - Centralia
| O Nov. 18 —Vandalia
C~ o oY [0 Nov. 19 —-Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
/ information from the website.
What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?
[0 Natural Environment /Ef Commercial Business Impacts
[ Cultural Sites [0 Residential Impacts
[0 Agricultural Land [J Other
Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
A 57T eF T . . i TIn € S
Awo ) ' ' Ed6 A L
seive o  THE [ _ »
Jo \ A

[] Please check here if additional comments are ‘ y I“inOiS Department
listed on reverse side. e 2013 t of "ﬁfansportan%

US 51 Draft EIS Dec
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E———— C 1w 'ntForm
Alternative wn __ o 5
Novem :r 17,18 and 19th

Please return this form
December 4", 2009!

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.

Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.
1
{

Name: ) . Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: g Nov. 17 — Centralia
. ) “[0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
( [0 Nov. 19 —Ramsey

O Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you? 7
[0 Natural Environment ¥l Commercial Business Impacts
O Cultural Sites O Residential Impacts
O Agricultural Land O Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
— 7 77

D Please check here if additional comments are |||in0iS Department
ligtegom peyerse side. seameer s \ \W/ Of Transportati



Volume IV - Part B

e Comment Form
_ Please re” T T
i re | S

“ December 4™, 20091
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

) .
Name: _ rra K Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: JH ; ﬁ Nov. 17 — Centralia
[0 Nov. 18- Vandalia
R, Ty ¢ B O Nov. 19 —Ramsey

[1 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

7

[d Natural Environment ' Commercial Business Impacts
[ Cultural Sites [0 Residential Impacts
(A Agricultural Land O oOther

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
— e : J 3

é, 8 e
lzfzt

=1
N al

7
_ &\.{Ii (S [»C‘ L ’ ! / & € (‘i ‘-[t,
7,,};'{ E c)lk/’ '}7 e €
/ 7 / 7/ /
A1 / Y2 / 7 4 s
e _ . l/({ é
- e = - A, —
£ Y
/
i 3
D Please check here if additional comments are ( ) “IinOi.S Department
Jisted o reverse side. egdmber 2013 of Transportalion




Volume IV - Part B

o Comnr :nt Form .
SN . . " - - Please return this for )
AN K W . HY/ ! th

December 4™, 200
v 17,18 ai h

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: __se indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: o F Nov. 17 — Centralia

[0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia

[0 Nov. 19 — Ramsey

[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

¥

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

[ Natural Environment Commercial Business Impacts
[0 Cultural Sites [ Residential Impacts
0 Agricultural Land ¥ Other

E rd 7 T

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:

i i J { 9
o/ o [N oML Y
g h LR/
. | | ,
] L j';:w ;
T A R
LN T T | N
. : I e v V/ L: ET 7 / \) AV — A - ‘1;)
V‘ | : o TIR

7T ,

D Please check here if additional comments are ‘ |||in0iS Department
listed on reverse side. of Ti‘ansportah:gm
US 51 Draft EIS Decémber 2013 » b



Volume IV - Part B
o Comment Form

< Altel Hve siew Public Please return this form
=17, | - T December 4™, 2009!

/ember 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: l v le ¢ Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: v 37 [ Nov. 17 - Centralia
' 4 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
» 2 T [0 Nov. 19 — Ramsey
O Did not attend any meeting. | received

information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

O Natural Environment L1 Commercial Business Impacts
[0 Cultural Sites [ Residential Impacts
O Agricultural Land L1 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:

(IJL{ PO W ‘ a e oD ; ; re & faias ws

— Ja:k—%; P fo_u o U b ;H’V\. ! , ‘ { } L
B i”' N s 0 A Q- s J Coa
_ :}‘_ _ _ é ‘ ' - ck) e e g

T S - Mot 1 Ao tre | o
¢ il ;",:iﬁw i - i/ > - e ey Sl -~ e

s (‘/)c)'l[‘ris L ; , o ! pa ‘ R o, | i%
I ‘ /i

listed on reverse side. - anSpOl"tahQEl

US 51 Draft EIS Dec

D Please check here if additional comments are y\ I"inOi.S Department
pmber 2013 \



Volume IV - Part B
e Comment Form

/:V-\' i/ 2rnative blic Meetings Please return this form |
December 4™, 2009!
November 17, 18 and 19th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

\
Name: - Please indicate which meeting you attended:
Address: - e O Nov. 17 — Centralia
} i ‘ I Nov. 18 - Vandalia

\ O Nov.19- Ramsey
[0 Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

[0 Natural Environment O Commercial Business Impacts
[1 Cultural Sites [0 Residential Impacts
[0 Agricultural Land 0 Other
Please provide comments on the information presented this evening/'w y -
AN e {,7
\ VNI 4
44444 )
e l ) l L e
[] Please check here if additional comments are ‘ V “IanI.S Department
listed ide. ' 5
UlSS 5e1 D(r)arflt [E‘IeSV erse side December 2013 Of portanglg‘




Volume IV - Part B

T Comment Form L
) » Review Public Meetings Please return this form
December 4™, 2009!
November 17, 18 and . 1th

This is your opportunity to comment on specific issues prior to the recommendation of alternatives for detailed study.
IDOT encourages you to comment on project elements that you support as well as items on which you might disagree.
Please provide detail in your comments on issues you feel are pertinent to the US 51 study.

Name: D f/r\/ﬁ/ b e j I Please indicate which meeting you attended:
N LS .
Address: /22 ) ¥4 Nov. 17 — Centralia

1 ) . /— [0 Nov. 18 —Vandalia
, 7/7% f’ﬂ o4 pi 0 Nov. 19— Ramsey
’ O Did not attend any meeting. | received
information from the website.

What elements of the US 51 EIS are the most important to you?

‘E’ Natural Environment 00 Commercial Business Impacts
[0, Cultural Sites O Residential impacts
Agricultural Land [0 Other

Please provide comments on the information presented this evening:
},A.ﬂ,%. . Los|, . A?L ya’rs , pSed  Mpp  iw o
/)Ma bn T2 et Sl édufﬁ 0 Toww., 2 (ﬂv@{_"“_
7, _w it Tl x Corxe dsoe %)» s Mo xT TP
He iy RS g5 she R

[

A wn ot A weh Y d pe my frmd

-

o e T e T i A v L haee O <
L’/
e LT e A SR 4 Be S A
T e, DM Liels 7 cwme  p 5 e
’ , . ~
; VAL ///' ) A?OU lé 7 { by ﬁi Ax":ff;’”/ -
Y 'JTL J‘{ [y JUZ4~ WJ :27"\;1 7% M'\(d L:‘ ?—é..h \.—TD‘ l ( ﬁ‘L ;
N
=
’ o - ; ~
L 7%%'\ LM T fv 6(\4 AGrel i F /=

£ 7‘72‘77';7‘?2:&2.57
Zwk ym% F V'Mff'«/; 7.5 wﬂj‘w«;; .. L viwg

SN //Vz;?wf v Y N
“\m
D Please check here if additional comments are ( 7 |||in0iS DG ) nt
Jisted on reverse side. of Transportagon




Volume IV - Part B

lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, Illinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Bruce Geary
140 South Locust Street, Suite 3
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Geary:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
Centralia-Sandoval:

I had a chance to attend the meeting on 11/17 in Centralia and also participated
in most of the Centralia CAG meetings and the RAG meetings. | also had a
chance to further study the proposed maps at http:/us51eis-idot.com. A couple
of comments starting with Centralia/Sandoval. | certainly prefer the eastern
route around Sandoval for the reasons below. The alternate routes as drawn
(especially the west corridor plan around Sandoval) could have a significant
impact on all businesses currently located along Rt 51 as a driver would almost
have to commit to taking Bus 51 entirely through Sandoval/Central City and
Centralia if they chose to take the Bus route, and at a minimum this issue could
be minimized by having new Rt 51 cross existing Rt 51 on the south side of
Sandoval, which would be the east corridor route.

Further thinking about drivers using the new Rt 51: If by-passing Sandoval on
the west, there will be little opportunity for drivers to make a quick exit and
frequent existing businesses along existing Rt 51 in Sandoval. This can be
improved somewhat by using the east corridor around Sandoval which would
allow drivers a quick on and off into Sandoval for food or gas without having to
backtrack to get back on the new Rt 51.

COPY
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Regarding Centralia. | believe there was discussion at either a CAG or RAG for
the need of a connector from new Rt 51 into the north edge of Central City.
The western connection around Sandoval, as shown, virtually makes it
impossible to come into Centralia until you reach Rt 161 once you have
traveled south of the existing Rt 51/New Rt 51 split proposed location on the
north side of Sandoval. For a driver heading into Centralia, this would mean
that the driver would still have to exit new Rt 51 north of Sandoval and travel
through Sandoval and then on the Centralia. If Sandoval is by-passed on the
east, then there could be a Bus 51 exit south of Sandoval that would lead you
either into Sandoval or on to Centralia/Central City. The other two alternatives
is to either follow existing Rt 51 between Sandoval and Central City before
spinning off to the west, or to have a connecting route placed between New Rt
51 and Central City. There needs to be reasonable access to the existing Rt 51
into Central City and Centralia, preferably without having to drive through
Sandoval.

Vandalia:

Obviously the community leaders in Vandalia may have given this some
thought, but it just seems like a lot of roads for such a small community and it
would seem that the additional interchanges would just fragment their
community further as development decides where to locate going forward after
relocation or Rt 51.

Also, with the placement of the new Rt 51 as drawn around Vandalia, it appears
to be almost a repeat of Decatur, where depending upon the time of day, it
might be quicker to just go straight through the community on existing Rt 51
rather then using the new by-pass, however that might be an illusion and not
reality.

Response:
Your preference for the eastern route around Sandoval will be taken into

consideration during the next stage of analysis, the refinement of recommended
alternatives. Access provisions will be evaluated during the refinement of
recommended alternatives. Access to local commercial districts or businesses
will be considered.

Your concern regarding access to Central City and Centralia is noted. This
issue will be considered when access provisions, including secondary access,
are evaluated during the refinement of recommended alternatives. As stated
above, access to commercial districts and businesses, in addition to
communities, will be considered.
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Since late January 2008, there have been seven Community Advisor Group
(CAG) meetings in Vandalia and three Regional Advisory Group (RAG)
meetings. Based upon the overall consensus of the CAG and RAG, the
recommended alternatives meet the goals of the community as established by
the community leaders and citizens. As discussed at the public meeting held on
July 28, 2010, the project team has reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory
Group (CAG) to expand representation in the community. In the next several
months, the project team and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor
development and analysis process in Vandalia. You will be added to the
mailing list and will be informed of upcoming public meetings. Please check the
project website at http://www.us51eis-idot.com for updates.

As mentioned at the public information meetings, the proposed Route 51 would
operate at a 65 mph speed limit in a free-flow condition - without signals or
stop-control. The existing Route 51 through the communities would remain as it
currently exists with a 30 or 35 mph speed limit subject to signals and stop
signs where they currently exist. Roadway operations of alternatives, including
distance of travel and travel time, were evaluated during the macro analysis
and alignment analysis considering these differences in the posted speed limit.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

FAN
Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, illinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. John E. Adermann
RR 3, Box 55
Ramsey, IL 62080-9323

Dear Mr. Adermann:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.usb1eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
The meeting was well presented.

Response:
Thank you for your comment.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Gary d Vgelton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. & Mrs. Donald Roberts
RR1 Box 325
Ramsey, IL 62080

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Roberts:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Of course our concerns cover all of the above. We realize that the road has to
go somewhere and the lesser of all evils would be farmland. Our hopes that
you chose the route that maintains the integrity of our small community. We
have enclosed a letter and a map for you to consider as a possible choice for
the new expanded Rt. 51. A yellow line highlights a safer straighter route and
anything arching ever farther east (hopefully with the least impact in residential
living) would be even better. | am sure that there is a better choice that doesn't
involve the curve and hills of Ash Creeks so close to the Ramsey Lake State
Park road. Please read my letter and check out the map and be mindful of the
impact this road will have on our small community.

P.S. Please take the time to drive this part of the road so you can see firsthand
what I'm talking about. There have already been several accidents on this
section of road. Of course this time of year you won'’t get the full idea of lake
traffic but you'll get the picture of our safety concerns. Thank You.

Attached:
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Dear Mr. Jerry Payonk,

When planning for the expanded Rt. 51 north of Ramsey, please take into
consideration the amount of traffic and the type of vehicles entering and
existing Rt. 51 from the Ramsey Lake State Park road. Between the golf
course, lake, park and horse trails there is a steady flow of golf carts being
trailered, RV’s, campers, boats and horse trailers. All turning slowly onto or off
of Rt. 51. Now just a little farther north of the RLSP road is Ash Creek. A
dangerous curve on the north side of the creek starts your adventure south
down the hill to the creek then uphill to the RLSP road. The semis start
gathering speed coming down the hill to make the next uphill easier. By the
time they top the hill to find a horse trailer turning slowly it's too late. It's
already dangerous and to double the lanes there would be double the chances
for disaster. Please consider the possibility of going farther east, starting before
the curve at the north side of Ash Creek eliminating the already dangerous
curve and hills and avoiding the busy RLSP road. We don’t have much here for
entertainment, please don’t ruin what we do have. Thank you for your time.

Response:
Thank you for the information provided and your comment. This will be

considered during the refinement of recommended alternatives. In addition, the
project study team is in the process of compiling vehicle crash data within the
project corridor to identify trends and recommend countermeasures, where
applicable. In compiling this data, your information is helpful in identifying
underlying causes of crash patterns.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

‘ % J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-320



Volume IV - Part B

llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Robert Mueller
P.O. Box 218 217 S. Superior St.
Ramsey, IL 62080-0218

Dear Mr. Mueller:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Seeing the complete study area was a bonus even though the local corridor(s)
was our primary concern. No surprise for proposed Ramsey corridor. We will
be concerned that the highway does not adversely affect our primary east-west
roads for commerce, school bus traffic and fire/EMS response. | personally
would rather see corridor pass west of WILY radio station and old reservoir east
of station which are close to cultural items we have. Exit to Ramsey Lake State
Park is another preference.

Response:
Access issues will be evaluated during the refinement of recommended

alternatives. Avoidance of the radio transmission tower and the reservoir will
be considered at that time.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

ary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Rusty Moreland
RR 1 Box 300 B
Ramsey, IL 62080

Dear Mr. Moreland:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at htip.//'www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Hello, | appreciate that information was made available at the meeting and on
the website. It appears that my home and business could be affected by the
proposed expansion of US 51. | would like to know if my home at RR2 Box 63
will be bought and destroyed, or if the future expansion would be slightly west
of the existing lane and if my home and yard would be kept the same? My
home appears to be just east of the place that the most proposed east route
would join the existing Route 51 south of Ramsey.

| hope to have my new home along Route 51 finished within 2 months. One of
the reasons | chose to build at RR2 Box 83 is that it is close to my lumber
business north of there at RR 2 Box 59. One of the reasons | wanted to be
close to my business is because my wife is legally disabled with rheumatoid
arthritis. She has some days that may require me to quickly leave work briefly
and assist her at home. The thought of losing our home that we have been
working hard to finish is troubling to my wife. The more we know about the
likeliness of us losing our home and possibly our business the better. We can
prepare for the future. | don’'t want to prevent progress, but | do want all
concerns considered. | will look forward to hearing from IDOT about how the
proposed expansion may affect me. It will be nice to know so that | can plan for
the future. | have desired to have an organic garden and orchard at the
discussed home location, but these and other plans will remain on hold until |
can learn more. My parents at RR2 Box 59 will also be very interested in
learning how the proposed expansion may affect them. Thank ]
consideration and willingness to read our comments. @é i?p

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013 4B-322




Volume IV - Part B

Mr. Rusty Moreland
October 1, 2010
Page — Two

Response:
Your interest in the proximity of US 51 improvements to your home and

business is appreciated. At this point in the analysis details are not refined to
the level where individual impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will
be determined during the next stage of analysis, the refinement of
recommended alternatives. This information will be available to the public in
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), which will tentatively be
issued in 2011. In the meantime, stakeholders will be informed of any future
public meetings detailing the progress of the refinement analysis.

It should be noted that there are three phases of a roadway project. Currently,
the project is in Phase |, the planning stage. Completion of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS), which will tentatively be issued in late 2012, will
conclude Phase | of the project study. Phase |l would be development of
construction plans for sections of the project. Construction plans will be broken
down into smaller sections, usually measuring a few miles in length. Phase i
would be construction. Currently, the project is not funded for Phase Il or
Phase lII.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

,{} ]
zGary J. Weilton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, Illinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Leon Otto
Rt. 3, Box 4
Ramsey, IL 62080

Dear Mr. Otto:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
It was a great way to inform the public.

Response:
Thank you for your comment.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Paul Reynolds
RR 1 Box 72A
St. Peter, IL 62880

Dear Mr. Reynolds:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Given the economic state we are in | don’t understand the reason to go around
Vandalia. There are already 4 lanes through all but maybe a mile. | have driven
a semi through Vandalia and it is not difficult to get through. You have already
made improvements at intersection of Gallatin, the short distance of 2 way
traffic would not be much of a hindrance. The time spent going around Vandalia
would be 5-10 minutes longer than if you went straight through. | just don’t get
the idea of why go around when you can go through for less money.

Response:
The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve the connectivity within the south

central lllinois region and to enhance the highway system continuity, while
simultaneously addressing the transportation issues identified by the
communities. In maintaining connectivity and continuity, it would not be
possible to develop a free-flow condition (limited access, no main-line stop
signs or signals) through Vandalia without large numbers of commercial
business displacements.

Roadway operations of bypasses including distance of travel and travel time
were evaluated during the macro analysis and alignment analysis.
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As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team has
reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to expand
representation in the community. In the next several months, the project team
and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and analysis
process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be informed
of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com for updates.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

e~y
éamaton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Elizabeth & Don Dolly
2208 Kim Drive
Vandalia, IL 62471

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Dolly:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

This is in response to the proposed Route 51 expansion in the Vandalia area.
We DID NOT attend any of the scheduled information meetings because we
HAD ABSOLUTELY NO INCLINATION that this expansion could ever IN ANY
WAY affect us in our neighborhood. We knew nothing of the proposed route
until we saw a map in the November 26 edition of the Vandalia Leader
newspaper.

It was ABSOLUTE HORROR to discover that the proposed route goes right
through our subdivision’s backyard. We live in Deerwood Estates, situated just
outside the city limits, off of Zent Drive between Route 185 and Route 51, west
of the old railroad and John Crane, Inc. (Van Seal). We have lived here for 17
years and thoroughly enjoyed the semi-rural atmosphere of sun, sky, trees,
rolling hills and fields, deer, coyotes, birds, QUIET, dark starry moonlit nights
and great neighbors.

Our subdivision has been here for over 30 years and has approximately 40
homes. Having Route 51 take this route in our backyards is an absolute
travesty and would forever ruin the integrity of our whole neighborhood. Upon
the publication of the aforementioned map in the paper, | suspect the value of
all our homes and properties decreased immediately, yet | sincerely doubt that

our rather high property taxes will take the same decline.
m - T, o=
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| (we) fail to understand why we have to be the only area to be so severely
affected — why not go either north f south of Vera and proceed north of Vandalia
Lake, where all that is there is open fields???? Seem like it could still loop
around to the west interchange area just as easily. And as far as any home
situated right along 51 — we purposely didn’t consider ever buying a home there
because we always thought that when you buy right on a highway you run the
risk of that same highway perhaps widening someday in the future, as they
often do. There was absolutely NO REASON for any of us out here to even
remotely consider — before buying a home — that well, maybe we better not,
because may be someday in the future 51 will have 4 lanes come right though
our backyard!H|

[ now cannot pass by my kitchen window or go on my deck or in my backyard
without feeling sick and disgusted, for | already see and hear cars, trucks and
semis. This is a letter | never imagined | would have to write, but | simply felt
compelled to do so. PLEASE try to put yourself in our place and think of what it
would [be] like to have found a home you loved, in an area you love, live there
for 17 years, want to pass it on to your children and grandchildren, and now
having this come to your mind upon awaking every day!!

Not only does this affect our neighborhood, but there is a brand new subdivision
being developed as we speak, just slightly north of us about 3 blocks as the
crow flies, East View, already with roads and new home construction. | can
only begin to imagine what the owners of the homes being built there must be
feeling — where they expected to have sweeping views of hills and wildlife and
open expanse and QUIET they eventually will have 4 lanes of concrete and
noise pollution and headlights at night.

Another area of concern is how all this “land change” will affect our water
supply. We all happen to have shallow wells for our water supply, fed by
NUMEROUS close-to-surface springs. What's going to happen with that?

I know and realize that this expansion is years down the line, but someone has
to speak up and try to protect what we all have worked so hard for — the right to
enjoy our homes and yards and neighborhood, that will be so severely
compromised and forever changed should this route ever come to pass as is
currently planned. | sincerely feel that we have been “sold out” by those in
charge of this and yet all of us out here must continue to pay our taxes to
support our schools, college, parks, library, etc. It is simply NOT FAIR!! And,
yes, life is not always fair, BUT in this instance there are certainly other
possibilities to be considered.

It is my heartfelt plea that you will entertain other possibilities, and it to, then |
will pray that | don’t like long enough to see this come to fruition.
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Response:
Through the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process, the public has had the

opportunity to participate in the project and has been involved in many of the
steps taken in developing the corridors. Numerous preliminary corridor options
were developed by the various advisory groups comprised of local
stakeholders— corridors that proposed an alignment through the center of the
communities, and corridors that go around the communities. The criteria used
to evaluate the alternatives, which included residences, farm, wetlands, and a
variety of resources, were developed using input from the public.

As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team is in
the process of reorganizing the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to
expand representation in the community. In the next several months, the
project team and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and
analysis process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be
informed of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
http://www.us51eis-idot.com for updates

At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual
impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis when the right-of-way is refined for the recommended
alternatives. Impacts to residences will be minimized where reasonable and
feasible. However, it is not feasible to avoid all impacts to residences.
Information regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to all
impacted homeowners after individual impacts are finalized.

Your concern regarding private wells is acknowledged. Impacts to shallow
groundwater supplies will be evaluated during the refinement of recommended
alternatives and minimized by evaluating methods for managing storm water
runoff.

As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team has
reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to expand
representation in the community. In the next several months, the project team
and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and analysis
process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be informed
of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
hitp.//lwww . usS1eis-idol.com for updates

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

‘Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Joe & Bonnie Ellison
2089 lllini Ave.
Vandalia, IL. 62471

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Ellison:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
We were not aware of the meeting; neither were our neighbors — the John
Millers. As major stakeholders, we resent not being informed by mail or in
person of the public meeting.

We want to be notified of any future meetings regarding this issue, and we want
to be kept updated of its progress.

| am sure you are aware of the destruction of our home and property as well as
our quality of life, when this construction takes place. We feel other routes
should be considered that are less disruptive to residents.

Response:
Since late January, 2008, there have been nine Public Information Meetings

throughout the project corridor, six Community Advisor Group (CAG) meetings
in each community directly impacted by US 51, three Regional Advisory Group
(RAG) meetings, and opportunity to communicate through the project website,
the project e-mail address, or by contacting the US 51 comment line. The
public meetings were advertised in the local newspapers and radio stations,
and flyers were distributed in public facilities, including libraries.
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Through the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process, the public has been
involved in many of the steps taken in developing the corridors. Numerous
preliminary corridor options were developed by the various advisory groups
comprised of local shareholders— corridors that proposed an alignment through
the center of the communities, and corridors that go around the communities.
Detailed information regarding the alternatives considered, the selection of
recommended alternatives, and the CSS process is available on the US 51
website.

As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team has
reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to expand
representation in the community. In the next several months, the project team
and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and analysis
process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be informed
of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
hitp://lwww.us51eis-idot.com for updates.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

/
g/
Gary J. Welton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Ernie Chappel
RR 2 Box 234B
Ramsey, IL 62080

Dear Mr. Chappel:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment.

Re: Recommended alignment for Vandalia

While obvious refinements are a requirement, the recommended alignment for
Vandalia (route west of Vandalia) appears to be the best long-term solution.

Response:
Thank you for your comment and participation in the Vandalia Community

Advisory Group (CAG).
Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

égm Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Frank & Joan Moxey
1990 Zent Drive
Vandalia, IL 62471

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Moxey:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
The project location of Route 51 as was presented would affect our residence
according to what we discussed with the Project Team.

It appears that the proposed location of Highway 51 would affect the value of
our house and due to the traffic noise make it difficult to live there.

Response:
At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual

impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis when the right-of-way is refined for the recommended
alternatives. Impacts to residences will be minimized where reasonable and
feasible. However, it is not feasible to avoid all impacts to residences.
Information regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to all
impacted homeowners after individual impacts are finalized. Impacts to
residences from traffic noise along the entire project area will be evaluated
during the refinement of recommended alternatives. Additional information
regarding noise levels will be presented in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement.
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As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team has
reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to expand
representation in the community. In the next several months, the project team
and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and analysis
process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be informed
of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
hitp:/iwww.us51eis-idot.com for updates.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

/

v |

gi
ary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Keith Manley
RR3 Box 37
Vandalia, IL 62471

Dear Mr. Manley:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

By running 51 along the routes you are showing on this map, you will be
impacting too many homes north of Vandalia, as well as state farm property. |
still say it would be cheaper to raise roadway thru the bottom ground, from a
point north of town to tie into 51 south of town. Using Line V43 | am very
unhappy with both routes as they will impact my residence and property.

Response:
At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual

impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis when the right-of-way is refined for the recommended
alternatives. Impacts to residences will be minimized where reasonable and
feasible. However, it is not feasible to avoid all impacts to residences.
Information regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to all
impacted homeowners after individual impacts are finalized.

f’%ﬁ A\
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As discussed at the public meeting held on July 28, 2010, the project team has
reorganized the Vandalia Citizens’ Advisory Group (CAG) to expand
representation in the community. In the next several months, the project team
and the CAG will revisit the alternative corridor development and analysis
process in Vandalia. You will be added to the mailing list and will be informed
of upcoming public meetings. Please check the project website at
hitp://www. us51eis-idot.com for updates

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

1
Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Rachelle Hollinshead
1608 W. Fillmore St.
Vandalia, IL 62471

Dear Ms. Hollinshead:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at htip://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
1 mile south of Shobonier (1/8 mile north of 750 N) what is the civic building
that is shown?

Response:
This is a Post Office located at 9998 Blackburn Addition, Shobonier.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Gary'J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74183

Mr. David R. Biritt
1224 Britt Rd.
Patoka, IL 62875

Dear Mr. Britt:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

After looking at the proposed map in the Patoka, IL area east and south of
town, | completely agree with the proposed corridor staying next to the existing
Route 51 as shown on the map. By using that corridor it has much less impact
on my farmland of which | am the fifth generation. | have grandsons who want
to farm and they would be seventh generation since lllinois became a state.
Also the proposed route aligned with the existing Route 51 would not impact the
wildlife, deer, turkey etc.

Bottom line, | fully agree with placing two more lanes next to the existing Route
51. Thank you for having this meeting and allowing my input and opinion.

Response:
Thank you for your comment.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

W\ coPY

Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Mary Vogt
3559 Barton Rd.
Sandoval, IL 62882

Dear Ms. Vogt:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| oppose option CO around Sandoval because: Our high school would be too
close to another major road and future plans are to construct a grade school at
a site near our high school. It would be too dangerous for our children.

Personally, as a retired widow, the option would cause reduction in my farm
income and would decrease my property value should | need to sell at a later
date.

Response:
Your concern regarding the proximity of the proposed route CO to Sandoval

High School is acknowledged, and will be taken into consideration during the
refinement of recommended alternatives.
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Minimizing impacts to farmsteads was considered in the alternative evaluation
process. At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where
individual impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined
during the next stage of analysis, the refinement of recommended alternatives.
Impacts to residences will be minimized where reasonable and feasible.

However, it is not feasible to avoid all impacts to residences.

Information

regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to all impacted

homeowners after individual impacts are finalized.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Ao A
DL LA
ary J. fton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
‘Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Kay Bowen
9 Orchard Ave.
Sandoval, IL 62882

Dear Ms. Bowen:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://'www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment: ,,

I wish to express my opinion on the proposed site for the new highway 51 west
of Sandoval. This plan would bring the highway very near Sandoval High
School. | feel this would pose problems with traffic, traffic noise, and safety
issues at the school. The area is congested anyway with school buses and
teachers and students parking and leaving the school. There are frequent
ballgames, programs, etc that increase the congestion around the school also.
I think this would pose a significant safety problem for our students and
families. | ask that this site be excluded from the plan. Also this plan would
effect many homes in this area. The road would be very near the backyards of
several very nice homes. This would negatively decrease the value of many
homes in this town on Orchard Ave. and other areas as well. Please consider
an alternative route!
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Response:
Your concern regarding the proximity of the proposed route CO to Sandoval

High School is acknowledged, and will be taken into consideration during the
refinement of recommended alternatives.

At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual
impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis, the refinement of recommended alternatives.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

\\Nelton P.E.

Ac ng Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. James Anderson
951 W. Nevada Ave.
Sandoval, |{L 62882

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| think option CK would be a better choice — because of the truck traffic around
the high school would be on the other side of town. Also if option CO was
chosen it would cause congestion around high school-two major highways, 50
and 51 around high school come on! Option CK is best choice! Also option CO
would draw business away from Sandoval merchants.

Response:
The concern regarding the proximity of the proposed route CO to Sandoval

High School is acknowledged, and will be taken into consideration during the
refinement of recommended alternatives. Impacts to businesses are an
important concern, and will be evaluated for the alternatives under
consideration,

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

1y
Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Mel Wood
710 N. Clay
Sandoval, IL 62882

Dear Mr. Wood:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
Either route passing by Sandoval would be acceptable, but the east route would
seem most practical due to where an exit might be planned for Junction City.

Response:
The macro and alignment analyses did not assess connections to all existing

roadways. This will be evaluated during the refinement of recommended
alternatives. In addition, the existing US 51 will remain in use and serve as a
connector to Junction City and Central City.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

%

P
KA it

1{/[5
Gary Jme

{ton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Marty Halluin
652 US Hwy 50
Sandoval, IL 62882

Dear Mr. Halluin:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.usS1eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Information provided tonite shows that my residence (4066 Hwy 51 N) and my
folks residence (652 US Hwy 50) as well as 3 other neighbors residences will
be taken (| believe the section is labeled SE 39) — | saw an alternate section SE
40 that was dropped because of the oil field area — | don’t know why this
couldn’t be used as I'm not sure that the oil field is even productive. If it is so
what — move the line — it won’t care, the 5 or more residents being displaced
will... If SE 39 can be moved just a few hundred yards east — no residences
could be displaced — just a pole barn and a cell phone tower... thank you
respectfully.

Response:
At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual

impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis when the right-of-way is refined for the recommended
alternatives. As you indicate above, the alternate section S40 was dropped due
to impacts to existing oil pumping stations. The project team will verify if these
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units are still in operation. Your input will be considered in potentially modifying
the corridor in this area. Impacts to residences will be further examined during
the refinement of recommended alternatives, and minimized where reasonable
and feasible.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

lou)
Gar& J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Ryan Wallis
1545 Zion Hill Rd.
Centralia, 1L 62801

Dear Mr. Wallis:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
This will pull business away from Centralia.

Should use the nice roads already going through Centralia and add more lanes
to it.

Will make emergency response to the west side of Centralia slower.

Much destruction of land will be needed to raise roadways through wetlands.
Will not encourage further development of Centralia.

Response:
The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve the connectivity within the south

central lllinois region and to enhance the highway system continuity, while
simultaneously addressing the transportation issues identified by the
communities. In addition to the at-grade railroad crossing, drivers using US 51
in Centralia also encounter traffic signals, a reduction in speed limit, and a
business district with on-street parking and cross streets. These interruptions
to free flow travel compromise efforts to efficiently move through the US 51
corridor. An alternative through Centralia that maintained free flow conditions
was developed during the analysis but was eliminated from further
consideration as it displaced a large number of businesses.

3
O
[}
Q
w
—
[e]
o
o
o,
3
[)]
[
w
(]
w
j)
-
(0]
[}
=
3
ke
O
~+
[\
3
L
[®]
O
>3
Q
[¢]
=
)
jo)
3
o
g
o
(0]
0]
<
L
c
1)
Ll
[¢]
o
tn
[o]
-
-
=
[0}

alternatives under consideration. {” NN 4
(@) %ﬁ?
4

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013



Volume IV - Part B

Mr. Ryan Wallis
October 1, 2010
Page — Two

Access provisions for emergency response are important and will be evaluated
during the refinement of recommended alternatives.

Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires federal agencies to
avoid to the extent possible the long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of wetlands, and avoid direct
and indirect impacts whenever there is a practicable alternative. While all
wetlands impacts cannot be avoided, alignments around the west side of
Centralia were developed to minimize wetland impacts to the greatest extent
practicable.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Ronald G. Mitchell
28322 W. 4th St. Rd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| am opposed to the proposed corridor on the west side of Centralia. | think that
this proposal is too far west of the city of Centralia. | question the stated
attempt to avoid or minimize the environmental resource impact. This proposed
corridor appears to take excessive wetlands across the Crooked Creek
floodplain and prime farmland out of cultivation.

Response:
Executive Order 11988 (Protection of Floodplains) and Executive Order 11990

(Protection of Wetlands) requires federal agencies to avoid to the extent
possible the long and short-term adverse impacts associated with the
occupancy and modification of floodplains and wetlands, and to avoid direct
and indirect support of floodplain development when a practicable alternative
exists. While all wetland and floodplain impacts cannot be avoided, alignments
around the west side of Centralia were developed to minimize impacts to the
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greatest extent practicable. In addition, impacts to prime and important
farmland were evaluated during the macro and alignment analysis, and
minimized, where reasonable and feasible. Impacts to floodplains, wetlands,
and prime and important farmland will be further evaluated during the
refinement of recommended alternatives.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

gGag J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllincis / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Esther Coe
1201 W. 7th St.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Ms. Coe:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
1. No development of commerce due to distance from Centralia.

It doesn’t connect to the Industrial Park.

This will ruin productive farm land.

Doesn't utilize any of the existing Rt. 51 south of Sandoval overpass.
The proposed route will not use the existing overpass from the RR south
of Centralia.

Raise highway over wetlands N of 161

7. Don’t want my land divided, concerned about access to the different
fields that we farm.

o v

o

Response:
Impacts to businesses are an important concern, and will be evaluated for the

alternatives under consideration.
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Access provisions for agricultural and other businesses, including the industrial
park, are important and will be evaluated during the refinement of
recommended alternatives. Impacts to prime and important farmland and farm
severances were evaluated during the macro and alignment analysis, and
minimized, where reasonable and feasible. Impacts to prime and important
farmland and severances will be further evaluated during the refinement of
recommended alternatives.

The utilization of existing roadway within a corridor was evaluated as part of the
macro analysis, and was considered favorable. However, the objective of this
project is to improve the connectivity within the south central Illinois region and
to enhance the highway system continuity, while simultaneously addressing the
transportation issues identified by the communities. An alternative through
Centralia that maintained free flow conditions was developed during the
analysis but was eliminated from further consideration as it displaced a large
number of businesses.

Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires federal agencies to
avoid to the extent possible the long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of wetiands, and avoid direct
and indirect impacts whenever there is a practicable alternative. While all
wetlands impacts cannot be avoided, alignments around the west side of
Centralia were developed to minimize wetland impacts to the greatest extent
practicable.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Yo
Z%Welton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Harvey Coe
29246 W. 10th St.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Coe:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

The speaker’'s knowledge of the material was very good as well as was his
voice. The presentation was clear and concise lasting an appropriate length of
time. | would have appreciated the opportunity to have an open dialog. The
individuals providing assistance after the presentation were most helpful and
seemed genuinely interested. Unfortunately these are the only positive
comments | have about the meeting and its content. To say that | am most
troubled by the proposed bypass route around Centralia is an understatement.
First of all very little of the new 51 between Sandoval and Centralia and south
of Centralia where the railroad overpass and the link to the industrial park will
not be utilized. This is a huge waste. There is adequate room to place 2
additional lanes of traffic along the current 51 between the two towns. The
proposed route also passes through a large area of wetland north of where it
will intersect 161. That highway will need to be raised for miles. Moving the
highway and traffic that far west of Centralia businesses will restrict the
development of new commerce. Centralia passed up the opportunity to have
either Interstate 57 or 64 close enough to develop any businesses and it would
be tragic to miss growth from the 51 project. Please place the 4 lane 51 close
to commerce and the industrial park so Centralia doesn’t become a ghost
town. Lastly, the extra travel time distance won't save motorists any time of

fuel. e
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Response:
Thank you for your comment. Access provisions for the industrial park and

other businesses are important and will be evaluated during the refinement of
recommended alternatives.

Numerous preliminary corridor options were developed by the various advisory
groups comprised of local stakeholders — corridors that proposed an alignment
through the center of the communities, and corridors that go around the
communities. An alternative through Centralia that maintained free flow
conditions was developed during the analysis but was eliminated from further
consideration as it displaced a large number of businesses.

Impacts to businesses are an important concern, and will be evaluated for the
alternatives under consideration. This will continue to be studied in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement.

Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires federal agencies to
avoid to the extent possible the long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of wetlands, and avoid direct
and indirect impacts whenever there is a practicable alternative. While all
wetlands impacts cannot be avoided, alignments around the west side of
Centralia were developed to minimize wetland impacts to the greatest extent
practicable.

The travel time is a function of both speed and distance. The construction of
four lanes with a uniform speed limit does provide benefits to travelers. As
mentioned at the public information meetings, the proposed Route 51 would
operate at a 65 mph speed limit in a free-flow condition - without signals or
stop-control. The existing Route 51 through the communities would remain as it
currently exists with a 30 or 35 mph speed limit subject to signals and stop
signs where they currently exist. Roadway operations of alternatives, including
distance of travel and travel time, were evaluated during the macro analysis
and alignment analysis considering these differences in the posted speed limit.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Y

Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, Illinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. TJ Phoenix
1168 Byars Rd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Phoenix:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| strongly disagree with the 51 bypass of Centralia IL. There are several
problems with the idea. With the passing of Centralia at the distance that they
want it will make Centralia a bigger ghost town than it is now. With the passing
of the road through my father’s [land] that is nothing but a swamp there will be
more [barrow pits] than there is land. As well the new overpass south of town
will not be utilized for the new bypass which was very costly. North of 161 the
land is all swamp. The field directly north of the railroad tracks too is a swamp.
As well as then the highway will also split up land and it then will be divided.

Response:
Impacts to businesses are an important concern, and will be evaluated for the

alternatives under consideration. Some research indicates that the
development of a bypass may result in short-term impacts to drive-through or
traffic-dependent businesses (e.g., gas stations), but little overall economic
impact. This will continue to be studied in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement.

mc "@Wk‘g
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Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires federal agencies to
avoid to the extent possible the long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of wetlands, and avoid direct
and indirect impacts whenever there is a practicable alternative. While all
wetlands impacts cannot be avoided, alignments around the west side of
Centralia were developed to minimize wetland impacts to the greatest extent
practicable.

Farm severance impacts evaluated during the macro and alignment analysis,
and minimized, where reasonable and feasible. Impacts to prime and important
farmland and severances will be further evaluated during the refinement of
recommended alternatives.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

PO
Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3851

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Matt Phoenix
29250 W. 10th St. Rd.
Centralia, iL 62801

Dear Mr. Phoenix:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| feel that the proposed route 51 bypass around the City of Centralia is not a
good use of the state’s funds. The cost of buying right of ways, building roads
and bridges, and finding the fill dirt to get through the low-lying areas on the
west side of Centralia is not worth the amount of time a traveler would save with
a bypass. The money would be best used to build an overpass for the railroad
tracks on the south side of Centralia, on Hwy. 51. The City of Centralia has
long discussed the need for an overpass for fire, ambulance, and police. Not to
mention the effects and impact on local business. There has already been right
of ways purchased with the existing route from Sandoval, IL through Centralia
with 4 lanes already in existence from north of Central City (north of Centralia)
all the way through Centralia to Interstate 64.
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Response:
Thank you for your comment. Numerous preliminary corridor options were

developed by the various advisory groups comprised of local stakeholders —
corridors that proposed an alignment through the center of the communities,
and corridors that go around the communities. An alternative through Centralia
that maintained free flow conditions was developed during the analysis but was
eliminated from further consideration as it displaced a large number of
businesses. Impacts to businesses are an important concern, and will be
evaluated for the alternatives under consideration.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

z{z{%

GaA‘flJ Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Martin K. Phoenix
28200 W. 4th St. Rd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Phoenix:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment.:

| feel that the proposed Route 51 bypass around the city of Centralia is not a
good use of the state funds. The cost of buying right of ways, building roads
and bridges and finding the fill dirt to get through the low-lying flood areas on
the west side of Centralia is not worth the amount of time a traveler would save
with a bypass. The money would be best used to build an overpass for the
railroad tracks on the south side of Centralia on Hwy 51. The city of Centralia
has long discussed the need for an overpass for fire, ambulance and police.
Not to mention the effects and impacts on local businesses. There has already
been right of ways purchased with the existing route from Sandoval IL through
Centralia with 4 lanes already in existence from north of Central City (north of
Centralia) all the way through Centralia to Interstate 64.
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Response:
Thank you for your comment. Numerous preliminary corridor options were

developed by the various advisory groups comprised of local stakeholders — corridors
that proposed an alignment through the center of the communities, and corridors that
go around the communities. An alternative through Centralia that maintained free
flow conditions was developed during the analysis but was eliminated from further
consideration as it displaced a large number of businesses. Impacts to businesses
are an important concern, and will be evaluated for the alternatives under
consideration.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

B IA /
2 J. Welton, P.E.
cting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Robert C. Brink
Brink Farms, Inc.
14871 Tower Rd.
Richview, IL 62877

Dear Mr. Brink:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at hitp.//www.usb1eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| very much enjoyed your presentation on the highway extension of Rt. 51 in the
Sandoval-Centralia area. This area in the past had been blessed with several
industries such as oil, coal, and railroad car construction most of which no longer
exist. In your composition of advisory committees | saw a deficiency of agricultural
interests, which is probably one of the largest economic enterprises in this area.

A large grain-fertilizer enterprise has just closed its facility in Salem (Rt. 57) to a
location adjacent to the proposed easterly bypass of Sandoval. If this easterly route
were continued thru Centralia it would serve as a wonderful access for us farmers
who must farm in the Sandoval-Odin-Salem area. The benefit to the industrial park
on the south side of Centralia would be tremendous! This would now serve as a
connection route via Rt. 161 to Centralia’s industries which they are in need of.

Secondly, by over passing the railroad you would be providing fire and police service
to this area unhindered by rail traffic. To me there are also economic advantages to
building one overpass instead of the longer, more extensive overpasses required by
the westerly routes. There are already two railroad overpasses serving the western
traffic. In addition a large percentage of the residences on the west side of Centralia
were built in the early 1900’s.

@%i;w;f =\
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It is true the bridging over Raccoon lake presents an engineering challenge, but no
greater than the southern approaches to Springfield and Decatur. Raccoon Lake is
no longer the only source of water since Centralia has a supply line to Carlyle Lake.
The area northwest of Centralia presents its own challenges. Webster Creek, Sewer
Creek, Crooked Creek, and Lost Creek with many adjoining wetland areas present
their own environmental problems.

In conclusion | will state that | have supplied 1 % mile of easement for Highway Rt. 51
south of Irvington and feel this provision | made is one of the best investments | have
made of the future of downstate lllinois! Please give this project your highest priority.

| wish you success.

Response:
Thank you for your comments. Your comment regarding lack of agricultural interests

on the advisory committees is acknowledged. The various Community Advisory
Groups (CAG) include stakeholders who own farmland in the project area; and the
Regional Advisory Group (RAG) includes an active member from the Department of
Agriculture. Additionally, members of the local farm bureaus have been contacted
and invited to participate in the corridor development process.

Several eastern bypass alternatives around Centralia were considered. These
alternatives were eliminated prior to the third series of Public Information Meetings
(PIM#3), held in November, 2009. However, subsequent to PIM#3, additional
environmental information, including the location of high quality wetlands, was
received. All of the original alternatives, including the alternatives that bypass
Centralia to the east were evaluated in light of the new information. One eastern
bypass alternative and two western bypasses were selected to be carried forward into
the next stage of detailed analysis. The alternatives were presented to the public at
the fourth series of Public Information Meetings (PIM#4), held in May, 2010. The
project team presented these alignments at the June 9, 2010, NEPA/404 merger
meeting in Springfield, lllinois. After a lengthy discussion with the regulatory
agencies, the eastern bypass of Centralia was eliminated. This bypass exhibited
the highest impacts to floodplains, wetlands, high quality wetlands, homes, and
commercial and public facility buildings in comparison to remaining alignments on the
west side of Centralia. Therefore, all eastern bypasses of Centralia have been
eliminated from further study.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

( L
Gery i’
Acting Prodram Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Bob Brink
14871 Tower Road
Richview, IL 62877

Dear Mr. Brink:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
Terrific work on visuals (pictures). Lots of work and research.

The further west you go around Centralia the more wetlands you impact.
Look into the CNIC [railroad] staging area west of town.

Agriculture is a large industry here so we need to assist in grain handling and trucking
for ag. produce.

Sandoval area new grain facility being constructed by Effingham Clay needs access.

Response:
Your comments and concerns are appreciated. Executive Order 11990 (Protection of

Wetlands) requires federal agencies to avoid to the extent possible the long and
short-term adverse impacts associated with the occupancy and modification of
wetlands, and avoid direct and indirect impacts whenever there is a practicable
alternative. While all wetlands impacts cannot be avoided, alignments around the
west side of Centralia were developed to minimize wetland impacts to the greatest
extent practicable.

US 51 Draft EIS December 2013



Volume IV - Part B

Mr. Bob Brink
October 1, 2010
Page - Two

The CNIC railroad was contacted regarding future plans of the staging area west of
Centralia. Based upon the railroad response, a route through this location is not a
viable alternative at this time.

Access provisions for agricultural and other businesses are important and will be
evaluated during the refinement of recommended alternatives.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

Ny
'Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Nina Benzing
3223 Barton Rd.
Sandoval, IL 62882

Dear Ms. Benzing:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at http.//www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
I have several points to make:
1) The proposed route north of Centralia, west of Junction City has a direct

impact on several acres that have been in my family for 150+ years.

2) The proposed route comes right over the house | live in. | am a renter for 16+
years, not a home owner. Since | will be ineligible for your buyout finds, |, my
husband, and my children will be virtually homeless with nothing to help us
move forward.

3) Contrary to your findings, the proposed route also effects alligator snapping
turtles and eastern massasauga rattlesnakes. They are both endangered
and | have encountered them several times during my many years in the area.

4) The proposed route is totally unnecessary and a complete waste of money.
There are already 4 lanes of US 51 from Irvington to Sandoval if you include
both new and old 51 north of Sandoval.

5) The proposed route mentioned above sits along several abandoned coal mine
shafts, including sink holes.

6) With the addition of all of the curves along the proposed route, | cant
understand how these extra miles will save time when there aren’t that many
towns to slow down to go thru.

7) Bypassing towns along the route will be devastating to the local economies.

Lots of travelers stop to purchase food, fuel, etc.
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8) We have lost several industries in recent years that had absolutely nothing to
do with not having a 4 lane US 51. Ex=Littlefuse moved overseas for cheaper
labor. Ex=World Color in Mt. Vernon and Salem closed and both sat directly
on Int. 57.

9) Itis a complete waste of taxpayer money!

Response:
Minimizing impacts to farmsteads was considered in the alternative evaluation

process and will continue to be evaluated. Impacts to registered centennial and
sesquicentennial farms will be minimized where possible and evaluations will
continue as alignments are refined.

Individuals who are renting impacted residences will be addressed according to the
IDOT land acquisition program. At this point in the analysis details are not refined to
the level where individual impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be
determined during the next stage of analysis, the refinement of recommended
alternatives. Information regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to
all impacted homeowners and renters after individual impacts are finalized.

During 2008 and 2009, biologists with the lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS)
conducted field surveys for biological resources present within and adjacent to the US
51 study area, which included amphibian and reptile surveys. No alligator snapping
turtles or eastern massasauga individuals were encountered by the INHS. None of
the amphibian or reptile species documented during the surveys are listed as
threatened or endangered in lllinois. Your comment will be forwarded to the INHS.

The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve the connectivity within the south
central lllinois region and to enhance the highway system continuity, while
simultaneously addressing the transportation issues identified by the communities.
Drivers using US 51 in Centralia also encounter an at-grade railroad crossing, traffic
signals, a reduction in speed limit, and a business district with on-street parking and
cross streets. These interruptions to free flow travel compromise efforts to efficiently
move through the US 51 corridor.

Your information regarding geology is appreciated and will be useful during the
refinement of recommended alternatives. Information from the lllinois State
Geological Survey is anticipated to identify such areas.

The travel time is a function of both speed and distance. The construction of four
lanes with a uniform speed limit does provide benefits to travelers. As mentioned at
the public information meetings, the proposed Route 51 would operate at a 65 mph
speed limit in a free-flow condition - without signals or stop-control. The existing
Route 51 through the communities would remain as it currently exists with a 30 or 35
mph speed limit subject to signals and stop signs where they currently exist.
Roadway operations of alternatives, including distance of travel and travel time, were
evaluated during the macro analysis and alignment analysis considering these
differences in the posted speed limit.
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Impacts to businesses are an important concern, and will be evaluated for the
alternatives under consideration. Some research indicates that the development of a
bypass may result in short-term impacts to drive-through or traffic-dependent
businesses (e.g., gas stations), but little overall economic impact. This will continue to
be studied in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The project team recognizes that infrastructure services, such as roadways, are only
one factor in business decisions.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

) /
2%%/ Welton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Justin Mol
148 S. Poplar St.
Centraiia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Moll:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at htip.//www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

Poor route, C19, C20, C45 is a better way! This is a smooth route that still goes
through the city. The current route goes through Centralia and provides tourism &
lots of traffic to the [area] as it’s the last major town before I1-64 or Carbondale. Route
C19, C20, C45 only has 1 commercial impact and about 9 residential impacts but |
feel that is far from the major impact that moving the route away from town will do.
Many businesses in Centralia thrive on the daily traffic that the current 51 brings. |
agree that the current route is not safe but again C19, C20, C45 is the best
economical impact for the Community of Centralia as a whole.

Response:
This route containing segments C19, C20, and C45 included impacts to an electrical

substation and involved crossing five sets of railroad tracks at one location at a sharp
angle, which makes a bridge difficult to construct and maintain. Due in part to these
engineering constraints, this route was eliminated during the Macro Analysis. In
addition, segment C45 is located directly east of the Murray Center. Discussions with
Murray Center representatives resulted in a conclusion that routing US 51 along the
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west side of the Murray Center would have the least impact based on location of site
access and impacts to residential living quarters on the campus. Corridors using
segment 45 would sever an existing neighborhood located southeast of the Murray
Center. Therefore, corridors utilizing Segment 45 were eliminated from consideration.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

!

!
" Gary J. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Vernell Burris
727 N. Lincoln Blvd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Burris:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

The proposal route for Centralia, is OK. The main problem is you bypass the main
route thru our city, and with time, many businesses will relocate to the highway route.

Look at Mt. Vernon and you see many downtown businesses are moving toward/near
57, kiling their intercity businesses. Why cant we meet travel and
business/commerce on Centralia, various thru travel purpose of long distance travel?

Response:
Numerous preliminary corridor options were developed by the various advisory

groups comprised of local stakeholders —~ corridors that proposed an alignment
through the center of the communities, and corridors that go around the
communities. An alternative through Centralia that maintained free flow conditions
was developed during the analysis but was eliminated from further consideration as it
displaced a large number of businesses.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

-GAryJ. Welton, P.E.
Acting Program Development Engineer
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PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Varijous Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Delmar Wayne Morris
1424 Green St. Rd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Morris:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| would rather see the route to the east of Centralia and Central City because it goes
by the airport and the new high school and would be closer to town than the routes to
the west of town. | think that the routes to the west of Centralia would probably be
the end of Centralia.

Response:
Several eastern bypass alternatives around Centralia were considered. These

alternatives were eliminated prior to the third series of Public Information Meetings
(PIM#3), held in November, 2009. However, subsequent to PIM#3, additional
environmental information, including the location of high quality wetlands, was
received. All of the original alternatives, including the alternatives that bypass
Centralia to the east were evaluated in light of the new information. One eastern
bypass alternative and two western bypasses were selected to be carried forward into
the next stage of detailed analysis. The alternatives were presented to the public at
the fourth series of Public Information Meetings (PIM#4), held in May, 2010.

@)
O
=2
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The project team presented these alignments at the June 9, 2010, NEPA/404 merger
meeting in Springfield, lllinois. After a lengthy discussion with the regulatory
agencies, the eastern bypass of Centralia was eliminated. This bypass exhibited the
highest impacts to floodplains, wetlands, high quality wetlands, homes, and
commercial and public facility buildings in comparison to remaining alignments on the
west side of Centralia. Therefore, ail eastern bypasses of Centralia have been
eliminated from further study.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

L,
éi%;gé‘fwmton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lllinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. John Stack
9936 Joliff Brdg. Rd.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Stack:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

The present 51 thru Centralia would be more usable and economical if overpasses
were built over railroads to allow traffic flow. Then connect existing highways north
and south of Central City and Centralia.

Response:
The purpose of the US 51 project is to improve the connectivity within the south

central lllinois region and to enhance the highway system continuity, while
simultaneously addressing the transportation issues identified by the communities. In
addition to the at-grade railroad crossing, drivers using US 51 in Centralia also
encounter traffic signals, a reduction in speed limit, and a business district with on-
street parking and cross streets. These interruptions to free flow travel compromise
efforts to efficiently move through the US 51 corridor. An alternative through Centralia
that maintained free flow conditions was developed during the analysis but was
eliminated from further consideration as it displaced a large number of businesses.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

N\
50 —

Gary J. Welton, P.E. aaN I\

Acting Program Development Engineer N\ ] ;j
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lliinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Mr. Joe Niederhofer
8 Gayla Ave.
Centralia, IL 62801

Dear Mr. Niederhofer:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement project.
Your comment was received within the official public comment period following the
presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public Information Meeting
series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written comment received has been
reproduced below. While a best attempt was made to accurately reproduce the
comment, the type-written reproduction below may not be verbatim. Please note that
revised recommended alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting
series 4 held in May, 2010. For more information including project updates, visit the
project website at hitp://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:

| have attended most of the [Community Advisory Group] CAG and [Regional
Advisory Group] RAG group meetings and feel real progress is being made. The
objectives are being addressed and the corridors “selected” appear to be in the best
interest for the region.

Response:
Thank you for your comment.

Very truly yours,

Roger L. Driskell, P.E.
Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

\gi
Gary J. Welton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / Region 4 / District 7
400 West Wabash / Effingham, lilinois / 62401-2699
Telephone 217/342-3951

October 1, 2010

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
FAP 322 (US 51)

US 51 Corridor Study
Various Counties

Contract No. 74163

Ms. Jean Anderson
952 W. Nevada Ave.
Sandoval, Il. 62882

Dear Ms. Anderson:

Thank you for your interest in the US 51 Environmental Impact Statement
project. Your comment was received within the official public comment period
following the presentation of preliminary recommended alignments at Public
Information Meeting series 3, held in November, 2009. The original written
comment received has been reproduced below. While a best attempt was
made to accurately reproduce the comment, the type-written reproduction
below may not be verbatim. Please note that revised recommended
alignments were presented at Public Information Meeting series 4 held in May,
2010. For more information including project updates, visit the project website
at http://www.us51eis-idot.com/.

Comment:
| do not like option CO around Sandoval for two reasons.

#1 — It comes very close to our property and will decrease the property value
without compensation.

#2- | don't like the proximity to the high school. There is already a major US
highway at the front of the school with congestion in the morning and
afternoon. We don't need another major highway near the school with a
concentration of youthful drivers.

Response:
At this point in the analysis, details are not refined to the level where individual

impacts can be identified. Impacts to residences will be determined during the
next stage of analysis when the right-of-way is refined for the recommended
alternatives, and minimized where reasonable and feasible. Information
regarding land acquisition compensation will be provided to all impacted
homeowners after individual impacts are finalized.
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Your concern regarding the proximity of the proposed route CO to Sandoval
High School is acknowledged, and will be taken into consideration during the
refinement of recommended alternatives.

Very truly yours,
Roger L. Driskell, P.E.

Deputy Director of Highways
Region Four Engineer

([Y}\f/f“‘”
ary J. Welton, P.E.

Acting Program Development Engineer

MAH:nmm
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