
Minutes – APPROVED AS AMENDED 1 

Champaign-Urbana Urbanized Area Transportation Study (CUUATS)  2 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE  3 
DATE:  Wednesday, March 31, 2004 4 
TIME:  10:30 a.m. 5 
PLACE: Brookens Administrative Center 6 
  County Board Room #1 7 
  1776 E. Washington St. 8 
  Urbana, Illinois 9 
TECH MEMBERS: Frank Rentschler (Savoy)-Chairperson, Pam Voitik and Gary Biehl (UIUC), Libby Tyler and 10 

Bill Gray (City of Urbana), Steve Wegman (Champaign), Dennis Unzicker and John Cooper 11 
(County), John Dimit (CCRPC), Jodi Rooney (IDOT Dist 5) 12 

Others: Kevin Ward (FHWA), Elizabeth Tracy (IDOT Central), Mark Smith (Macon Co MPO), Jerry 13 
Schweighart (Mayor, City of Champaign), Tom Berns (BCA), Mike Stubbe (CUMTD), Joyce & 14 
Frank Phares, Bill Bagby 15 

CUUATS Staff:  Rita Black, Susan Chavarria, and Mary Cummings 16 

MINUTES  17 

I. Call to Order 18 
Chairperson Frank Rentschler called the Technical Committee meeting to order at 10:37 a.m.   19 

 20 
II. Roll Call 21 

Roll was taken by written record and a quorum was declared present. 22 
  23 

III. Approval of Minutes 24 
A. Joint Minutes of February 18, 2004 25 
Mr. Unzicker made the motion to approve the minutes as presented.  Mr. Wegman seconded the 26 
motion.  There being no discussion, and upon vote, the motion carried unanimously.  27 

 28 
IV. New Business 29 

A. Approval of Draft of CUUATS Unified Technical Work Program for FY2005 30 
Mrs. Black explained that the draft document outlines the technical activities and funding levels for all the 31 
different activities that CUUATS would begin on July 1, 2004.  She stated that the total amount allocated is 32 
the same as last year from IDOT, $239,000 with a local match of nearly $60,000.  Mrs. Black explained that 33 
the same kind of work would be continued from the past work program with the exception of the Long Range 34 
Transportation Plan. She stated that implementation of both the Long Range Transportation Plan and the 35 
Greenways and Trails plan would be done during this period.  Mrs. Black announced that updates of the 36 
CUUATS transportation model would be done and staff is looking into purchasing new software as well as 37 
extending the area covered by the transportation model.  She outlined the other projects that would continue 38 
including Illinois Route 130 and Route 45 corridor studies, the development of Curtis Road and Olympian 39 
Drive, and Access Management on the main corridors of the urbanized area.  Mrs. Black stated that this is the 40 
general work that would be accomplished along with other minor projects.  She then asked for any questions 41 
from the members. 42 
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Ms. Tyler asked if the other corridor studies were approved, would the UTWP need to be amended; Mrs. 1 
Black answered in the affirmative.  Ms. Tyler then asked about producing the general maps update and Mrs. 2 
Black stated that the maps are to be updated next year in detail.  Mr. Gray offered a correction on Page 10 to 3 
the Urbana population, which should be 37,362.  He then requested that the allocation of the local agencies be 4 
shown.  Mr. Gray asked if special projects were listed and Mrs. Black stated that “General Traffic Studies” 5 
covers any projects requested by the agencies. 6 
 7 
Mr. Gray made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Biehl, to recommend approval of the UTWP 8 
draft to go to CUUATS Policy Committee.  There being no further discussion and upon vote, the 9 
motion carried unanimously.  10 
 11 
B. Other – None  12 
 13 

V. Old Business 14 
A. Subcommittee Reports 15 

1. CUTEC – Mr. Rentschler stated that there have been no meetings. 16 
 17 
2. Curtis Road – Mr. Unzicker reported that he met with Clark Dietz, Inc. last week and Mr. 18 

Matejkowski would have the changes for the final report on schedule for submission on April 15, 19 
2004.  He stated that the best and final cost estimate, which would include utility relocations, should 20 
be completed by the end of this week.  Mr. Unzicker offered IDOT and the City of Champaign to 21 
comment on their portions of Curtis Road.  Mrs. Rooney reported that there was nothing new to 22 
report.  Mr. Wegman stated a cost estimate for the enhancement had been received and more back-up 23 
information is needed in order to lower these costs.  He reported that the architectural features, with 24 
the current estimate, amount to 7 to 8 percent of the total cost of the interchange.    25 

 26 
Mr. Dimit reported that staff is expecting an announcement from Congressman Johnson’s office 27 
concerning the reauthorization bill, which is being voted on today.  He stated that the total amount to 28 
be granted is uncertain and that the size of the bill had been reduced to two-thirds of the total 29 
requested.  He explained that the reauthorization bill was approved at $275 billion, down from $375 30 
billion; our specific project request would likely be lowered from $21 million to $7 million.  Mr. 31 
Dimit stated that when the Governor announces the economic development for this region, there 32 
might be some cooperative ventures between the State and Federal agencies.  He was informed 33 
unofficially that there might be other funding pots in the bill that might allow us to increase the 34 
funding we receive for Curtis Road.  Following a question concerning the percentage of Federal 35 
participation, Mr. Dimit explained that the purpose originally was to accelerate the construction of 36 
Curtis Road and that we may have to use our normal allocation of funds in order to complete it in 37 
phases.  He stated that IDOT is set for 2006 for construction of the interchange and there may be 38 
more Federal funds available by 2006.  Mr. Gray announced that a special working meeting with the 39 
University of Illinois College of ACES is being planned for the end of April to discuss their concerns 40 
and to discuss the classification of Curtis Road.  He then asked if Curtis Road and Windsor Road 41 
would be done at the same time and Mrs. Black explained that the reauthorization was to have 42 
happened last year and that we would need to work out the scheduling of these two projects. 43 

 44 
3. Olympian Drive – Mr. Wegman reported that weather has not permitted much work and that there is 45 

another month’s work to be done before completion.  He stated that this report could then be pulled 46 
from the agenda. 47 

 48 
4. Windsor Road – Mr. Gray stated that work is progressing and waiting on a signed agreement from 49 

IDOT and asked IDOT staff to check into this matter.  He reported that the consultant is continuing 50 
work. 51 

 52 
5. CATS II – Mrs. Black stated that the committee approved the new Scope of Services and now the 53 

agencies are signing a new intergovernmental agreement addendum for the new scope of services.  54 
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She announced that Champaign has already signed the agreement and Urbana and MTD are both 1 
getting ready to sign the agreement. 2 

 3 
6. LRTP – Mrs. Chavarria reported that staff held two open houses, March 11th at the Illinois Terminal 4 

and March 23rd at the Village of Savoy, to gain input on the preferred scenario by the public.  She 5 
stated that approximately 80 people attended the two meetings and there are 25 votes and numerous 6 
comments being tallied and collated.  She announced that the next committee meeting would be in 7 
May.  Mrs. Black added that staff would give a presentation to the Urbana City Council on April 12th 8 
and to Champaign in May or June. 9 

 10 
7. Fixed Guideway System – Mr. Stubbe reported that the MTD went to the City of Champaign 11 

requesting support for the study, which was not approved.  He stated that the City of Urbana approved 12 
further continuation of the study.  He announced that the CUMTD Board would be meeting today to 13 
vote on whether or not to continue the study.   14 

 15 
B. Other 16 

1. MTD Annexation Issues – Mr. Stubbe reported that also on the agenda for the CUMTD Board would 17 
be discussion of annexation plans.  He stated that a meeting took place with the Village of Savoy 18 
board earlier in the month to discuss issues involved in the annexation and the MTD’s intent to align 19 
boundaries to those of the CUUATS planning boundaries.  He stated that further research and 20 
discussions are taking place concerning the annexation of Savoy.  Mr. Stubbe stated that the MTD is 21 
looking to form a cohesive area of service and that there would be sharing of costs for this 22 
transportation.  Mr. Rentschler added that the northern third of Savoy is already in the MTD route 23 
areas and the southern two-thirds is not, except the three complexes on Curtis Road.  He stated that all 24 
but one of the Savoy board members live outside of the area.  Mr. Stubbe stated that population-wise, 25 
Savoy is in the district with half of its population being serviced by MTD.  Mr. Dimit stated that a 26 
communication was received from the City Manager’s Office of Champaign that this matter be 27 
discussed at the CUUATS level as it affects regional transportation and regional transportation equity.   28 

 29 
Ms. Tyler asked if the MTD voted to discontinue the fixed guideway study, would further evaluation 30 
of this alternative be done for the LRTP.  Mrs. Black stated that there are different scenarios at this 31 
time and we are waiting for public input to decide the majority scenario.  She added that the LRTP 32 
could be amended at any time.  Mrs. Black announced that the LRTP would be in place for 5 years, 33 
with updates every 5 years and that the fixed guideway system would not be in place for 10 years, if it 34 
is approved.  She stated that we have time to decide what to do.  Mr. Dimit explained that if there is 35 
no further transit-oriented development in the middle of the urban core, this makes Alternative C less 36 
likely to be considered. 37 
   38 

2. IL Route 130/High Cross Road Corridor Study – Mr. Rentschler stated that a member of the public, 39 
Mrs. Joyce Phares, requested to address the committee concerning the IL Route 130 study.   40 

 41 
Mrs. Phares stated that this subject is very important to the residents who live along Cottonwood 42 
Road and that she has spoken with several members of the CUUATS committee and staff members.  43 
She expressed the deep anger of the residents of the area who were not informed of this study.  She 44 
stated that the residents were informed inadequately and pointed out a booklet, Champaign County 45 
Farm and Home Plat Directory, which lists all residents in the area.  She disagreed with the forum in 46 
which the information was presented at the Open House, as there was no formal presentation or a 47 
chance to ask questions.  She stated that the residents are vehemently opposed to a four-lane road in 48 
their neighborhood and that they will not stand for this upgrade.  Mrs. Phares sited several reasons for 49 
keeping the roadway at its current status quo – loss of prime farm ground, Saline branch wild life area 50 
would be endangered, wooded and grass areas would be affected, safety hazard with farm equipment 51 
and animals, and an increase in crime with the location of remote homes.  She would like to know 52 
what individual is pushing this upgrade and would like to meet and talk with them. She stated that 53 
with this study being nearly complete, the residents have a lot of catching up to do.  She stated that 54 
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the residents feel it was sneaking behind their backs in proposing these changes and they don’t intend 1 
to see this improvement completed. 2 

 3 
In response to Mrs. Phares, Mr. Gray stated that the notification of meetings would be improved.  He 4 
understands all the concerns raised.  He explained that this was a planning grant that was received and 5 
that the City of Urbana sees growth in the future along Route 130/High Cross Road, i.e. Wal-Mart 6 
and other businesses.  He added that road projects take decades to plan and build and cited Curtis 7 
Road as an example, which has been discussed for many years and construction on the interstate 8 
exchange would begin in 2006.  Mr. Gray explained that this committee is a collective body of all 9 
agencies that study transportation issues.  He stated that High Cross Road is a logical corridor for 10 
future needs and planning for decades from now needs to be done at this time.  He emphasized that if 11 
nothing changes in the future, the road will remain the same; however, if there would be growth, 12 
plans need to be in place for further development.   13 

 14 
Mr. Gray explained that the Long Range Transportation Plan has already identified traffic “hot spots” 15 
where projected growth would cause traffic congestion and we have a duty to plan for the future.  He 16 
stated that constraints are being considered and that we want and need all the resident comments.  He 17 
emphasized that we are not saying these improvements will or will not be built, but the key areas 18 
along IL Rt. 130 are from Route 150 south to Philo, Illinois, which is a concern, and we may need to 19 
widen that area and add traffic signals in the coming years.  Mr. Gray explained that there might be 20 
needs north of I-74 that may be developed in the future and all factors are being considered.  He 21 
stated that it is not too late for comments and that this is a multi-decade process that we are just 22 
beginning at High Cross Road.  He added that there are still six to nine months from finalizing this 23 
corridor study and there would be other public meetings. 24 
 25 
Mrs. Phares stated that at the open houses, residents put their names and addresses on the list and 26 
have not received any notification of these meetings.  She stated that residents expect to be informed 27 
of meetings or what the plans are for that area.   28 
 29 
Mr. Dimit explained that the plans don’t exist yet for that area and the purpose of today’s meeting 30 
was not to discuss the High Cross Road corridor.  He stated that there have been no meetings since 31 
the open houses and the Route 130 open house.  Mrs. Phares stated that there has been a lot of work 32 
put into this project already and Mr. Dimit explained that the study has just begun with existing 33 
conditions and we are in the first three months of an 18-month study.  Mrs. Phares stated that there is 34 
already a booklet out that shows the plans and Mr. Dimit explained that the booklet for the Route 35 
130/High Cross Road study only covers existing conditions.  He emphasized that there are not even 36 
“tentative” plans to date and the grant received was to develop plans.   37 
 38 
Mrs. Chavarria explained that the next step following the existing conditions is to find a consultant to 39 
do an environmental analysis.  She stated that CUUATS staff would complete other transportation-40 
related analyses, but following these analyses, alternatives for the future would then be presented.  41 
Ms. Tyler stated that there might be confusion with the Rt. 130 corridor plan, which has just begun 42 
with an open house and more public forums planned for the future.  She announced that the City of 43 
Urbana has been doing land use planning within the city and a mile and one-half beyond.  She stated 44 
that a separate committee meets monthly to discuss land use and that residents in your area do attend 45 
these meetings.  She offered to put Mrs. Phares on that mailing list.   46 

 47 
Mr. Bill Bagby stated that he is not opposed to development and he is familiar with most of the 48 
members present.  He addressed the real problem and pointed out the various LRTP scenarios.  Not 49 
only were they not informed, but also information, Mr. Bagby feels, was intentionally withheld.  He 50 
explained that when an incorrect ad was placed in the paper not once, but three times, or a meeting 51 
was planned and then canceled without notification, and when promised information is not available, 52 
this scared the neighbors.   53 

 54 
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Mrs. Chavarria explained that the mailing list we received were addresses within the corridor study 1 
and were given by the Supervisor of Assessor’s Office.  She stated that Cottonwood Road, which is a 2 
half-mile west, is not in the corridor to be studied.  To our knowledge, Mrs. Chavarria stated that we 3 
had all pertinent addresses and that we made a good faith effort to inform the public within the 4 
corridor in a timely manner.  Concerning the News-Gazette ad, she explained that the March 19th ad 5 
was wrong and we called to have them correct it and reprint it.  Following a call from Mrs. Chavarria 6 
requesting the ad be corrected and re-run, the News-Gazette confirmed they would print a corrected 7 
ad in time for the meeting, but then neglected to correct the ad and still ran it on Tuesday with the 8 
wrong information.  She called them again the day after the meeting and told them we had members 9 
of the public totally confused and that we should not be charged for the ad.  Concerning the Market 10 
Place Mall, staff had decided to do an informal set-up in order to draw in residents who don’t 11 
normally come to meetings and there was no formal announcement.  Mrs. Chavarria stated that it was 12 
overheard at the first LRTP meeting that staff was going to be at Market Place Mall and was made 13 
into something bigger than intended.  She explained that following the LRTP open house on 14 
Thursday, March 11th, staff could see it was very difficult for residents to absorb all the information 15 
presented and that the mall setting would not be appropriate.  Mrs. Chavarria stated that the CD for IL 16 
Rt. 130 is available upon request and is always available and Mrs. Black added that the document is 17 
available on our website.  Mrs. Black stated that the document is available for viewing at our office, 18 
but if a copy of the document is requested, then the resident would be charged for printing of the 19 
document. 20 

 21 
Mr. Rentschler explained that this is a committee decision and not of a singular agency or person 22 
driving these plans.  He stated that we are trying to do our professional jobs in planning for the future. 23 
Mrs. Black clarified that there are two separate projects – the LRTP and the IL Rt. 130 Study.  She 24 
stated that in the LRTP, we are evaluating the different scenarios and considering all kinds of 25 
alternatives to decide the best one.  She stated that the northeast Urbana area would be considered 26 
during the IL Rt. 130 study.  Ms. Tyler added that the LRTP covers the entire metro area and contains 27 
the various scenarios and the IL Rt. 130 study is just on this corridor.  She had mentioned that the 28 
Urbana Comprehensive Plan is being updated, which includes land use and some transportation 29 
issues.  She explained that even though the City does land use planning, the County is doing the 30 
zoning updates.  She stated that all these plans pertain to the property owned by the Phares’ and their 31 
neighbors and will try to keep you informed as well as possible. 32 
 33 
Mr. Dimit stated that we are several years away from any development and there is a transportation 34 
link issue that is not new.  He explained that there are needs to move traffic in that area and 35 
alternatives have been discussed along with the constraints, the issue of urban sprawl, and other 36 
issues.  He further explained that this area has been discussed for the past 35 years and that there is no 37 
viable farmland remaining in that area because much of it has been cut up in pieces for development 38 
purposes.  He stated that farming along Cottonwood is at risk because the County has been lax in 39 
allowing the number of houses to be developed along Cottonwood Road.  Mr. Dimit explained that all 40 
concerns and plans are being wrapped up in all these simultaneous studies.  He emphasized that there 41 
are no commitments and still much research that needs to be done.  He asked that they keep in mind 42 
what might be built between now and 2040. 43 
 44 
Mr. Rentschler thanked all for their comments, which would now be public record, and apologized 45 
for the inconvenience of wrong information in the ad.  Mrs. Chavarria stated that all residents who 46 
attended the open houses are now on mailing lists to receive further information. 47 

 48 
VI. Adjournment 49 

Mr. Dimit made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  Mr. Wegman seconded the motion.  There being no 50 
discussion and upon vote, the motion carried unanimously.  Chairperson Rentschler adjourned the 51 
meeting at 11:40 a.m. 52 


