
 

 

AGENDA 
BLOOMINGTON TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2018 4:00 P.M. 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 
109 EAST OLIVE STREET 

BLOOMINGTON, ILLINOIS 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
2. ROLL CALL 
 
3. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
4. MINUTES: Review and approve the minutes of the November 20, 2018 regular meeting of the 

Bloomington Transportation Commission. 
 
5. REGULAR AGENDA 

A. TC-2018-08: Review of Preliminary DRAFT McLean County Complete Streets 
Implementation Study being completed by the McLean County Regional Planning 
Commission 

B. Information: December Citizen Comments/Complaints Summary 
 

6. OLD BUSINESS 
A. TC-2018-06: Recommendations to USPS Regarding Post Office Relocation: UPDATE 
B. Any old items brought back by the Commission 

 
7. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Any new items brought up by the Commission 
 
8. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
 
9. ADJOURNMENT 
 
For further information contact: 
Philip Allyn, City Traffic Engineer 
Department of Public Works 
Government Center 
115 E. Washington Street, Bloomington, IL 61701 
Phone: (309) 434-2225 ; Fax: (309) 434-2201; E-mail: traffic@cityblm.org 
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MINUTES 
BLOOMINGTON TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2018 4:00 P.M. 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL 
109 EAST OLIVE STREET 

BLOOMINGTON, ILLINOIS 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Ms. Angela Ballantini, Ms. Jill Blair, Ms. Katherine Browne (at 4:10 pm), Mr. 
Michael Gorman, Ms. Elizabeth Kooba 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Ms. Maureen (Reenie) Bradley, Ms. Kelly Rumley 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: Mr. George Boyle, City Attorney; Assistant Chief Greg Scott; Mr. Jim Karch, 
Director of Public Works; Mr. Kevin Kothe, City Engineer; Mr. Philip Allyn, City Traffic Engineer; and 
several members of the public. 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER: Mr. Gorman called the meeting to order at 4:02 pm. 
 
2. ROLL CALL: Mr. Allyn called the roll. With four members in attendance, a quorum was established. 
 
3. PUBLIC COMMENT: 
There were no public comments. 

4. MINUTES:  Reviewed and approved the minutes of the October 16, 2018 regular meeting of the 
Bloomington Transportation Commission. Ms. Kooba motioned to approve the minutes. Ms. Blair 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved by the Transportation Commission unanimously via 
voice vote. 

5. REGULAR AGENDA:  
A. TC-2018-07: Approval of Proposed Policy on Establishing Reduced Speed Limit Areas 

Mr. Allyn indicated that this is the first item to come from the previous discussions on speeding. We have 
developed a policy to establish a defined area where the statutory speed would be reduced from 30 mph to 
35. The policy was developed with three goals: 

1. Provide a process that requires significant involvement from the residents of the area. This 
involvement will create personal investment in the change by the residents of the area. The 
highest likely hood of a lower speed limit resulting in slower vehicle speeds requires the buy-in of 
the people driving in the area. Without buy-in from the affected community, this policy will not 
be nearly as effective at making our streets safer. 

2. The areas targeted by the policy are areas with a high likelihood of pedestrians and other users 
that are more vulnerable to vehicles traveling at higher speeds. The policy is not limited to these 
areas, but they are the main focus. 

3. Create larger sized, well-defined areas so that it is more obvious to drivers that they are entering a 
new area. This should increase the likely hood that drivers will reduce their speed in these areas 
as opposed to not realizing that the speed limit changed. 

Mr. Allyn indicated that the process moving forward would be to gain comments from the Commission 
first. A revised draft would then be provided to other stakeholders (police, planning department, etc.) for 
comments. Mr. Allyn will then compile comments into a final version to come back to the Commission 
for approval along with the application and a draft ordinance for recommendation to Council. 
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Ms. Blair indicated that the policy is very detailed with a lot of information. Is it good to start with a 
detailed policy and strip it back if needed or start general and add details? For example, why require 85% 
buildout on a subdivision before the area will be considered. Mr. Allyn indicated that if there are specific 
thresholds and/or criteria, it is much more transparent and more defendable when a decision is made. If an 
applicant does not get what they want, we can point to the reason. There is less chance of appearance of 
special treatment. The reason for the 85% number is so that the subdivision is a known entity when this 
change is considered. If it is considered when only 30% is built out and implemented, there could be 
significant pushback once it is 60 or 90% built-out. Mr. Gorman asked if it could be implemented as part 
of the initial preliminary plan approval for a development. For example, if a developer wants to build a 
new-urbanist style subdivision with skinny streets, smaller lots, etc., could the developer apply prior to 
the start of construction for the reduced speed as a feature of the subdivision. Mr. Allyn indicated that this 
discussion goes back to the need for resident buy-in for it to be successful. In that case, it would still work 
since people would be aware of the overall features of the subdivision and would not buy and build there 
if they did not buy-in to it. The 85% threshold was meant more for traditional subdivisions with the goal 
of not imposing a reduced speed limit on a large number of residents who are opposed and will thus not 
respect the lower speed. It should be possible to incorporate an allowance for consideration during the 
initial design approvals. 

Mr. Boyle shared that there are often conflicts between having standards to avoid arbitrary decisions 
based on opinions and having too many standards so that there is no room for flexibility. Typically, to 
have flexibility, you end up with a lot of standards to be able to cover a lot of different situations. 

Kate Brown arrived at 4:10 pm. 

Mr. Gorman indicated that when people are choosing where to live, they would still have the opportunity 
to choose whether they want to live in a reduced speed limit community. Regardless of the level of build-
out the development, prospective new builders/property owners would still have the ability to decide 
whether to purchase there. Mr. Gorman suggested removing the requirement for area buildout from the 
policy. There was general concurrence from the Commission. 

Mr. Gorman asked about the difference in minimum area for the Campus land use (80 acres) versus the 
other uses (20 acres). It seems that a more relevant metric would be the amount of street rather than 
overall land area. Mr. Allyn indicated that the campus land use, whether educational or corporate, will 
often have a larger percentage of area that is parking lot, green space or building. The 80-acre number is 
somewhat arbitrary. It was determined based on looking at what a defined area around Illinois Wesleyan 
could look like and it was around 70-80 acres. There is certainly room for discussion on this number. Mr. 
Gorman suggested setting the same 20-acre minimum for all three uses. Several potential areas were 
looked at as a frame of reference. Ms. Blair asked about other examples of the campus use. Would a 
hospital qualify? Mr. Allyn indicated that he believed that it would. However, care will need to be taken 
to apply this policy to areas with a number of streets rather than a large area with just one or two streets. 
In that case, it would be more appropriate to study the street of concern rather than try to apply a blanket 
to a large area that is primarily parking lot or buildings. There was general concurrence to make the 
minimum area 20 acres for all three land uses. 

Mr. Gorman asked about the reference in 3.b.ii to the Bloomington-Normal Street and Highway Plan as 
the source showing arterials and collectors. Mr. Allyn indicated that was a hold-over from another policy 
that needs to be updated. IDOT previously distributed paper and then PDF’s of the functional 
classification map for the Bloomington-Normal area, which the City would then post to the website. They 
have since incorporated this information into a website called gettingaroundillinois.com. For the final 
version, we will be incorporating this website rather than the previous map. 

Mr. Gorman asked about criteria 5 relating to areas with 85th percentile speeds of 27 mph or less being 
assumed to be self-policing and will not be considered. If there is an area where everyone already drives 
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25 mph, wouldn’t it make sense to still post at 25 mph so everyone is in agreement about the speed? Mr. 
Allyn indicated that this criteria was meant to help be efficient with everyone’s time due to the effort 
required to implement the changes as well as future the signage maintenance and monitoring. It would be 
one more area that could cause confusion for drivers and/or police officers as to what the actual speed 
limit is. Mr. Gorman asked if it would be possible to have the area fall to a lower priority with 
implementation occurring after other areas rather than denying altogether. Mr. Allyn indicated that the 
goal of this policy is to slow down drivers. It would still require cost and staff time to implement and 
maintain for an area where there is not a speeding problem and thus negligible benefit. Ms. Blair asked 
about the 85th percentile speed. Mr. Allyn indicated that the 85th percentile speed is the speed at which 
85% of vehicles travel at or below. For example, if a street has an 85th percentile speed of 27 mph, 85% of 
vehicles are traveling 27 mph or slower. 15% are traveling 28 mph or faster. Ms. Blair indicated that if 
even 10% of drivers are greatly exceeding the speed limit, this is still a problem. Mr. Allyn responded that 
if a driver chooses to ignore a 30 mph speed limit, they are likely to also ignore a 25 mph speed limit. Ms. 
Ballantini indicated that she understood the financial impacts of an unneeded implementation and was 
fine with the criteria remaining. Ms. Kooba indicated she believed that if the majority of people are 
driving slower, it is likely that other people coming into the area will follow suit and agreed with the 
criteria remaining. 

Discussion was held pertaining to who gets to vote during the decision period. The reasons for residents 
voting include that they are most impacted, they are most aware of the traffic conditions of the area, and 
they are predominately the drivers on the streets in the area. The reasons for owners voting would relate 
to potential impacts (good or bad) to property values as well and owners are more consistent. Renters are 
typically more transient and would potentially be making a long-term decision for an area in which they 
will not reside in a year or two. Property owners are more likely to remain for the longer term. With 
regard to the viability of administering the voting, property owner information is generally readily 
available. There will be greater difficulty identifying all renters. For example, the City is not always 
aware of all rental agreements or how many units a house may be split into. There was consensus that 
both property owners and residents will get to vote. Each party will only get one vote, regardless of how 
many properties are owned. This will be changed in both the voting section and the application section. 

Mr. Gorman asked for clarification on the percentages of votes required. Mr. Allyn confirmed that, as 
currently written, to be successful, 60% of ballots must be returned and 70% of those returned ballots 
must vote in favor of the reduced speed limit. Mr. Gorman expressed a concern that requiring a 
percentage of ballots to be returned could make it very difficult. There could be a large number of people 
who are indifferent and may not bother to return the ballot causing it to fail even though there may not be 
significant opposition. Mr. Allyn indicated that again, for it to be successful at impacting vehicle speeds, 
we need buy-in from the residents. If people do not care enough to make the simple effort to mark a vote 
and put it in the mail, they will not care enough to honor the lower speed limit and it will not be 
successful at lowering speeds. Ms. Blair indicated that it also puts some duty on those that do care to 
make the case to their neighbors. Mr. Allyn added that this is a special treatment. Requiring most of the 
people to vote demonstrates that it truly is something that most people want, not just a small vocal group. 
It was suggested to drop the returned ballot threshold to 50% plus 1 vote to ease the requirement but keep 
it in place. There was consensus on this change.  

Mr. Gorman asked for clarification on the statement under the Preliminary Review section “If a request 
does not meet the requirements … and advised that the issue may be resubmitted in one year for further 
consideration if conditions change.” It may conflict with statements previous in the document about Staff 
working with the requestor on the application to meet the requirements. Mr. Allyn indicated that Staff 
would work with the requestors to modify their application if it does not meet the requirements when 
possible. For example, the proposed boundaries could be modified to include additional area to meet the 
minimum acreage or they could be extended to a logical boundary rather than stopping in the middle of a 
neighborhood. The statement under the Preliminary Review section pertains to criteria that simply cannot 
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be met resulting in the request being denied. If there is a change in conditions, they can reapply in one 
year. For example, if a neighborhood applies and, if granted, it would result in four speed limit changes 
within a mile. The request would be denied. However, if an adjoining neighborhood applies and is 
successful, the first neighborhood could reapply if the four-speed-limit-changes-within-a-mile criteria is 
now met. Mr. Gorman indicated that he would like to see the Preliminary Review statement expanded a 
bit to make sure it is clear. 

Mr. Gorman asked for clarification on the third paragraph under Implementation. Would a minor collector 
that is currently not posted, and thus 30 mph per the statutory speed limit, stay at 30 mph or be reduced to 
25 mph?  Mr. Allyn indicated that it would likely depend on the road and how it fits within the proposed 
area. If it is on a border, it probably stays the same. That paragraph was written to try to clarify between 
major collectors, which usually are more like arterials than local streets, and minor collectors, which are 
often more like local streets. There is a provision stating, “Variances may be evaluated in rare extenuating 
situations based on the character and use of the roadway.” This may come into play if there is a street that 
should logically be changed or not changed contrary to the policy. There are also provisions that indicate 
variances would come to the Commission for concurrence. The outcome would also come back to the 
Commission as a City Code change for a recommendation to Council. 

A discussion was held about how the criteria relating to full build-out and multiple phases of the same 
subdivision would apply to various areas. In general, this is somewhat of a grey area that would depend 
on factors such as the area proposed in the application, the likelihood of imminent construction of future 
phases, the size of the area, how well defined the area is currently and how the future phases will affect 
the border delineation, etc. There may be some discussion during the application process to make sure 
that the ultimate area makes sense for all parties. However, once the area is defined, and ballots are sent 
out, it will not be changed due to voting results. 

Ms. Ballantini asked about the time frame that it would take between the initial application submittal and 
an ultimate decision. Mr. Allyn indicated that once ballots are sent out, the draft policy is currently 
written so that they need to be returned within 2 weeks. Any other time frames are highly variable based 
on staffing available at the time, weather impacts to data gathering, timing of the request in relation to 
holidays or staff construction obligations, size of the areas and the volume of addresses to be gathered and 
ballots to mail, etc. 

Ms. Ballantini asked if the Commission would be notified of any application denials. Mr. Allyn indicated 
that the Commission would be notified of any applications, status updates (potentially via the monthly 
citizen comments/complaints report), and the outcomes. If the petitioner does not agree with the outcome, 
they can request an appeal to the Commission.  

B. Information: November Citizen Comments/Complaints Summary 
Mr. Gorman inquired about Item 19: request for traffic calming on Gloucester Circle between Hersey and 
Dover. Gloucester Circle looks to be a long straight street were there could be an issue with speeding. 
Would the intersection of Gloucester Circle and Dover be a candidate for an all-way stop? Mr. Allyn 
indicated that stop signs are not recommended to be used for speed control because they teach people to 
run stop signs as well as they increase the occurrences of speeded between stop signs. The concern 
pertained to the perception of vehicles turning off of Hershey and speeding to Dover. The speed data 
gathered indicated that this was not the case; it was a perceived issue rather than reality. Mr. Allyn 
indicated that we could gather traffic data at the intersection to see if all-way stop criteria are met. Mr. 
Gorman mentioned that the report indicated traffic data was already gathered. Mr. Allyn indicated that 
volume data was gathered on Gloucester within the area of concern to evaluate the traffic calming criteria. 
We did not gather at the intersection itself or any volumes on Dover. 

Mr. Gorman inquired about Item 51: number of crashes at Lee and MacArthur. Mr. Justin Boyd spoke 
during public comment several months ago about speeding and requested painting the parking lanes. How 
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close did the painted lines get to this intersection? Mr. Allyn indicated that at each intersection between 
Oakland and Center we painted the triangles defining the parking area. This would have been done at this 
intersection as well. The primary issue we are seeing at this intersection is with people running the stop 
sign on Lee or not properly yielding to traffic on MacArthur. We have tried a number of things over the 
year. Pavement markings are established. The next step is to install LED stop signs. We have been 
working on this intersection for at least five years. Mr. Kothe indicated that in the past we have also 
installed oversized stop signs and additional signage. 

Mr. Gorman inquired about Item 53: request for curb painting at Summerfield and Hershey. What does 
“curb painting” main in this context. Mr. Allyn indicated that the request was to paint the radii curbs 
yellow so that they can be better seen. Current policy is to not paint curbs yellow due to cost and lack of 
staff availability. Mr. Allyn plans to visit the intersection during the evening to evaluate whether the 
existing lights at the intersection are not producing sufficient light or if there is a parking issue. 

Mr. Gorman inquired about Item 55: request for temporary traffic signals at Rhodes Lane and US 150 and 
Item 67: request for right turn lanes at Rhodes Lane. What is the timeline and status of this project? Mr. 
Allyn indicated that we are still negotiating with the railroad on the details for the new Hamilton Road 
crossing. Mr. Kothe indicated we are currently finishing Phase I engineering and will be starting Phase II 
engineering soon. The project is programmed for construction in 2021-2022. The project is funded 
through Federal Surface Transportation Urban (STU) funding. The project is moving forward, but it takes 
time to get through all the environmental reviews and all the other pieces. Mr. Gorman asked about a 
confidence level on it happening in a 3-4 year timeframe. Mr. Kothe indicated that we are working with 
all the stakeholders. We are confident that it will happen, but cannot say for sure that it will be in 2021-
2022, but that it what we are currently moving towards. Mr. Gorman indicated that he knows there is a 
significant backup on Rhodes Lane that could lead to poor decisions on turning onto US 150. If this 
project is that far out, could we install a temporary signal like we did at Streid and Ireland Grove? Mr. 
Allyn indicated that with US 150 being a State and Federal highway and with the involvement with the 
railroad, it would likely take several years to get even a temporary signal installed and would likely cost 
noticeably more than the Streid signals. Mr. Kothe added that the railroad involvement would require an 
ICC order, which could easily take 5-10 years itself. We have currently been working on the ICC order 
for the Fox Creek Road Bridge for about 5 years. 

Mr. Allyn provided a brief overview of the Hamilton Road, Bunn to Commerce and the Fox Creek Road 
Bridge projects. Hamilton Road is the main arterial across the south side of town and connects the State 
Farm campus to Main Street as well as Veterans Parkway, I-74 and I-55, and extends west to the Fox 
Creek area. The Fox Creek Road Bridge project will replace a narrow, substandard bridge over the 
railroad and provide a sidewalk and path connection across the new wider bridge. The Hamilton Road 
extension will connect the intersection at Bunn to the intersection at Commerce and will include a new 
railroad crossing. Rhodes Lane will “tee” into Hamilton Road. Rhodes Lane will be disconnected from 
US 150 and have a cul-de-sac added, eliminated a dangerous intersection.  State Farm traffic coming from 
the west of south currently uses one of three paths: Veteran’s Parkway to Commerce to eastern Hamilton, 
western Hamilton to Rhodes to US 150 to eastern Hamilton, or Main Street to Woodrig, to eastern 
Hamilton. Both Rhodes and Woodrig are narrow roads that are not build to withstand the current traffic. 
The Woodrig intersection at Main Street does not function well and the sharp curve stop of its intersection 
to US 150 is not ideal. The Hamilton cross section will look similar to Hamilton to the west with four 
lanes and both a bike path and sidewalks. The project eliminates a significant gap that will get allow 
drivers to use safer roads designed for the actual traffic volumes and eliminate several dangerous 
intersections. It will also provide a path connecting the two distinct south side branches of Constitution 
Trail that run along Hamilton Road. 

Ms. Blair inquired about Item 54 and others pertaining to delays on Ireland Grove Road at Towanda 
Barnes Road. The Commission voted previously on a full project but when it went to Council, the project 
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changed and only the southbound right was constructed. As constructed, the project does not seem to 
accomplish anything close to expectations with the westbound traffic. Are there plans to construct the rest 
of the project? Mr. Allyn indicated that the current Council indicated that they did not want to construct 
improvements on the Ireland Grove legs of the intersection. 

Ms. Browne inquired about Item 18: request for traffic calming on Eastport between Clearwater and 
Empire.  Ms. Browne is interested in the outcome of this item. A lot of people try to avoid the intersection 
of Clearwater and Hershey to avoid the school and Country Companies traffic during the morning and 
afternoon commutes and to try to avoid the left turn from Empire to Hershey. Ms. Browne would be 
interested to see the data when it is available. 

6. OLD BUSINESS: 
A. Ms. Browne requested revisiting the approval of the meeting minutes. She would like to see the 

phase “wheelchair bound” changed to a more preferred phase. Ms. Brown motioned to amend the 
minutes from the October 2018 meeting to reflect the change of the phase “people who are 
wheelchair bound” to “people who use wheelchairs”. Motion seconded by Ms. Kooba and passed 
unanimously by voice vote. 

7. NEW BUSINESS: 
A. None 

8. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS: 
None. 

9. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 5:18 pm unanimously by voice vote; motioned by Ms. 
Blair and seconded by Ms. Kooba.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Philip Allyn 
City Traffic Engineer 



Page A-1



Page A-2



Page A-3

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK.



���������� ��	
���������	
������������	������������

�		����������	
����� ����!� ����	�����"� ��#�������	
"��� ���

�

$%&'()*�+,,�-�./01)*&*�2&%**&3
��

�

2*(&'/4�567�-�./01)*&*�2&%**&38
��

�

2*(&'/4�56785�-�9*:'4'&'/48
�;<=>?@ABCD�E@FA>?�GCBHIEJCGBG>JHD�F>?K?A<�BHL�E<L<IGC>BH�MJL<I�BC<�>HG<NCBA�GJ�G=<�GCBHIEJCGBG>JH

IKIG<MD�BHL�G=<�O>GK�JP�QAJJM>HNGJH�R><SI�BAA�GCBHIEJCGBG>JH�>MECJR<M<HGI�BI�JEEJCG@H>G><I�GJ
>MECJR<�IBP<GKD�B??<IID�BHL�MJF>A>GK�PJC�BAA�GCBR<A<CI�BHL�GJ�>H?C<BI<�T@BA>GK�JP�A>P<�S>G=>H�G=<�O>GK�JP
QAJJM>HNGJHU�VWCL>HBH?<�XJU�YZ[\]̂_̀

��

2*(&'/4�5678a�-�,01)*0*4&b&'/48
�cJ�F<IG�FBABH?<�G=<�H<<LI�JP�BAA�@I<CI�BHL�ECJR>L<�>H?C<BI<L�PA<d>F>A>GK�GJ�L<I>NH�G=<�O>GK�S>AA�@I<

L<I>NH�N@>L<A>H<I�>H�B??JCLBH?<�S>G=�G=<�MJIG�@E�GJ�LBG<D�C<A<RBHG�IGBHLBCLI�BHL�F<IG�ECB?G>?<I
BRB>ABFA<�JH�BAA�H<S�JC�<d>IG>HN�GCBHIEJCGBG>JH�CJ@G<IU�e<I>NH�IGBHLBCL�C<P<C<H?<I�MBK�>H?A@L<�F@G
BC<�HJG�A>M>G<L�GJf�VB̀�c=<�gBH@BA�JP�hCB?G>?<�PJC�G=<�e<I>NH�JP�h@FA>?�iMECJR<M<HGI�>H�G=<�O>GK�JP
QAJJM>HNGJHD�iAA>HJ>IU�VF̀�iAA>HJ>I�e<EBCGM<HG�JP�cCBHIEJCGBG>JH�VieWc̀�Q@C<B@�JP�jJ?BA�kJBLI�BHL
lGC<<GI�VQjk̀�gBH@BAU�V?̀�iAA>HJ>I�e<EBCGM<HG�JP�cCBHIEJCGBG>JH�VieWc̀�Q@C<B@�JP�e<I>NH�BHL
mHR>CJHM<HG�VQem̀�gBH@BAU�VL̀�c=<�gBH@BA�JH�nH>PJCM�cCBPP>?�OJHGCJA�e<R>?<IU�V<̀�c=<�iAA>HJ>I
l@EEA<M<HG�GJ�G=<�gBH@BA�JH�nH>PJCM�cCBPP>?�OJHGCJA�e<R>?<IU�VP̀�op@>L<�PJC�G=<�hABHH>HND�e<I>NH
BHL�WE<CBG>JH�JP�h<L<IGC>BH�qB?>A>G><IDr�sM<C>?BH�sIIJ?>BG>JH�JP�lGBG<�t>N=SBK�BHL�cCBHIEJCGBG>JH
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CITY OF BLOOMINGTON 
REPORT FOR THE TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

November 20, 2018 
 

CASE 
NUMBER: 

SUBJECT: ORIGINATING FROM: 

INFORMATION 
Summary of Citizen 

Comments/Complaints Received 
December, 2018 

Philip Allyn, PE, PTOE 
City Traffic Engineer  

REQUEST: Item submitted as information for the Transportation Commission. 
Any feedback or comments are welcome. 

 

 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: N/A 

Staff submits the following information to the Commission. Any comments or feedback is 
appreciated. 

 
1. ATTACHMENTS: 

a. None 
 

2. BACKGROUND AND SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
The following comments were received by the Engineering Department between November 13, 
2018 and December 10, 2018 or are updates of previous comments (additions to previous 
updates are Bold-Underlined: 

1) Received request from Dunraven Homeowner’s Associate to restrict parking on west 
side of Glenbridge between Ballybunion and Dunloe. Letters were delivered to 
neighborhood requesting feedback on proposed parking ban on west side of street. 
Responses received overwhelmingly favor restricting parking. Mailed letter to 
residents notifying them that the parking restriction would be put in place. 
Engineering will evaluate over next 90-120 days and incorporate into City Code 
provided there are no unintended consequences that arise. Signs scheduled to be 
installed on or after April 24; no additional comments received to date. Continuing to 
monitor until August 30, 2018. No additional complaints or comments received. City 
Code will be updated to reflect changes. Item considered closed. 

2) Received request to review restricting parking to one side of street and install traffic 
calming on Tanner between Park Lake and Springfield. Reviewed file and location 
has been reviewed several times in past years with no findings of excessive speeding. 
Speed and traffic data to be gathered to evaluate request when weather and staffing 
allows. 



Regular Agenda Item B 

Page B-2 

3) Received request to remove a No Parking sign in front of a house and an old utility 
pole which no longer has any lines on it along the back of the property. Reviewed 
request: parking restriction required to allow room for school buses and garbage 
trucks to turn around (house is on the end of a street without a cul-de-sac). Currently 
verifying owner of the pole, believed to be Ameren about its removal. Confirmed 
Ameren owned pole and contacted them about removal; also provided contact info to 
resident. Resident indicated school buses no longer use her street (child no longer 
school age) and garbage trucks use alley. Discussed further with internal staff on sign 
and confirmed that parking restriction needed to allow garbage trucks to turn from the 
alley. Staff to replace existing faded sign. 

4) Received request to allow parking along the south side of Westport Court. Reviewed 
current restrictions and signing. Letters being developed to be delivered to 
neighborhood requesting feedback on proposed parking changes. Feedback received 
in favor of allowing additional parking. Signs scheduled to be installed on or after 
May 3; no additional comments received to date. Continuing to monitor until 
September 30, 2018. No additional complaints or comments received. City Code will 
be updated to reflect changes. Item considered closed. 

5) Received request from multiple residents along the 1300 and 1400 blocks of Oak 
Street to restrict parking with a Tow Away Zone on both sides of the street from 6 am 
to 6 pm, Monday through Friday. Letters being developed to be delivered to 
neighborhood requesting feedback on proposed parking ban. Results returned with 
enough votes to put in the requested parking ban. However, some of the comments 
against the parking ban indicated a significant hardship (i.e., at least one house 
without a driveway who needs to be able to park in the street). We are working to 
contact these individuals to discuss potential options. Implemented requested parking 
ban on July 17, continuing to monitor until October 30, 2018. Immediately following 
change, received minor complaints that were able to be resolved. No additional 
complaints or comments received. City Code will be updated to reflect changes. Item 
considered closed. 

6) Received request for handicap spot on 1200 block of Oak Street. Waiting to receive 
supporting documentation of plaque or license plate from requestor.  

7) Received Request to replace faded parking restriction signs along Washington Street. 
Need to visit site and submit work order to sign crew. 

8) Received complaint of speeding on E. Oakland east of Hershey, especially around 
Watford. Due to hill east of Warford, can be worrisome turning from Watford onto 
Oakland and being overtaken. Request reduction from 40 mph to 30 mph. Completed 
field check. There is a hill to the east of Watford limiting the view of the intersection 
from westbound Oakland. There is also an existing "intersection warning" sign with a 
30 mph plaque. Could consider speed reduction, but would need speed study. 85th 
percentile likely closer to 40 mph than 30 mph. Will gather speed data and review 
crash data. 
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9) Received request for increased pedestrian warnings at US 51 (Madison) and Front 
Street. To be reviewed following completion of Front Street work and likely referred 
to IDOT for consideration. May modify crosswalks with new ADA ramps.  

10) Received request for clearly marked drop-off at the Arena on US 51 (Madison). To be 
reviewed and responded to but likely unable to provide due to moving lanes of traffic 
and IDOT jurisdiction. Passenger loading and unloading zone is currently posted on 
Front Street west of Madison. 

11) Received request for crosswalk warnings at East and Locust for crossing from BCPA 
to/from north parking lot. To be reviewed and responded to after updating crosswalk 
policy.  

12) Received request to relocate “CT” to Front Street by Arena. Need to contact submitter 
and clarify.  

13) Received four coordinated requests for an all-way stop or other pedestrian warning 
enhancements at Stone Mountain and College for pedestrians walking north and south 
to/from Tipton Park. Due to close proximity to Northpoint Elementary School, will be 
reviewed and data collected when school resumes in the fall. Traffic counting 
completed. Traffic signal warrants not met. All-way stop warrants not met. Sent work 
order to mark crosswalk across College and install pedestrian warning signs at the 
crosswalk and in advance. Crosswalk has been marked. Warning signs still needed. 
Need to evaluate sign indicating school crossing is further west at the school. 

14) Received complaint about truck traffic on Fort Jesse Road. Need to review.  

15) Received request for traffic signals at Fort Jesse Road and Airport Road. Intersection 
currently 4-way stop with plans to signalize in near future. Traffic counting and data 
collection completed. Need to review signal warrants. 

16) Received complaint of speeding and request for “Children at Play” signs on Gill 
Street at pass-through-cul-de-sac west of Airport. Need to evaluate “Yield” sign 
usage for clarity. 

17) Received complaint of Park Drive on Chestnut being blocked by park traffic. Need to 
contact resident and clarify concern. 

18) Received request for traffic calming on Eastport Drive between Clearwater and 
Empire. Need to gather speed and traffic volume data and compare to Traffic calming 
policy. 

19) Received request for traffic calming on Gloucester Circle between Hersey and Dover. 
Collected speed and traffic volume data. Does not qualify for traffic calming under 
Traffic Calming Policy (excessing speeding threshold not met). 

20) Received request for traffic calming on W. Oakland between Livingston and Euclid. 
Need to gather speed and traffic volume data and compare to Traffic calming policy. 
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21) Received request to add flashing yellow arrows at Emerson and Towanda due to 
confusion of eastbound left turn drivers and non-90 degree angle of intersection. 
Contacted requester and indicated flashing yellow arrows are beginning to be 
incorporated as other signal maintenance work is completed at an intersection. This 
particular location will be reviewed closer due to unique geometry for higher priority 
of flashing yellow arrow implementation. 

22) Received report of missing no parking sign at McGregor and Oakland. Need to visit 
site and review. 

23) Received report of defaced handicapped parking sign on University. Visited site, 
graffiti cleaned from sign. Need to complete work order for replacement of faded 
parking sign at same location. 

24) Received request to remove school zone on southbound Center Street by Thornton’s 
for Corpus Christi is no longer needed due to school closing. Need to confirm if this 
zone was just for Corpus Christi and not also Bent Elementary. 

25) Received request for school crossing sign added at Washington and Darrah. Need to 
determine which intersection leg is being requested and evaluate request. 

26) Received concern about an increase in collisions on GE Road between Golden Eagle 
and Towanda Barnes Road. Need to pull accident data, review for trends and evaluate 
options. 

27) Received two separate concerns about commercial parking on residential portion of 
Norma Drive. Need to contact residents and discuss. 

28) Received request for stop or yield sign at Ark Dr. and Matthew Dr. (“Tee” 
intersection). Need to visit site and review. 

29) Received request for no parking in front of a residence on Colton due to constant 
blocking of driveway. Need to visit site and review. 

30) Received complaint of landscaping creating a sight obstruction at Peirce and Mercer. 
Need to visit site and review. 

31) Received complaint of out of town school buses parking and blocking alley behind 
Elmwood Road and the BHS football/baseball fields during school sports activities. 
Need to visit site and review. 

32) Received complaint about new power poles at Hershey and Jumer causing a sight 
obstruction. Visited site to review. Contacted Ameren to discuss poles. Ameren 
agreed at least one of the poles may not be necessary; they are reviewing internally. 

33) Received request for street light at College and Stone Mountain. Evaluating options 
to add a street light to the southeast quadrant to light the south leg and the bike path 
crosswalk. Submitted request to Ameren for an estimate to install. 
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34) Received request for additional school zone signage around Corpus Christi School. 
Need to visit site and review current signage.  

35) Received complaint of speeding on GE Road between Towanda Barnes and Airport 
Road with numerous accidents on a consistent basis. Request study of adding traffic 
signals and/or stop signs. Contacted and will gather speeding and crash data. 

36) Received request to limit parking on Beecher between Fell and Horenberger due to 
sight distance reasons. Need to visit site and evaluate. 

37) Received request from Benjamin Elementary School for No Parking along Black Oak 
Lane adjacent to the school. Upon site visit and reviewing current code and 
signing, parking is already prohibited between Ireland Grove and Jackpine 
Road. Request considered closed. 

38) Received complaint of stop sign obstructed by a tree limb at westbound Raspberry 
and Woodbine. Need to evaluate and coordinate with Parks Dept. for trimming. 

39) Received notification of missing No Parking signs on S. Williamsburg and Yorktown. 
Existing signs have severely faded. Need to visit site and replace signs as needed. 

40) Received concern about no turn on red at Six Points Road and S. Morris. Need to 
contact to clarify. 

41) Received request for explanation on why parking not being allowed on Elmwood 
between Colton and Towanda. During football games many cars park on Colton, 
creating unsafe conditions, when they should be able to park on Elmwood. Need to 
research and evaluate. 

42) Received complaints of bicyclists blowing stop sign at Bunn / Buchanan and 
Buchanan / Clayton. Request to evaluate options for additional signage and increased 
enforcement. 

43) Received request for stop sign on Baker at Roosevelt (T intersection). Will review 
accident history and evaluate sight distance. 

44) Received concern about a no parking sign at Lincoln and Main. Need to contact and 
determine exact concern. 

45) Received concern about inadequate school zone signage for Corpus Christi School. 
Requested multiple blinking lights. Complained of cars extending out onto Lincoln 
during pickup and drop-offs. Need to visit site and review school zone signage and 
discuss modifications to drop-off and pickup routing on school site with school. 

46) Received concern about parking availability in neighborhoods surrounding Sarah 
Raymond School during school drop-off, pickup, and special events. Need to evaluate 
parking in area and discuss with school. 
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47) Received concern about speeding and stop sign running in neighborhoods 
surrounding Corpus Christi School during school drop-off and pickup to avoid all-
way stop at Lincoln and Mercer. Need to discuss modifications to drop-off and 
pickup routing on school site with school. 

48) Received concern about number of crashes at Lee and MacArthur. We have been 
attempting several ways over last several years to reduce crashes at this intersection. 
We continue to look for new solutions. 

49) Received request for school crossing guard at Irving. 

50) Received request for curb painting at Summerfield and Hershey. 

51) Received request for temporary traffic signals at Rhodes Lane and US 150. To be 
reviewed and referred to IDOT for consideration. This intersection will be eliminated 
with the Hamilton Road project. 

52) Received multiple requests for arrows to be painted on Evans Street indicating 
direction of travel. Currently exploring options to better control wrong-way traffic. 

53) Received complaint of cars not stopping for stopped school bus at Harvest Pointe and 
Dry Sage Circle. Request 4-way stop, reduced speed limit or Children at Play sign.  
Contacted and discussed issues with submitter. There are several repeat 
offenders. Encouraged them to contact the school to request the bus driver 
submit a report of failure to stop when it occurs. Encouraged them to take 
photos and document and submit to the police department for enforcement. 
Contacting the school district to inquire about revising bus pickup locations to 
eliminate the need for children to cross Harvest Pointe. Need to research posted 
35 mph speed limit on Harvest Pointe. 

54) Received request for stop sign at corner of Sugarberry and Winterberry in the Grove 
(“T” intersection). Need to evaluate and complete work order if sign is warranted. 

55) Received comment indicating pavement markings on Chestnut between Center and 
Main have not been restored since the street was resurfaced. Responded that weather 
has delayed the contractor from placing the new markings. Temporary markings will 
be placed since it is unlikely that weather will allow the permanent markings to be 
restored prior to winter. Temporary markings have been placed. Permanent 
markings will be installed in the spring when weather allows. Item considered 
closed. 

56) Received request for street light on Cottage between Perry and Graham. Need to visit 
site and evaluate lighting levels. 

57) Received request for handicap markings to be repainted on Clayton at 314 E. Grove 
Street following resurfacing. Unable to complete this year due to weather, but will 
repaint in spring. 
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58) Received concerns about the speed of traffic on Beich Road presenting a hazard to 
drivers entering and exiting the candy plant. An employee inadvertently pulled onto 
Beich and was involved in a collision. The interstate presents an optical distraction. 
Need to review crash data and potentially gather speed data. Posted speed on this 
rural road is currently 45 mph. Will contact requestor for additional information.  

59) Received request to consider changing speed limit on Streid Drive and Oakland 
between Hershey and Streid to reduce the speed of vehicles on these roads. Speed 
data currently being gathered and analyzed. 

60) NEW: Received notification of missing End School Zone sign on westbound 
Washington at Washington School. Need to verify and complete work order for 
replacement. 

61) NEW: Received request for removal of handicap parking spot on 700 block of N. 
McLean due to person no longer living there. Need to verify, complete work order for 
removal, and update City Code. 

62) NEW: Received request for One Way and Do Not Enter signs at Jackson and Four 
Seasons. Working with owner of this private intersection open to the public to 
evaluate MUTCD compliant options. 

63) NEW: Received notification of missing No Parking sign on east side of East Street 
north of Empire. Need to verify and complete work order for replacement. 

64) NEW: Received notification of missing street name sign at East Street and Empire. 
Need to verify and complete work order for replacement. 

65) NEW: Received request for removal of handicap parking spot on 600 block of W. 
Chestnut due to person no longer there. Need to verify, complete work order for 
removal, and update City Code. 

66) NEW: Received request for stop or yield signs at Matlock and Dorset Ct., Matlock 
and Yorkshire Ct., and Matlock and Cumbria Dr. Need to evaluate and complete 
work order if signs are warranted. 

3. STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff submits the above information to the Commission. Any comments or feedback is 
appreciated.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Philip Allyn, PE, PTOE 
City Traffic Engineer 
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