
Public Meetings
June 20 & 22, 2006



Purpose of Meeting

Explain the purpose of the study
Explain the study process
Explain the alternatives under

consideration
Provide opportunity for public to

provide feedback



Metra Wants Your Input

Staff present to answer your questions
Comment cards available

– Fill out here
Visit our project website:

– http://metraconnects.metrarail.com
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Steps in this Alternatives Analysis

Develop Purpose & Need
 Identify Initial Alternatives (Part I: Modes

& Technologies)
Screen Initial Alternatives
Further Define as Conceptual

Alternatives (Part II: Modes & Alignments)
Screen Conceptual Alternatives
Refine & Evaluate Feasible Alternatives
Select Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
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Study Area Needs
Respond to expected growth in population &

households (by 2030)

56,83995,459Central Chicago

26,11664,821NW Suburbs

65,705189,746McHenry County

148,660350,026Entire Study
Corridor

Household
Increase

Population
Increase

Area



Study Area Needs
Respond to growth and changes in employment 
markets

–Expected employment increase of 279,000 jobs
by 2030 in study corridor
–79,000 of these jobs will be in NW suburbs
–63,000 of these jobs will be in McHenry County
–Demand includes suburb-to-suburb & reverse 
commute movements



Study Area Needs
Improve connectivity between transit modes while 
avoiding or minimizing impacts to the natural and built
environment

–Limited opportunities to add capacity to existing 
UP-NW Line
–UP-NW Line provides connectivity to many other 
transit and transportation systems in Chicago area



Study Area Needs
Increase operational efficiency

–Some yard locations cause need for non-revenue
train movements

–Some yard configurations are inefficient, do not 
allow staging of longer trains, and do not have 
cleaning and maintenance facilities



Initial Screening

 Initial Screening
Criteria:
– Order of Magnitude Cost
– Order of Magnitude

Travel Time
– Compatibility with Study

Corridor Needs

 Modes Eliminated:
– Intercity & High Speed

Rail
– Maglev
– Rail Rapid Transit
– Light Rail & Streetcar
– Automated Guideway

Transit and Monorail
– Personal Rapid Transit
– Local Bus
– Bus Rapid Transit
– High-Occupancy Vehicle

(HOV) Lanes



Conceptual Alternatives
Alternative 2 Alternative 2 –– High Capacity Rail High Capacity Rail

 High Capacity Commuter Rail
– Consolidate existing yards to two new yards:

northwest of Woodstock and north of McHenry
– Implement additional express service
– Add reverse commute trains including express
– Shuttles from stations to major employers
– Other infrastructure changes to allow improved

travel times
 More seats in peak periods



Conceptual Alternatives
Alternative 3 Alternative 3 –– Medium Capacity Rail Medium Capacity Rail

Medium Capacity Commuter Rail
– Similar to High Capacity Commuter Rail

but with fewer new cars and fewer
locomotives

– Would not include some of the
infrastructure changes
 More seats in peak periods



Conceptual Alternatives
Alternative 4 Alternative 4 –– Commuter Bus to Central Chicago Commuter Bus to Central Chicago

Commuter Bus to Central Chicago
– Boarding locations in the southern tier of

McHenry County
– Buses would travel in mixed traffic
– Potential destinations include Near North,

East Loop, and Illinois Medical District
 5% increase in transit capacity
 Scheduled travel times would be

approximately 100 to 110 minutes



Conceptual Alternatives
Alternative 5 Alternative 5 –– NW Commuter Bus NW Commuter Bus

Commuter Bus to Northwest Cook Co.
– Boarding locations in the southern tier of

McHenry County
– Buses would travel in mixed traffic
– Potential destinations include

Schaumburg, Rolling Meadows, O’Hare,
and Rosemont
 7% increase in transit capacity
 Scheduled travel times would be

approximately 47 minutes



Thanks
 Thank you for attending!  Your participation

and comments are important to the success
of this project.

 Please submit a comment card with any
comments or questions.

 Visit our project website at
www.metraconnects.metrarail.com.

 An additional series of public meetings will
be held after incorporation of your comments
and development of further detail.


