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RESIDENT FEEDBACK &

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

River Forest - Village Wide Traffic Survey

This survey is being offered to all River Forest residents to help identify unknown speed/traffic
concerns and gather resident preferences for new traffic control measures. The survey is completely
anonymous, but we ask you leave an address or street name and block number to help create a
heatmap of impacted blocks/residents. Data gathered through this survey will be used in an upcoming

Village-wide traffic study by Thomas Engineering Group (TEG) to help identify potential locations for
study.

The survey is expected to take 5-10 minutes and will include a open-response section at the end for

residents to make us and the Village aware of problem areas we may have not identified as part of our
initial data gathering process.



TRAFFIC CALMING

TOOLBOX

Measure

(Criteria for assigning a numerical score to traffic problems

Points

Crash History

1-3 crashes in a 5 year period = 5 points

4-10 crashes in a 5 year period = 10 points

More than 10 crashes in a 5 year period = 15 paoints
any crash involving a pedestrian/cyclist = +5 points

0-20 pis.

Score:

Vehicle Speed

&5th percentile speed is not over the speed limit = 0 points
85th percentile speed is 2 mph over the speed limit = 3 points
&5th percentile speed is 4 mph over the speed limit = 6 points
85th percentile speed is 6 mph over the speed limit = 9 points
&5th percentile speed is & mph over the speed limit = 12 points
85th percentile speed is 10 mph over the speed limit = 15 points
Qutlier Speed 20+ mph above posted speed limit = +5 points

0-20 pis.

Score:

Vehicle Vaolume

ADT <750 =0 paoints
ADT=751-1,350=5 points
ADT=1,351- 1,950 = 10 points
ADT=1,951 - 2,550 = 15 points
ADT > 2,550 = 20 points

0-20 pts.

Score:

Pedestrian Traffic
Generators

Any schoal, park, library, church, CTA station more than 2 blocks (1,320 ft.)
away = 0 points

Any schoal, park, library, church, CTA station 1-2 blocks (1,320 ft.) away =5
points

Any school, park, library, church, CTA station 1 block (660 ft.) or less away =
10 points

Three or more overlapping 1-block areas = +10 points

Three or more overlapping 2-block areas = +5 points

0-20 pis.

Score:

Bike Routes [ Non-Bike
Routes

Not identified as a proposed bike route =0 points
|dentified as a Marked Shared Lane = 5 points
|dentified as a Dedicated Bike Lane = 10 points
*Per Village Bicycle Plan published in 2019

0-10 pis.

Score:

Community Interest

Mo Petition = 0 points

Lacal Petition [0-75% residents on block) = 5 points
Local Petition (75%+ of residents on block) = 10 points
Village Petition (0-10% of Village population) = 5 points
Village Petition (10%+ of Village population) = 10 points

0-10 pts.

Score:

Intersection 1:
Segment:
Intersection 2:

Total:




Improvement Matrix

Primary Issue Addressed
Available Traffic Calming Measures S Volume Pedestrian Usage Motes
pe Safety

Level 1 - No Traffic Flow Changes (25-39 points)

Speed Radar Trailer
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CRASH ANALYSIS

ID Name uZIsHU4
LOCATION INFO: Tatoner Ave At BV Main ID: UZTSHUI41
ub 1D: AL
PG, FC & ADT HNS study Perlod Begin Year: 2075 to 2021
County: Cook Courty ‘Analysis Period & years
Rear End angle Sideawipe Opposlts | Sidsewipe Same Tuming Left Turning Right Fixed Object Overtumsd Head On Pedeatrian Other Object Animal ¥ Ofher N iz TOTAL
YEAR |craen| injury | inury |craen| iy Ijury Injury injury | inpury [crasn| imury | inury injury | inpury injury | inpury |crasn | impury | inpury {crasn] npury | iy inpury | iy [ crasn| inury | iy iy | inry [crasn| iy | inury | crasn | inpury
Count| Type | count |Court| Type | Count [Court| Type | Count [Count| Type | Count [Count| Type | Count |Count| Type | Count |Count| Type | count |G Type | count |Count| Type | Count Count| Type | coumt |Count| Type | count |Coumt| Type | Count [Coumt| Type | Count [Count| Type | Count | Count | Count
| | | | | | | | 1-4
2018 1 | 3 1 | | 1 | 5 | 1 LI
.
2017 R 1 1 ] -
-c i1-a -o
. .
2018 ®li-eia-m ! B oam
1-¢ | 4-0 1-C
2013 | | 3| | | | | | | | | | | 3
2020 Tiisitm 1 E
2021 | | ] ] 1 | | | i ] t 1 2
| | | : | | | | | | D .
i | 1-a {1-4 i ! 1-a
TOTAL ST ) (L Bt e 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 ] 2 s ial|® = | 0
1-c i1-a 1-c f4-al i1cii-o 6-
% 107% s0.T% 0.0% 143% 0.0% 0o% 8% 00w 35% 0.0% 0% 0.0 7.1% 0.0%
INJURY TYPE CRASH CONDITIONS ToTAL
YEAR K [y B C P00 Wat Wal % Snowics | Snowice % Hight %
2018 1 1 5 2 20 0 o5 2 E= 7
2017 1 1 7 2 2% 1 1% 1 1% 9
2018 1 1 4 2 1% ] 0% 2 1[% 6
2013 3 1 = 1 3 1 1% 3
2020 1 ] ] 0% ] 0% 1 100% 1
2021 1 1 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 2
TOTAL o 1 4 3 20 7 25.0% 2 1% 7 250% 2




Turning Left

CRASH ANALYSIS

Turning Laft

Turning Left

Tisming Right




TWO-BLOCK SPAN
ANALYSIS




WASHINGTON BLVD CORRIDOR

STUDY
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WASHINGTON BLVD CORRIDOR STUDY
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THATCHER AVE SPEED STUDY




CONCLUSION
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