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Introduction

The project undertaking described within this document is for the proposed improvements and extension of Plum
Creek Greenway Trail located east of Illinois Route 394 (Calumet Expressway) within the Plum Valley Forest
Preserve, a residential neighborhood southwest of Plum Valley Forest Preserve, and Goodenow Grove Nature
Preserve located south of Crete within unincorporated Will County, lllinois. Drainage improvements are proposed
to the southern portion of the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail at Plum Valley Forest Preserve. In addition, the
Forest Preserve District of Will County (FPDWC) is proposing to extend the trail on new alighment beginning at
the southern terminus of the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail and extending south through Plum Valley Forest
Preserve where it will cross Plum Creek. From Plum Creek the trail will extend southwest through an agricultural
field and a residential neighborhood, at which point the trail will connect to an existing multi-use trail within
Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve. The project is proposed by the FPDWC.

Coordination with the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) was completed for the proposed project in
order to obtain the appropriate biological clearances as well as appropriate documentation regarding the lllinois
Natural Areas Preservation Act (525 ILCS 30). As part of coordination, an Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool
(EcoCAT) was submitted for the project on February 22, 2023 (EcoCAT Review Number 2310589). The lllinois
Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) response to the EcoCAT review request dated March 22, 2023, states
that, due to the location and scope of the proposed project, the IDNR recommends the applicant seek an
incidental Take Authorization (ITA) for Kirtland’s snake (Clonophis kirtlandii), see Appendix A. In addition, based
on email correspondence with IDOT, due to the known presence of the smooth greensnake (Opheodrys vernalis)
within Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve, which is a candidate species for listing under the state ESA in lllinois,
this conservation plan includes this species.

Due to the density of snakes in the area, the IDNR recommends that information about the presence of snakes be
implemented at the trailhead’s kiosk. The IDNR states that the information should not mention the presence of
Kirtland’s snakes (or other listed species), but should caution visitors about the possibility of snakes on the trail.
The Forest Preserve will design and install a minimum of 4 trailhead kiosks as part of the plan. Mitigation will also
include the allocation of a minimum of $200,000 by the Forest Preserve District of Will County for the restoration
and enhancement of 94 acres of habitat in the immediate vicinity of the location where the Kirtland's Snakes were
found under the FPDWC Plum Valley Preserve Snake Habitat Management Plan. The plan is currently an initial
four-year timeline that involves invasive species treatments, prescribed burning, and native seed installation.
Highest priority will be given to habitat management activities in the wet swale, which is known habitat for
Kirtland’s snakes. Secondary priority will be given to habitat management in the rest of the old field, particularly
areas with wet or wet-mesic soils. Buffering upland areas will be included in the prescribed burn unit and will
receive invasive species treatments and habitat restoration as resources allow. In addition, conservation efforts
will include changing the trail surface from asphalt to limestone screenings north of Plum Creek, modifying the
existing alignment to include an elevated boardwalk, and utilizing top down construction, across two areas of
potential habitat to decrease the footprint of disturbance and further avoid potential impacts.

It is estimated that there will be a take of three (3) individual Kirtland’s snakes due the presence of this species at
Plum Valley Forest Preserve based on the INHS surveys completed for the proposed project in 2022. Because the
smooth greensnake was not captured during surveys completed by the INHS for the proposed project, the taking
of this species and any other listed species as a result of the proposed project is not anticipated. Given the above
conservation recommendations are adopted, the long-term viability of Kirtland’s and other native snake
populations present within the project vicinity are unlikely to be in jeopardy. The IDNR has determined impacts
to other protected resources in the vicinity of the project location are also unlikely.




1. Description of Project Impact Assessment for lllinois State Threatened and Endangered Species

According to the database review completed by the INHS for the proposed project, there are records for three
state-listed herptiles (eastern massasauga rattlesnake, Sistrurus catenatus; four-toed salamander, Hemidactylium
scutatum; and Kirtland’s snake) within a few miles of the project. In addition, according to the EcoCAT completed
for the proposed project, there are also records of the Blanding’s turtle (Emydoidea blandingii) within the project
vicinity. Based on coordination with IDOT, the smooth greensnake is also known to be present at Goodenow Grove
Nature Preserve.

The lllinois State endangered reptile species, the Kirtland’s snake is known to be present within Goodenow Grove
Nature Preserve and was captured by the INHS during surveys completed for the proposed project at Plum Creek
Forest Preserve near the proposed trail alignment. See Figure 1, Site Location Map and Figure 2, Project Location
Map.

Recent species surveys (within the last five years) were completed within the area of proposed construction, and
anticipated take numbers for the above listed species have been estimated. Anticipated take numbers for each
Illinois State listed species assessed for potential impacts as a result of the Plum Creek Greenway Trail
Improvement Project are presented in Table 1.

This Incidental Take Authorization (ITA) Habitat Conservation Plan has been developed for the Kirtland’s snake
and the smooth greensnake, in case this species becomes officially listed by the State of Illinois before the
completion of the project. The FPDWC is seeking approval to this plan to pursue the proposed trail project.
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Figure 2: Site Location Map (Page 1 of 4)
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Table 1*
Anticipated Take Numbers for the Proposed Project
Anticipated Take Number
(Individuals)

Kirtland’s snake Clonophis kirtlandii 3
Table 1 presents the estimated take numbers for the project.

Common Name Scientific Name

Field surveys were conducted for the Kirtland’s snake by the lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS) in April of 2021
as well as April, May and June of 2022, as documented in the following reports (see Appendix B); Survey for
Kirtland's Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, for the Plum Creek Greenway Trail in Will County, Illinois (INHS, October
2022) and Survey for Kirtland's Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, for the Plum Creek Greenway Trail in Will County,
Illinois (INHS, August 2021). The INHS captured six different species of grassland snakes during the field surveys,
including three (3) Kirtland’s snakes within Plum Valley Forest Preserve and within the project vicinity. No other
listed species were encountered during the field surveys completed by the INHS for the proposed project.

There are historic records of the Kirtland’s snake along Plum Creek, both up and downstream of the proposed
project (INHS, 2022). Goodenow Grove Forest Preserve, which is located one mile west-southwest of the Plum
Valley Forest Preserve, has a known Kirtland’s snake population, including captures of this species in 2021 (INHS,
2022). There are also records of this species from 1994 occurring approximately four miles upstream (northeast),
near Steger Road in Bloom Township. According to the INHS, suitable habitat for the Kirtland’s Snake is apparent
adjacent to the trail throughout the project limits (INHS, 2022). In addition, three (3) Kirtland’s snakes were
captured within the location of the proposed trail alighment within Plum Valley Forest Preserve during field
surveys completed by the INHS in 2022. Therefore, an ITA is being requested for the Kirtland’s snake.

This conservation plan includes discussion of presence of the listed herptile species to examine the likelihood of
their occurrence within the project area during construction.

According to the INHS, the eastern massasauga rattlesnake is likely extirpated in northeastern lllinois, as this
species has not been observed in the project vicinity for over 20 years, although the INHS notes that their sampling
method also allowed for the detection of the eastern massasauga, and none were captured or observed during
field surveys. The INHS did not conduct field surveys for the listed four-toed salamander as there is no suitable
habitat for this species within or adjacent to the ESR limits.

This Conservation Plan includes details for all listed species that could be present in the project vicinity.
A) Description of the area to be affected:

Habitats present within and surrounding the proposed work consist of residential neighborhoods, actively
farmed agricultural land, a Commonwealth Edison (ComEd) utility easement, the existing Greenway
(limestone) Trail within Plum Valley Forest Preserve, existing roadways and roadway rights-of-way
(ROW)s, wet meadow wetlands, Plum Creek, mesic and upland forests, and old field habitat that has been
converted to prairies. It should be noted that the FPDWC and ComEd have an easement agreement that
has been approved and executed by both agencies.

The northern section of the current Greenway Trail begins at the Plum Valley Preserve Parking lot, located
immediately south of Burville Road, and extends south for approximately one (1) mile. Drainage
improvements are proposed to the southern portion of the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail at Plum
Valley Forest Preserve. In addition, the existing aggregate trail located at the northern end of the project
limits within Plum Valley Forest Preserve will remain as limestone screenings and no excavation will occur



within this section. Habitats present adjacent to the one-mile section of existing trail include degraded
prairies, wet meadow wetlands, and mesic and upland forests.

The new 1.5-mile Plum Creek Greenway Trail addition will be a paved trail with an aggregate base south
of the creek to deter equestrian use and a limestone screenings trail north of the creek with and elevated
boardwalk through areas identified as possible habitat. The new trail will consist of an approximate 0.8
mile section (approximately 9.7 acres) that extends through Plum Valley Forest Preserve, 0.2 miles
(approximately 2.4 acres) of which is active agricultural land, an additional 0.5 mile section (approximately
6.1 acres) that extends through a residential neighborhood, and a 0.01 mile section (approximately 0.12
acre) extends into Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve, as shown on Figure 2. The area of construction will
be approximately 100-feet in width. There will also be an approximate 0.2-acre area utilized for temporary
construction access located southeast of the Calumet Expressway, north of a ComEd easement, north of
Plum Creek, and west of the proposed trail as shown on Figure 2.

The new trail alignment will extend south/southwest from the southern terminus of the existing trail
through a degraded wet meadow and prairie, and then will enter a mesic forest, cross Plum Creek, and
extend south though a mesic forest and upland forest into a degraded meadow. At this point, the trail will
extend east through an actively farmed agricultural field (soy and corn) located adjacent to a ComEd utility
easement. The trail will then extend east and south within a residential neighborhood on existing
roadway. At its southern terminus, the trail will extend west along 265 Street and connect to an existing
trail within Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve. This 0.01-mile section of proposed trail within Goodenow
Grove consists of degraded mesic forests and degraded wet and upland meadows.

As stated above, the trail is proposed to cross over Plum Creek, a perennial waterway, and the alignment
will be approximately 100 feet in width. The FPDWC modified the existing alignment to include an
elevated boardwalk, utilizing top down construction, across two areas of potential habitat to decrease the
footprint of permanent land disturbance and further avoid potential impacts to listed species. The final
alignment for the new trail construction has been developed and is presented in Appendix C, Engineering
Plans.

In order to construct the new trail segments, access to the areas of identified habitat will be limited and
all construction access will come from 394 to the west and the residential neighborhood to the south. In
areas of suitable habitat, elevated boardwalks will be constructed using what is called a top down
construction technique. In all other areas, the top 12 inches of topsoil within the width of the construction
limits of the trail will first be excavated, then suitable fill will be brought in to bring the proposed elevation
up to the trail subgrade. As noted previously, the new trail will be asphalt located south of Plum Creek
and will be limestone screenings and boardwalks located north of Plum Creek as paved surfaces can cause
snake mortality. Additionally, the 3-foot wide shoulders adjacent to the trail will utilize a path rush (Juncus
spp.)-based seed mix to allow a less frequent mowing schedule that will be implemented as part of the
site’s ongoing maintenance. The mowing schedule will include blackout periods when snakes are most
likely to be at risk in the mowed shoulders. Dump trucks will utilize the trail corridor for earthwork and
paving. Concrete trucks will need to also utilize the trail corridor to pour concrete for the bridge
abutments. In addition, one or two cranes will be needed to bring in and place the new bridge over Plum
Creek. In-stream work is not proposed.

The project is currently scheduled for an April 2025 letting, and final plans were submitted to IDOT on
April 22, 2024. Although the project has an August Letting, because there is a tree clearing restriction for
the project, construction is not anticipated to begin until November 1, 2025. The FPDWC anticipates that



B)

the concrete work for the bridge abutments and the placement of the bridge over Plum Creek may take
place late winter or early spring (February and March of 2026).

Coordination with IDOT was completed in order to obtain biological clearances for the proposed project.
As part of coordination, an EcoCAT was submitted for the project on February 22, 2023 (EcoCAT Review
Number 2310589; see Appendix A). The IDNR response to the EcoCAT review request dated March 22,
2023, states that, due to the location and scope of the proposed project, the IDNR recommends the
applicant seek an ITA for Kirtland’s snake.

The IDNR is requesting that the FPDWC obtain an ITA prior to the commencement of construction
activities. Other state protected herptiles known to occur within the project vicinity are included in the

ITA.

Biological Data for Protected Herptiles Potentially Present in the Project Vicinity

1. Kirtland’s Snake (Clonophis kirtlandii), lllinois State Endangered Species.

Kirtland’s snake primarily inhabits the southern till plain in Illinois and extends north into the Chicago
Region. It is absent from the sandy soil habitats in these areas. Suitable habitat for this species historically
includes wet prairies, wet meadows, prairie fens, and associated wetlands, especially those that were
seasonally flooded and adjacent to upland areas (Ernst and Ernst 2003). Suitable habitats for this species
have been destroyed through agricultural practices and other development. Present day habitats for this
snake consists of open, low, grassy areas, often at the margins of streams, ponds, or ditches (Minton,
1972; Ernst and Barbour 1989; Bavetz 1994). Crayfish burrows are used as shelter for this species,
although Kirtland’s snakes have been collected in vacant lots in urban areas where crayfish burrows are
not present. When crayfish burrows are not present they hide under boards, trash, and other surface
debris (Ernst and Ernst 2003).

Kirtland’s snake is a small to medium-sized snake with numerous black or dark-brown blotches. The dorsal
(upperside) ground color is reddish brown to grayish brown with two rows of round dark spots extending
along the back, and a row of round dark spots running along each side. Taken together, these four rows
of alternating dark spots create a somewhat checkerboard pattern if viewed from above. The head is black
or brown with a cream to yellow chin and throat. A key identifying characteristic is the belly, which is pink
to red, with dark stippling along each side. The dorsal scales are keeled, and the anal plate is divided (the
anal plate is the last belly scale of a snake, which covers the anal opening). Like the other natricine snake
species, the Kirtland’s Snake has keeled scales and a divided anal plate. It is a small species that is
distinguished by other snakes in lllinois, by its red or orange venter with contrasting black spots on each
ventral scale.

The lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS) database contains 287 records of Kirtland’s snake occurrences
in lllinois, dating back to 1886. Recent reports (2000 onwards), of Kirtland’s snake within Will County are
all from Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve or areas immediately adjacent to this preserve. Three (3)
Kirtland’s snake individuals were found at the current terminus of the existing limestone Greenway Trail,
within the direct path of the proposed trail alignment during field surveys completed by the INHS in 2022.
The location of the captured Kirtland’s snake is shown as Site A within the (see Appendix B); Survey for
Kirtland's Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, for the Plum Creek Greenway Trail in Will County, lllinois (INHS,
October 2022).

In addition, according to the INHS, the existing Greenway Trail traverses potential Kirtland’s snake habitat
and one redbellied snake (Storeria occipitomaculata), a non-listed common snake species, was found
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deceased on the trail during a site visit conducted on June 3, 2022 (INHS, 2022). Areas of concern for the
Kirtland’s snake within the project vicinity include low lying areas with culverts that pass under the existing
trail. These areas have crayfish burrows and riprap, which may be used as refugia for Kirtland’s snakes
(INHS, 2022). The INHS states that if the proposed construction can be limited to the trail surface, it should
reduce the chance of take. However, drainage improvements are proposed to the existing trail. In
addition, the section of the trail within Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve has reserved rights and was
planned to be connected to Plum Creek Greenway Trail. The INHS states that suitable habitat for the
Kirtland’s snake is present throughout the project limits.

Other populations of Kirtland’s snake are also known to occur within northeastern lllinois counties of Cook
and DuPage. However, the Cook and DuPage County populations are over 25 miles away from the
proposed project. A review of INHS historic records of Kirtland’s snake in Will County was completed in
preparation of this plan. According to the INHS database accessed in January of 2024, there are 35 records
of this species in Will County since the year 2000.

It is estimated that there will be a take of three (3) individual Kirtland’s snakes due the presence of this
species at Plum Valley Forest Preserve based on the INHS surveys completed for the proposed project in
2022. Given the conservation recommendations outlined within this plan are adopted, the long-term
viability of Kirtland’s snake populations present within the project vicinity are unlikely to be in jeopardy.

2. Smooth Greensnake (Opheodrys vernalis), lllinois State Candidate Species.

The smooth greensnake is a grassland snake that occurs in the northern half of Illinois and is identified as
a Species in Greatest Need of Conservation in the Illinois Wildlife Action Plan. This species is likely to be
officially listed at a future date by the Illinois Endangered Species Board. The decline of this species is due
to habitat loss from anthropogenic uses (INHS, 2024).

A review of INHS historic records of the smooth greensnake was completed in preparation of this plan.
The INHS database contains 108 records for the smooth greensnake in Illinois. There are 18 records of the
smooth greensnake in Will County, lllinois, all of which are from 2002 or older, but of these, 13 are from
Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve or other locations close to the project vicinity.

It is estimated that there will not be a take for the candidate species, the smooth greensnake as a result
of the proposed project.

3. Eastern Massasauga Snake (Sisturus catenatus), Federal and lllinois State Threatened Species.

According to the INHS, the eastern massasauga rattlesnake is likely extirpated as none have been
observed in Will County for over 20 years (INHS, October 2022).

It is estimated that there will not be a take for the listed eastern massasauga rattlesnake as a result of the
proposed project.

4. Blanding’s Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii), lllinois State Endangered Species.

The INHS database contains 316 records for the Blanding’s turtle in 32 counties within lllinois, as of
January 2024. Of these, 54 occurrences are from Will County, none are from Goodenow Grove Nature
Preserve or Plum Creek Forest Preserve.

It is estimated that there will not be a take for the Blanding’s turtle as a result of the proposed project.
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5. Four-Toed Salamander (Hemidactylium scutatum), lllinois State Threatened Species.

The INHS database contains 62 records for the four-toed salamander in Illinois. There are six records of
this species in Will County, lllinois, four of which are from after the year 2000 located a few miles north
of the project. According to the INHS, suitable habitat for the four-toed salamander is not present within
or near the project limits (INHS, October 2022).

It is estimated that there will not be a take for the listed four-toed salamander as a result of the proposed
project.

C) Description of the activities that could result in the taking of a threatened or endangered species:

Direct impact by the placement of the new trail and by drainage improvements to the existing Greenway Trail
are not likely to impact listed species. However, based on prior coordination for the proposed project as well
as surveys completed by the INHS where three (3) Kirtland’s snake were captured, it is estimated that there
will be a take of three (3) individual Kirtland’s snakes. Because the smooth greensnake was not captured
during surveys completed by the INHS for the proposed project, the taking of this species and any other listed
species as a result of the proposed project is not anticipated. It is anticipated that herptiles will likely avoid
construction areas as snakes, turtles, and salamanders generally abandon areas of construction. Indirect
impacts to herptiles may include habitat disturbance and/or alteration as well as potential temporary
disruptions of predator/prey interactions. Artificial lighting will not be utilized during construction or during
the future operation of the trail infrastructure to minimize predator/prey disruptions.

Drainage improvements are proposed to the southern portion of the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail at
Plum Valley Forest Preserve. The existing aggregate trail located at the northern end of the project limits
within Plum Valley Forest Preserve will remain a limestone trail and no excavation will occur within this
section. In order to construct the new trail segments, the top 12 inches of topsoil within the width of the
construction limits of the trail will first be excavated, then suitable fill will be brought in to bring the proposed
elevation up to the trail subgrade. The new trail will be asphalt located south of Plum Creek and will be
limestone located north of Plum Creek. Dump trucks will utilize the trail corridor for earthwork and
paving. Concrete trucks will need to also utilize the trail corridor to pour concrete for the bridge abutments.
In addition, one or two cranes will be needed to bring in and place the new bridge over Plum Creek. In-stream
work is not proposed. The construction will begin on November 1, 2025, and will end in September of 2026.

D) Explanation of the anticipated adverse effects on the listed species:

Protected species will likely be visible during construction activities and avoidance of snakes, salamanders,
and turtles will occur during construction. It is anticipated that a taking of three (3) individual Kirtland’s snakes
may occur as a result of construction activities; however, if Kirtland’s snakes or other listed species are
encountered during construction, all activities will cease immediately and the appropriate staff at the IDNR
and IDOT will be contacted immediately.

Silt fencing will be placed for the project, and will be trenched into the earth as typically installed, which will
also serve as an exclusion fencing to assist with keeping animals outside of the construction area during all
phases of construction. Contractors will inspect the construction area within the silt fence limits each morning
before construction occurs to ensure animals are not injured as a result of construction activities. It is
anticipated that herptiles will likely avoid construction areas as snakes, turtles, and salamanders generally
abandon areas of construction. Indirect impacts to herptiles may include habitat disturbance and/or alteration
as well as potential temporary disruptions of predator/prey interactions. Artificial lighting will not be utilized
during construction or during the future operation of the trail infrastructure to minimize predator/prey
disruptions.
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To reiterate, if listed species are encountered during construction, all activities will cease immediately and the
appropriate staff at the IDNR and IDOT will be contacted immediately. Construction will not continue until the
appropriate steps are taken as outlined by the appropriate authority. Adverse effects to the listed species are
anticipated by the function and use of the proposed trail, as trails already exist within the vicinity of the
proposed project and the general usage of land within the project vicinity will not change as a result of the
project; however, one red-bellied snake (Storeria occipitomaculata) was encountered on the trail by the INHS
during their surveys.

Appropriate best management practices (BMP)s will be utilized during construction to ensure that impacts do
not occur to offsite habitats. Noise and vibration from construction activities (construction of trail and bridge)
is not anticipated to have an effect on the life history stages of listed herptile species. Noise related impacts
would only occur during construction activities.

Measures to minimize and mitigate impacts and funding available to undertake these measures.

A) Plans to minimize affected area, and estimated number of protected species that will be taken and
amount of habitat affected.

Minimization of the area affected through the use of silt fencing, which will be trenched in at least six (6)
inches to prevent burrowing, has been considered and the proposed temporary construction area is the
smallest needed for safe construction practices.

Additionally, in order to avoid impacts from usage of the new trail and due to the density of snakes in the
area, the IDNR recommends that information about the presence of snakes be implemented at the trailhead’s
kiosk. The IDNR states that the information should not mention the presence of Kirtland’s snakes (and other
listed species), but should caution visitors about the possibility of snakes on the trail. Signs will be provided
by the FPDWC at multiple locations along the trail.

Silt fencing will be placed for the project, which will also serve as an exclusion fencing to assist with keeping
animals outside of the construction area during all phases of construction. Contractors will inspect the
construction area within the silt fence limits each morning before construction occurs to ensure animals are
not injured as a result of construction activities. If listed species are encountered during construction, all
activities will cease immediately and the appropriate staff at the IDNR and IDOT will be contacted
immediately. Construction will not continue until the appropriate steps are taken as outlined by the
appropriate authority.

During construction, land areas will be protected with the appropriate erosion and sediment control
measures. Erosion and sediment control policy and specifications (Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPP) contained in the bid specifications) will be followed and will be in compliance with U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) Section 404 and lllinois EPA water quality certification standards, as well as the
requirements within the NPDES construction permit.

Mitigation would include the FPDWC committing to a budget of $200,000 towards the continued
enhancement and restoration of 94 acres of habitat in the immediate vicinity of the location where the
Kirtland's Snakes were found under the FPDWC Plum Valley Preserve Snake Habitat Management Plan. In
addition, conservation efforts would include changing the trail surface from asphalt to limestone screenings
north of Plum Creek, modifying the existing alignment to include an elevated boardwalk, and utilizing top
down construction, across two areas of potential habitat to decrease the footprint of disturbance and further
avoid potential impacts.

Final mitigation measures and associated costs will be coordinated with the IDNR as part of the final ITA.
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B) Plans for management of the affected area that will enable continued use by the listed species:

1.

FPDWC will be responsible for management of the areas immediately adjacent to the newly
constructed trail that are located on FPDWC properties and will continue to be native ecosystems that
support native herptiles. The turf directly adjacent to the trail will be mowed at a continuous width of
3 feet from the edge of pavement without herbicide applications. Outside of the 3-foot turf shoulder,
typical management activities including prescribed fire and localized/specific/spot herbicide
applications for targeted invasive species will continue to occur. Hydrology of the existing project area
will not be altered as a result of the trail construction. There are no berms proposed. The proposed
trail profile closely matches the existing groundline in order to minimize earthwork. The subgrade will
be graded including the shaping of the upslope ditches followed by the installation of the aggregate
base followed by the hot-mix asphalt (HMA) paving and limestone screenings where appropriate.

Siltation during all phases of construction will be minimized through use of erosion control devices
such as silt fences to prevent runoff from entering adjacent upland habitats, as well as wetlands and
waterways. A designated crew will inspect and maintain silt fences/erosion structures.

It is anticipated that any listed species would not be trapped within the silt fenced construction area.
However, if any listed are present, all activities will cease immediately and the appropriate staff at the
IDNR and IDOT will be contacted immediately. Construction will not continue until the appropriate
steps are taken as outlined by the appropriate authority.

After construction is completed, silt fencing will be removed and all areas that are not part of the new
multi-use trail will be restored to approximate original condition and flow patterns, allowing for re-
colonization of biota.

C) Description of all measures to be implemented to minimize or mitigate the effects of the proposed
action on listed species:

1.

Implementation and maintenance of the soil, erosion, and sedimentation control plan will prevent
runoff from entering adjacent habitats; including uplands, wetlands, and Plum Creek.

Non-intrusion fencing shall be used to keep animals from entering the construction zone. In addition,
no area outside of the designated construction limits shall be used for equipment storage, soil
stockpiles, parking, laydown yards, etc.

Inspections for native and listed fauna species within the construction limits each day prior to
commencing construction to ensure listed species are not present within or immediately adjacent to
construction activities. If listed species are encountered, construction will be halted, and the IDNR and
IDOT will be contacted immediately to determine the next appropriate steps. The FPDWC plans to
contract the inspection work out to the Phase | Engineer or others, as needed.

In order to reduce impacts from usage of the new trail and due to the density of snakes in the project
area, the IDNR recommends that information about the presence of snakes be implemented at the
trailhead’s kiosk. The IDNR states that the information should not mention the presence of Kirtland’s
snakes, but should caution visitors about the possibility of snakes on the trail.

Mitigation will include the FPDWC committing to a budget of $200,000 towards the continued
enhancement and restoration of 94 acres of habitat in the immediate vicinity of the location where
the Kirtland's Snakes were found under the FPDWC Plum Valley Preserve Snake Habitat Management
Plan.

14



Conservation efforts will also include changing the trail surface from asphalt to limestone screenings
north of Plum Creek, modifying the existing alignment to include an elevated boardwalk, and utilizing
top down construction, across two areas of potential habitat to decrease the footprint of disturbance
and further avoid potential impacts.

D) Plans for monitoring the effects of measures implemented to minimize or mitigate the effects of the
proposed action on endangered or threatened species.

1.

Inspections for native and listed wildlife species within the construction limits will be completed each
day prior to commencing construction to ensure listed species are not present within or immediately
adjacent to construction activities. If listed species are encountered, construction will be halted, and
the IDNR and IDOT will be contacted immediately to determine the next appropriate steps.
Monitoring efforts will prevent Kirland’s snakes and smooth green snakes from entering the
construction site.

Post-construction surveys for the Kirtland’s snake and the smooth green snake will be completed by
the INHS and qualified FPDWC staff upon completion of the project. Two surveys will be completed,
one will take place one to two years after construction and the second survey will take place five years
after construction. The methodologies used for the post-construction surveys will be similar to those
used by the INHS for the pre-construction surveys and will include documentation of suitable habitats
for the two snake species as well as placement of cover objects during the appropriate time of year
to collect data on the presence of the two species in the project vicinity. Detailed survey
methodologies utilized for this effort can be vetted through the IDNR prior to field work, if
appropriate.

In order to reduce impacts from usage of the new trail and due to the density of snakes in the project
area, the IDNR recommends that information about the presence of snakes be implemented at the
trailhead’s kiosk. The IDNR states that the information should not mention the presence of Kirtland’s
snakes, but should caution visitors about the possibility of snakes on the trail.

E) Adaptive management practices that will be used to deal with changed or unforeseen circumstances
affecting the effectiveness of measures instituted:

1.

Sediment/erosion control measures may be modified and supplemented to ensure maximum
protection of offsite habitats as different phases of construction shift erosion points and channels.
Erosion control measures/sediment structures will be evaluated and modified weekly or more often
if weather events or shifts in construction area dictate modifications. Perimeter controls will protect
trees and buffer areas located in the vicinity of the construction activities.

Permits from the USACE, IEPA, and IDNR-OWR are not required for the proposed project. A letter was
received from the Chicago District USACE on April 6, 2023, that a no permit required determination
was made for the proposed project. Work will not take place within any flowing water or floodwaters.
A short, 50-foot long section of trail immediately west of the bridge is between the 10 and 100 year
floodplain but no equipment storage is allowed in that area. A stormwater pollution prevention plan
(SWPPP) has been developed for the proposed project. Perimeter erosion barrier and high visibility
wetland fencing will be utilized and placed at the edge of the construction limits to prevent incursions
beyond the work zone. The bridge over Plum Creek will span the entire valley with the bridge
abutments being located at the top of each bank. Upstream and adjacent to Plum Creek, the Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan includes perimeter erosion barrier, temporary ditch checks, erosion
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control blanket, and temporary seeding to protect the receiving waters. The staging areas on both
sides of the creek are not located within a floodplain. If listed species are encountered, construction
will be halted, and the IDNR and IDOT will be contacted immediately to determine the next
appropriate steps.

F) Verification of adequate funding to support and implement all activities described in the conservation
plan:

The monitoring costs during construction, the snake signage, and any mitigation costs related to obtaining
the requested ITA will be borne by the FPDWC.

The project is funded by local, state, and federal funding for construction through Transportation
Alternatives Program (TAP) money. The construction costs include adequate funding to support and
implement all activities and commitments described in the conservation plan. It will be the responsibility
of the selected contractor to comply with the environmental commitments of the plan —an allowance is
included in the contract cost specifically for environmental project aspects and tasks. Also, as part of the
FPDWC construction inspection and project oversite, the FPDWC construction management consultant
will provide intermittent environmental inspections, reviews, and reporting.

Description of alternative actions the applicant considered that would not result in take and the
reasons that each of those alternatives was not selected. A “no-action” alternative shall be
included in this description of alternatives.

Various alternatives were analyzed to avoid or minimize impacts to wetlands. To avoid impacts the “No
Action” alternative was considered. This alternative does not meet the project purpose and need and was
disregarded. Because of the need to connect the existing Plum Creek Trail to the existing trail within
Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve, no alternative avoids Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve, and the use of
this preserve is unavoidable.

Various trail alignments were considered for the proposed project, all alternatives utilized the same termini
in order to connect to an existing trail located within Plum Valley Forest Preserve at the northern end of the
project, and to connect to an existing trail located within Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve, at the southern
end of the project. A field meeting with the FPDWC, Terra Engineering, and Huff and Huff, Inc. (H&H) was held
on June 23, 2020, to review the project area and to discuss proposed alignments. Areas reviewed during the
field meeting include the area located south of the existing trail within Plum Valley Forest Preserve, the
forested area east of the ComEd utility easement, Plum Creek, the area located south of Plum Creek, including
the actively farmed agricultural field, and Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve at 265™" Street. During the field
review, the preferred alignment was selected to avoid high quality flora assemblages, wetlands, the forested
area to the east of the alignment, as well as to minimize impacts to Plum Creek. The width of the creek and
associated wetlands was a deciding factor for the determination of the bridged component of the trail. In
addition, the avoidance of high-quality trees was a consideration for the alignment. The design reduces
impacts to listed species and their habitats by reducing the construction limits. Avoidance and minimization
measures include using the minimum trail width required to meet safety requirements.

Measures to avoid and/or minimize impacts to aquatic resources downstream of Plum Creek include the
installation of ditch checks, silt fencing, and working during dry or no-flow conditions. Workspace associated with

the proposed project was minimized to the extent practical.

BMPs will be incorporated into the final design to further minimize impacts. BMPs include permanent erosion
and sedimentation control measures including post construction native seeding.
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4. Data and information to indicate that the proposed taking will not reduce the likelihood of the
survival of the endangered or threatened species in the wild within the State of lllinois, the biotic
community of which the species is a part or the habitat essential to the species existence in lllinois.

It is anticipated that the proposed project, will not significantly reduce the population of protected snakes,
turtles, or salamanders that occur near the project area. The objective of this Conservation Plan is to monitor
the project during the life of the construction to ensure that listed species do not enter the construction zone
and if listed species occur within the construction zone at any time, to halt construction and notify the IDNR
and IDOT to determine the appropriate next steps before continuing construction.

In addition, in order to reduce impacts from usage of the new trail and due to the density of snakes in the
project area, the FPDWC will post information about the presence of snakes at the trailhead’s kiosk. The IDNR
states that the information should not mention the presence of Kirtland’s snakes, but should caution visitors
about the possibility of snakes on the trail. Given the conservation recommendations outlined within this plan
are adopted, the long-term viability of Kirtland’s and other native snake populations present within the project
vicinity are unlikely to be in jeopardy.

The information presented for each species presented in Section B, Biological Data for Various Protected
Herptiles, illustrates that the species identified in this Conservation Plan are present in other ecosystems
throughout the state. As a result, this project will not reduce the likelihood of survival of the species listed
within the State of lllinois.

5. Implementing Agreement
A) The names and signatures of all participants in the execution of the conservation plan
Names and Signatures are provided at the end of this document.

The obligations and responsibilities of each of the identified participants with schedules and deadlines for
completion of activities included in the conservation plan and a schedule for preparation of progress reports
to be provided to the Department.

Applicant.  Forest Preserve District of Will County
17540 West Laraway Road
Joliet, lllinois 60433

Conservation Plan Developers.
Huff & Huff Inc. (Lailah Reich / Jim Novak)

Conservation Plan Implementers.
Forest Preserve District of Will County (Matt Novander / Chief Landscape Architect)

Conservation Plan Monitors. Sedimentation/Erosion control monitors are yet to be determined
by the FPDWC. Monitor will include INHS and qualified staff yet to be designated by the FPDWC.

Conservation Plan Funder/Enabler, include designees and sub-contractors. The FPDWC is the
funder/enabler of the Conservation Plan. Mr. Matt Novander will be the representative for the
FPDWC during this process.
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B) Certification

The FPDWC certifies that their agency has the authority to complete the project and to address the issues
proposed in the Incidental Take Application/Conservation Plan in the event state listed threatened or
endangered species are encountered. The FPDWC is in charge of construction through its designated
subcontractors. The FPDWC will assure that all applicable state laws will be adhered to during the completion
of the project.

Anticipated Project Milestones Schedule

Project Milestone Anticipated Completion
Project Letting April 2025

Construction Begins November 1, 2025

Bridge Construction February and March 2026
Construction Ends September 2026

Project Completion February 2027

C) Assurance of compliance with all other federal, state, and local regulations pertinent to the proposed
action and to execution of the conservation plan

The FPDWC is compliant with all other federal, state, and local regulations pertinent to the proposed action
and execution of the Conservation Plan.

D) Copies of any final federal authorizations for a taking already issued to the applicant.
No federal authorization needed for the proposed project.

Signatories

Name: %Q\J?V\Q’(J{Mﬁ % Date: ;@ {/ [7 [ M

Ralph Schultz
Execuitve Director
Forest Preserve District of Will County
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C"ﬂ"““ - United States Department of the Interior

> : FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BcH 3,1 Chicago Ecological Service Field Office
U.s. Fish And Wildlife Service Chicago Ecological Services Office
230 South Dearborn St., Suite 2938
Chicago, IL. 60604-1507
Phone: (312) 485-9337

In Reply Refer To: February 21, 2023
Project Code: 2023-0047798
Project Name: IDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.

Additionally, please note that on March 23, 2022, the Service published a proposal to reclassify

the northern long-eared bat (NLEB) as endangered under the Endangered Species Act. The U.S.
District Court for the District of Columbia has ordered the Service to complete a new final listing
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determination for the NLEB by November 2022 (Case 1:15-cv-00477, March 1, 2021). The bat,
currently listed as threatened, faces extinction due to the range-wide impacts of white-nose
syndrome (WNS), a deadly fungal disease affecting cave-dwelling bats across the continent. The
proposed reclassification, if finalized, would remove the current 4(d) rule for the NLEB, as these
rules may be applied only to threatened species. Depending on the type of effects a project has on
NLEB, the change in the species’ status may trigger the need to re-initiate consultation for any
actions that are not completed and for which the Federal action agency retains discretion once the
new listing determination becomes effective (anticipated to occur by December 30, 2022). If
your project may result in incidental take of NLEB after the new listing goes into effect this will
first need to addressed in an updated consultation that includes an Incidental Take Statement. If
your project may require re-initiation of consultation, please contact our office for additional
guidance.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) to
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional,
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). For more
information regarding these Acts see https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations.php.

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan
(when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimize the exposure of birds and
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and
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recommended conservation measures see https://www.fws.gov/birds/bird-enthusiasts/threats-to-
birds.php.

In addition to MBTA and BGEPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of
Executive Order 13186, please visit https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/
executive-orders/e0-13186.php.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit
to our office.

Attachment(s):

= Official Species List
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OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Chicago Ecological Service Field Office

U.s. Fish And Wildlife Service Chicago Ecological Services Office
230 South Dearborn St., Suite 2938

Chicago, IL 60604-1507

(312) 485-9337
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Project Code: 2023-0047798

Project Name: IDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension
Project Type: Recreation - New Construction

Project Description: The proposed project involves the construction of pedestrian / bike trail
from existing trail west of Greenwood Ave; along 265th St, Woodlawn
Avenue & 263rd Street., then northeasterly thru Plum Valley Forest
Preserve, to connect with an exiting trail, south of Burville Road within
the Forest Preserve. The addendum covers the existing Plum Creek
Greenway Trail, which will be paved as part of the full Plum Creek
Greenway Trail extension project.

The project will require 0.06-acre of right-of-way (ROW) acquisition or
easements. There will be instream work within a tributary to Plum Creek.
There will be two acres of trees to be removed. The land cover in the
vicinity of the project is Forest Preserve throughout the corridor.
Construction is unknown.
Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@41.4221812,-87.57847681326862,14z

Counties: Will County, Illinois
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ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES

There is a total of 7 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species. Note that 1 of these species should be
considered only under certain conditions.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries!, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of

Commerce.
MAMMALS
NAME STATUS
Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

REPTILES
NAME STATUS
Eastern Massasauga (=rattlesnake) Sistrurus catenatus Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2202

INSECTS
NAME STATUS
Hine's Emerald Dragonfly Somatochlora hineana Endangered

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7877

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
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FLOWERING PLANTS
NAME STATUS

Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid Platanthera leucophaea Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:
= Follow the guidance provided at https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/
s7process/plants/epfos7guide.html

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/601

Lakeside Daisy Hymenoxys herbacea Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3615

Leafy Prairie-clover Dalea foliosa Endangered
Population:
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5498

CRITICAL HABITATS
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Illinois Department of Transportation
Name: Joe Bartletti

Address: 2300 S. Dirksen Parkway

City: Springfield

State: IL

Zip: 62764

Email  joe.bartletti@illinois.gov

Phone: 2174157157

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: Federal Highway Administration
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ILLINOIS

DEFARTMENT DF

Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool NATURAL

Applicant:  lllinois Department of Transportation IDNR Project Number; 2310589
Contact: Joe Bartletti Date: 02/22/2023
Address: Bureau of Design and Environment

2300 South Dirksen Parkway
Springfield, IL 62764

Project: IDOT - 23621 /23621 A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension
Address: Burville Road, Crete

Description: The proposed project involves the construction of pedestrian / bike trail from existing trail
west of Greenwood Ave; along 265th St, Woodlawn Avenue & 263rd Street., then northeasterly thru
Plum Valley Forest Preserve, to connect with an existing trail, south of Burville Road within the Forest
Preserve. The addendum covers the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail, which will be paved as part
of the full Plum Creek Greenway Trail extension project.

The project will require 0.06-acre of right-of-way (ROW) acquisition or easements. There will be
instream work within a tributary to Plum Creek. There will be two acres of trees to be removed. The
land cover in the vicinity of the project is Forest Preserve throughout the corridor.

Natural Resource Review Results
Consultation for Endangered Species Protection and Natural Areas Preservation (Part 1075)

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the vicinity of the
project location:

Goodenow Grove INAI Site

Moeller Woods INAI Site

Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve

Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)

Eastern Massasauga (Sistrurus catenatus catenatus)
Kirtland's Snake (Clonophis kirtlandi)

An IDNR staff member will evaluate this information and contact you to request additional information
or to terminate consultation if adverse effects are unlikely.

Location

The applicant is responsible for the
accuracy of the location submitted
for the project.

County: Will

Township, Range, Section:

34N, 14E, 13
34N, 14E, 14
34N, 14E, 23
34N, 14E, 26

Page 1 of 2
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IDNR Project Number: 2310589

IL Department of Natural Resources Government Jurisdiction
Contact IL Department of Transportation
Bradley Hayes Joe Bartletti

217-785-5500 2300 South Dirksen Pkwy
Division of Ecosystems & Environment Sprindfield, lllinois 62764
Disclaimer

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, absence, or
condition of natural resources in Illinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at the time
of this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it be a
substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional
protected resources are encountered during the project’s implementation, compliance with applicable statutes
and regulations is required.

Terms of Use

By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms may be
revised by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the EcCOCAT application after we post changes to these
terms, it will mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not
continue to use the website.

1. The IDNR EcoCAT website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the public
could request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the Illinois Endangered Species
Protection Act, Illinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and lllinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. ECOCAT uses
databases, Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if
proposed actions are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of
Use for this application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose.

2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly prohibited and
may be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information
Infrastructure Protection Act.

3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, or to
terminate or restrict access.

Security

EcoCAT operates on a state of lllinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to identify
unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to damage this
site. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited by law.

Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or software, may

subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant information
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials.

Privacy

EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. Otherwise, IDNR
uses the information submitted to ECoCAT solely for internal tracking purposes.

Page 2 of 2
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JB Pritzker, Governor » Natalie Phelps Finnie, Director
Illinois One Matural Resources Way » Springfield, lllinois 62702-1271

Department of www.dnr.illinois.gov
Natural
Resources

March 22, 2023

Mr. Joe Bartletti
2300 South Dirksen Parkway
Springfield, IL 62764

RE: IDOT - 23621 /23621 A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension
Consultation Program
EcoCAT Review #2310589
Will County

Dear Mr. Bartletti:

The Department has received your submission for this project for the purposes of consultation
pursuant to the Illinois Endangered Species Protection Act [520 ILCS 10/11], the Illinois Natural
Areas Preservation Act [525 ILCS 30/17], Title 17 Hlinois Administrative Code Part 1075, and
Title 17 lllinois Administrative Code Part 1090.

The proposed action consists of construction of pedestrian / bike trail from existing trail west of
Greenwood Ave; along 265th St, Woodlawn Avenue & 263rd Street., then northeasterly thru Plum
Valley Forest Preserve, to connect with an existing trail, south of Burville Road within the Forest
Preserve. The addendum covers the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail, which will be paved as
part of the full Plum Creek Greenway Trail extension project.

The project will require 0.06-acre of right-of-way (ROW) acquisition or easements. There will be
instream work within a tributary to Plum Creek. There will be two acres of trees to be removed.
The land cover in the vicinity of the project is Forest Preserve throughout the corridor.

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the
vicinity of the project location:

Illinois Natural Areas Inventory
Goodenow Grove
Moeller Woods

Illinois Nature Preserves Commission Lands
Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve
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IDOT - 23621 /23621 A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension, Consultation #2310589

State Threatened or Endangered Species
Blanding’s Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii)
Eastern Massasauga (Sistrurus catenatus)
Kirtland’s Snake (Clonophis kirtlandir)

Due to the project scope and proximity to protected resources the Department offers the following
comments and recommends the following actions be taken to avoid adversely impacting listed
species and protected natural areas in the vicinity of the project:

Goodenow Grove INAI & Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve

The applicant should be aware that they may be liable for any adverse impact to an Illinois Nature
Preserve or Illinois Land and Water Reserve pursuant to the Illinois Natural Areas Preservation
Act [525 ILCS 30/21-23]. Violations under this Act can carry significant penalties. Coordination
with the Illinois Nature Preserves Commission should continue through project completion.

Due to the location of the proposed project, the Department recommends avoiding or minimizing
impacts to Goodenow Grove INAI and Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve where feasible. The
Department also recommends:

« All equipment should be power washed offsite prior to entering the work site to remove
exotic/invasive seed or propagules.
» No equipment should be stored in Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve.
« Soil erosion and sediment control BMPs should be implemented and properly maintained.
» Disturbed areas should be reseeded with an appropriate native seed mix that contains forbs as
well as grasses (such as IDOT Class 5, 5A, or 5B seed mix), where feasible.
» Work should be completed during dry conditions, preferably between August and September.
» If work must be completed during wet conditions, matting or low ground pressure (<7 psi)
equipment should be used to avoid rutting.
» The Department requests that temporary and permanent lighting be avoided. If lighting is
required, the Department recommends:
o All lighting should be fully shielded fixtures that emit no upward light.
o Only “warm-white” or filtered LEDs (CCT < 3,000 K; S/P ratio < 1.2) should be used
to minimized blue emission.
o Based on the higher luminous efficiency of LEDs, do not over-light area.
o Only light the exact space with the amount (lumens) needed to meet highway or
industry safety requirement.
» Good housekeeping practices should be implemented and maintained during and after
construction to prevent trash and other debris from inadvertently blowing or washing into
nearby natural areas.

If disturbance to Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve is anticipated, further coordination with the
Illinois Nature Preserves Commission is required.

Blanding’s Turtle & Eastern Massasauga
Due to the location of the proposed project, the Department has determined that impacts to these
listed species are unlikely.

2
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IDOT - 23621 /23621 A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension, Consultation #2310589

Kirtland’s Snake

Due to the location and scope of the proposed project, the Department recommends the applicant
seek an incidental Take Authorization (ITA) from the Department. Be advised, an ITA can take at
least four months to complete. All questions pertaining to ITA should be directed to the ITA
coordinator, Heather Osborn (Heather.Osborn@Illinois.gov). Visit the link below for information
on the ITA process:

Incidental Take Authorizations - Species Conservation (illinois.gov)

Additionally, due to the density of snakes in the area, the Department recommends that information
about the presence of snakes be implemented at the trailhead’s kiosk. Information should not
mention the presence of Kirtland’s snakes but should caution visitors about the possibility of
snakes on the trail.

Given the above recommendations are adopted, the Department has determined that impacts to
these protected resources are unlikely. The Department has determined impacts to other protected
resources in the vicinity of the project location are also unlikely.

In accordance with 17 Ill. Adm. Code 1075.40(h), please notify the Department of your decision
regarding these recommendations.

Interagency Wetland Policy Act

The Department has reviewed for wetland impacts and proposed mitigation and has no objections.
The Department concurs with your assessment that the amount of mitigation required under IWPA
is 0.398 acres; and has no concerns with mitigation occurring out of basin a Squaw Creek wetland
mitigation bank in the Fox River IWPA drainage basin.

This project was reviewed for compliance with Title 17 Illinois Administrative Code Part 1090 of
the Interagency Wetland Policy Act and was determined to be in compliance. Consultation for Part
1090 is valid for three years.

Consultation on the part of the Department is closed unless the applicant desires additional
information or advice related to this proposal. Consultation for Part 1075 is valid for two years
unless new information becomes available which was not previously considered; the proposed
action is modified; or additional species, essential habitat, or Natural Areas are identified in the
vicinity. If the action has not been implemented within two years of the date of this letter, or any
of the above listed conditions develop, a new consultation is necessary.

The natural resource review reflects the information existing in the Illinois Natural Heritage
Database at the time of the project submittal and should not be regarded as a final statement on the
project being considered, nor should it be a substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys
required for environmental assessments. If additional protected resources are unexpectedly
encountered during the project’s implementation, the applicant must comply with the applicable
statutes and regulations.
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IDOT - 23621 /23621 A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension, Consultation #2310589

This letter does not serve as permission to take any listed or endangered species. As a reminder,
no take of an endangered species is permitted without an Incidental Take Authorization or the
required permits. Anyone who takes a listed or endangered species without an Incidental Take
Authorization or required permit may be subject to criminal and/or civil penalties pursuant to the
lllinois Endangered Species Act, the Fish and Aquatic Life Act, the Wildlife Code and other
applicable authority.

The Department also offers the following conservation measures be considered to help protect
native wildlife and enhance natural areas in the project area:

If erosion control blanket is to be used, the Department also recommends that wildlife-friendly
plastic-free blanket be used around wetlands and adjacent to natural areas, if not feasible to
implement project wide, to prevent the entanglement of native wildlife.

Please contact me with any questions about this review.
Sincerely,

Ponwilly My

Bradley Hayes

Manager, Impact Assessment Section

Division of Real Estate Services and Consultation
Office of Realty & Capital Planning

Illinois Department of Natural Resources

One Natural Resources Way

Springfield, IL 62702
Bradley.Hayes@Illinois.gov

Phone: (217) 782-0031

Cc Heather Osborn — Incidental Take Authorization Coordinator
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.ﬂ"““ - United States Department of the Interior

> E FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BcH 3,1 Chicago Ecological Service Field Office
U.s. Fish And Wildlife Service Chicago Ecological Services Office
230 South Dearborn St., Suite 2938
Chicago, IL. 60604-1507
Phone: (312) 485-9337

In Reply Refer To: March 27, 2023
Project code: 2023-0047798
Project Name: IDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension

Federal Nexus: yes
Federal Action Agency (if applicable): Federal Highway Administration

Subject: Federal agency coordination under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 for TDOT
- 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension'

Dear Joe Bartletti:

This letter records your determination using the Information for Planning and Consultation
(TPaC) system provided to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on March 27, 2023, for
'TDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension' (here forward, Project). This
project has been assigned Project Code 2023-0047798 and all future correspondence should
clearly reference this number. Please carefully review this letter. Your Endangered Species
Act (Act) requirements may not be complete.

Ensuring Accurate Determinations When Using IPaC

The Service developed the IPaC system and associated species’ determination keys in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.) and based on a standing analysis. All information submitted by the Project proponent into
the IPaC must accurately represent the full scope and details of the Project. Failure to accurately
represent or implement the Project as detailed in IPaC or the Northern Long-eared Bat
Rangewide Determination Key (DKey), invalidates this letter.

Determination for the Northern Long-Eared Bat
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Based upon your IPaC submission and a standing analysis completed by the Service, your project
has reached the determination of “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” the northern
long-eared bat. Unless the Service advises you within 15 days of the date of this letter that your
IPaC-assisted determination was incorrect, this letter verifies that consultation on the Action is
complete and no further action is necessary unless either of the following occurs:

* new information reveals effects of the action that may affect the northern long-eared bat in
a manner or to an extent not previously considered; or,

* the identified action is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to the
northern long-eared bat that was not considered when completing the determination key.

15-Day Review Period

As indicated above, the Service will notify you within 15 calendar days if we determine that this
proposed Action does not meet the criteria for a “may affect, not likely to adversely

affect” (NLAA) determination for the northern long-eared bat. If we do not notify you within that
timeframe, you may proceed with the Action under the terms of the NLAA concurrence provided
here. This verification period allows the identified Ecological Services Field Office to apply local
knowledge to evaluation of the Action, as we may identify a small subset of actions having
impacts that we did not anticipate when developing the key. In such cases, the identified
Ecological Services Field Office may request additional information to verify the effects
determination reached through the Northern Long-eared Bat DKey.

Other Species and Critical Habitat that May be Present in the Action Area

The IPaC-assisted determination for the northern long-eared bat does not apply to the following
ESA-protected species and/or critical habitat that also may occur in your Action area:

» Fastern Massasauga (=rattlesnake) Sistrurus catenatus Threatened

» Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid Platanthera leucophaea Threatened

* Hine's Emerald Dragonfly Somatochlora hineana Endangered

» Lakeside Daisy Hymenoxys herbacea Threatened

» Leafy Prairie-clover Dalea foliosa Endangered

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate
* Whooping Crane Grus americana Experimental Population, Non-Essential

You may coordinate with our Office to determine whether the Action may affect the species and/
or critical habitat listed above. Note that reinitiation of consultation would be necessary if a new
species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by the identified action before
it is complete.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or need further assistance, please contact the
Chicago Ecological Service Field Office and reference Project Code 2023-0047798 associated
with this Project.

EXHIBIT A-12.2



03/27/2023 3

Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name
IDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek Greenway Extension
2. Description

The following description was provided for the project TDOT - 23621 and 23621A - Plum Creek
Greenway Extension':

The proposed project involves the construction of pedestrian / bike trail from
existing trail west of Greenwood Ave; along 265th St, Woodlawn Avenue & 263rd
Street., then northeasterly thru Plum Valley Forest Preserve, to connect with an
existing trail, south of Burville Road within the Forest Preserve. The addendum
covers the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail, which will be paved as part of the
full Plum Creek Greenway Trail extension project.

The project will require 0.06-acre of right-of-way (ROW) acquisition or
easements. There will be instream work within a tributary to Plum Creek. There
will be two acres of trees to be removed. The land cover in the vicinity of the
project is Forest Preserve throughout the corridor. Construction is unknown.

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@41.4221812,-87.57847681326862,14z
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DETERMINATION KEY RESULT

Based on the answers provided, the proposed Action is consistent with a determination of “may
affect, but not likely to adversely affect” for the Endangered northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis).

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW

1. Does the proposed project include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, intentional take of
the northern long-eared bat or any other listed species?

Note: Intentional take is defined as take that is the intended result of a project. Intentional take could refer to
research, direct species management, surveys, and/or studies that include intentional handling/encountering,
harassment, collection, or capturing of any individual of a federally listed threatened, endangered or proposed
species?

No

2. Do you have data that indicates that northern long-eared bats may be present in the action
area?

No

3. Does any component of the action involve construction or operation of wind turbines?

Note: For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ if the construction or operation of wind power facilities is either (1) part

of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for a federal agency action (federal permit, funding, etc.).
No

4. Is the proposed action authorized, permitted, licensed, funded, or being carried out by a
Federal agency in whole or in part?
Yes

5. Is the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA),

or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding or authorizing the proposed action, in
whole or in part?

Yes
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6. FHWA, FRA, and FTA have completed a range-wide programmatic consultation for
transportation- related actions within the range of the Indiana bat and northern long-eared
bat.

Does your proposed action fall within the scope of this programmatic consultation?

Note:If you have previously consulted on your proposed action with the Service under the NLEB 4dRule,
answer 'no' to this question and proceed with using this key. If you have not yet consulted with the Service on
your proposed action and are unsure whether your proposed action falls within the scope of the FHWA, FRA,
FTA range-wide programmatic consultation, please select "Yes" and use the FHWA, FRA, FTA Assisted
Determination Key in IPaC to determine if the programmatic consultation is applicable to your action. Return to
this key and answer ‘no’ to this question if it is not.

No

7. Are you an employee of the federal action agency or have you been officially designated in
writing by the agency as its designated non-federal representative for the purposes of
Endangered Species Act Section 7 informal consultation per 50 CFR § 402.08?

Note: This key may be used for federal actions and for non-federal actions to facilitate section 7 consultation and
to help determine whether an incidental take permit may be needed, respectively. This question is for information
purposes only.

Yes
8. Is the lead federal action agency the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or Federal
Communications Commission (FCC)? Is the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or

Federal Communications Commission (FCC) funding or authorizing the proposed action,
in whole or in part?

No
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Have you determined that your proposed action will have no effect on the northern long-
eared bat? Remember to consider the effects of any activities that would not occur but for
the proposed action.

If you think that the northern long-eared bat may be affected by your project or if you
would like assistance in deciding, answer “No” below and continue through the key. If you
have determined that the northern long-eared bat does not occur in your project’s action
area and/or that your project will have no effects whatsoever on the species despite the
potential for it to occur in the action area, you may make a “no effect” determination for
the northern long-eared bat.

Note: Federal agencies (or their designated non-federal representatives) must consult with USFWS on federal
agency actions that may affect listed species [50 CFR 402.14(a)]. Consultation is not required for actions that will
not affect listed species or critical habitat. Therefore, this determination key will not provide a consistency or
verification letter for actions that will not affect listed species. If you believe that the northern long-eared bat may
be affected by your project or if you would like assistance in deciding, please answer “No” and continue through
the key. Remember that this key addresses only effects to the northern long-eared bat. Consultation with USFWS
would be required if your action may affect another listed species or critical habitat. The definition of Effects of

the Action can be found here: https://www.fws.gov/media/northern-long-eared-bat-assisted-determination-key-
selected-definitions

No

Does the action area contain any caves (or associated sinkholes, fissures, or other karst
features), mines, rocky outcroppings, or tunnels that could provide habitat for hibernating
northern long-eared bats?

No

Does the action area contain or occur within 0.5 miles of (1) talus or (2) anthropogenic or
naturally formed rock crevices in rocky outcrops, rock faces or cliffs?

No

Is suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat present within 1000 feet of
project activities?

(If unsure, answer "Yes.")

Note: If there are trees within the action area that are of a sufficient size to be potential roosts for bats (i.e., live
trees and/or snags >3 inches (12.7 centimeter) dbh), answer "Yes". If unsure, additional information defining

suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat can be found at: https://www.fws.gov/media/northern-
long-eared-bat-assisted-determination-key-selected-definitions
Yes

Will the action cause effects to a bridge?

No

Will the action result in effects to a culvert or tunnel?
No
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Does the action include the intentional exclusion of northern long-eared bats from a
building or structure?

Note: Exclusion is conducted to deny bats’ entry or reentry into a building. To be effective and to avoid harming
bats, it should be done according to established standards. If your action includes bat exclusion and you are
unsure whether northern long-eared bats are present, answer “Yes.” Answer “No” if there are no signs of bat use
in the building/structure. If unsure, contact your local U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services Ecological Services Field
Office to help assess whether northern long-eared bats may be present. Contact a Nuisance Wildlife Control
Operator (NWCO) for help in how to exclude bats from a structure safely without causing harm to the bats (to
find a NWCO certified in bat standards, search the Internet using the search term “National Wildlife Control
Operators Association bats”). Also see the White-Nose Syndrome Response Team's guide for bat control in
structures

No

Does the action involve removal, modification, or maintenance of a human-made structure
(barn, house, or other building) known or suspected to contain roosting bats?

No

Will the action cause construction of one or more new roads open to the public?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No

Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase average daily traffic on one or more existing roads?

Note: For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is either (1) part of
the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a federal agency (federal permit, funding,
etc.). .

No

Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase the number of travel lanes on an existing thoroughfare?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No

Will the proposed action involve the creation of a new water-borne contaminant source
(e.g., leachate pond pits containing chemicals that are not NSF/ANSI 60 compliant)?

No

Will the proposed action involve the creation of a new point source discharge from a
facility other than a water treatment plant or storm water system?

No
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22. Will the action include drilling or blasting?
No

23. Will the action involve military training (e.g., smoke operations, obscurant operations,
exploding munitions, artillery fire, range use, helicopter or fixed wing aircraft use)?

No

24. Will the proposed action involve the use of herbicides or pesticides other than herbicides
(e.g., fungicides, insecticides, or rodenticides)?
No

25. Will the action include or cause activities that are reasonably certain to cause chronic

nighttime noise in suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat? Chronic noise
is noise that is continuous or occurs repeatedly again and again for a long time.

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat can be found at:
https://www.fws.gov/media/northern-long-eared-bat-assisted-determination-key-selected-definitions
No

26. Does the action include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, the use of artificial lighting
within 1000 feet of suitable northern long-eared bat roosting habitat?

Note: Additional information defining suitable roosting habitat for the northern long-eared bat can be found at:
https://www.fws.gov/media/northern-long-eared-bat-assisted-determination-key-selected-definitions
No

27. Will the action include tree cutting or other means of knocking down or bringing down
trees, tree topping, or tree trimming?

Yes

28. Has a presence/probable absence summer bat survey targeting the northern long-eared bat

following the Service’s Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat Survey
Guidelines been conducted within the project area? If unsure, answer “No.”

No
29. Does the action include emergency cutting or trimming of hazard trees in order to remove

an imminent threat to human safety or property? See hazard tree note at the bottom of the
key for text that will be added to response letters

Note: A "hazard tree" is a tree that is an immediate threat to lives, public health and safety, or improved property

and has a diameter breast height of six inches or greater.
No

30. Are any of the trees proposed for cutting or other means of knocking down, bringing
down, topping, or trimming suitable for northern long-eared bat roosting (i.e., live trees
and/or snags >3 inches dbh that have exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or cavities)?

Yes
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31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

[Semantic] Does your project intersect a known sensitive area for the northern long-eared
bat?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need
additional information, please contact your state agency or USFWS field office

Automatically answered

No

Will all tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees be restricted to
the inactive season for the northern long-eared bat?

Note: Inactive Season dates for summer habitat outside of staging and swarming areas can be found here: https:/
www.fws.gov/media/inactive-season-dates-swarming-and-staging-areas.

Yes

Will the action cause trees to be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought down across an
area greater than 10 acres?

No

Will the action cause trees to be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought down in a way

that would fragment a forested connection (e.g., tree line) between two or more forest
patches of at least 5 acres?

The forest patches may consist of entirely contiguous forest or multiple forested areas that
are separated by less than 1000’ of non-forested area. A project will fragment a forested
connection if it creates an unforested gap of greater than 1000°.

No
Will the action result in the use of prescribed fire?
No

Will the action cause noises that are louder than ambient baseline noises within the action
area?

No
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PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

Enter the extent of the action area (in acres) from which trees will be removed - round up
to the nearest tenth of an acre. For this question, include the entire area where tree removal
will take place, even if some live or dead trees will be left standing.

57

In what extent of the area (in acres) will trees be cut, knocked down, or trimmed during the
inactive (hibernation) season for northern long-eared bat? Note: Inactive Season dates for spring
staging/fall swarming areas can be found here: https://www.fws.gov/media/inactive-season-dates-swarming-and-
staging-areas

2

In what extent of the area (in acres) will trees be cut, knocked down, or trimmed during the

active (non-hibernation) season for northern long-eared bat? Note: Inactive Season dates for
spring staging/fall swarming areas can be found here: https://www.fws.gov/media/inactive-season-dates-
swarming-and-staging-areas

0

Will all potential northern long-eared bat (NLEB) roost trees (trees >3 inches diameter at
breast height, dbh) be cut, knocked, or brought down from any portion of the action area

greater than or equal to 0.1 acre? If all NLEB roost trees will be removed from multiple
areas, select ‘Yes’ if the cumulative extent of those areas meets or exceeds 0.1 acre.

Yes

Enter the extent of the action area (in acres) from which all potential NLEB roost trees will
be removed. If all NLEB roost trees will be removed from multiple areas, entire the total
extent of those areas. Round up to the nearest tenth of an acre.

2

For the area from which all potential northern long-eared bat (NLEB) roost trees will be
removed, on how many acres (round to the nearest tenth of an acre) will trees be allowed
to regrow? Enter ‘0’ if the entire area from which all potential NLEB roost trees are
removed will be developed or otherwise converted to non-forest for the foreseeable future.

2

Will any snags (standing dead trees) >3 inches dbh be left standing in the area(s) in which
all northern long-eared bat roost trees will be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought
down?

No
Will all project activities by completed by April 1, 2024?
No
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03/27/2023

IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Illinois Department of Transportation
Name: Joe Bartletti

Address: 2300 S. Dirksen Parkway

City: Springfield

State: IL

Zip: 62764

Email  joe.bartletti@illinois.gov

Phone: 2174157157

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: Federal Highway Administration
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Wetlands

Submittal Date: Lll/ll/2020 Sequence No: 23621
Local Will Co FPD

District: ‘1 Requesting Agency: Project No:

Contract #: Job No.: ‘ H

Counties: Will

Route: Plum Creek Greenway Trail Marked: ‘

Street: On & Off-road ‘ Section: |20-F3000-06-BT
Municipality(ies): |2 1/2 miles SE Crete  Project Length: [2.4140 km 1.5miles
FromTo (At): South of Burville Road to 265th Street

Quadrangle: ‘Dyer Township-Range-Section: ‘T34N R14E S 23 and 26
Anticipated Design Approval: 09/01/2021 Cleared for Design Approval: 03/27/2023
Cleared for Letting: Mitigation: Yes Mitigation Completed:

Wetland Impacts Evaluation

Submittal Date: 06/30/2021‘ Submitted By:

Does the project have wetland impacts? Yes Type: ‘Permanent

Briefly describe the measures considered to The trail was routed to avoid or minimize impacts as much as
avoid and minimize adverse impacts to the possible. A bridge will be utilized to span several wetlands along with
wetlands: Plum Creek.

Summarize briefly why there are no practicable  The impacts as shown cannot be avoided due to the linear nature of
alternatives to the use of the wetland(s): the existing wetlands and the need to meet geometric design criteria
of the proposed trail.

Wetland mitigation is being proposed: wetland bank site [ ] Reviewed
Memo Date: 03/27/2023 Memo By: ‘Joe Bartletti - BDE
Memo: The proposed improvement was surveyed for wetlands. We reviewed the wetland survey report

and the Wetlands Impact Evaluation (WIE) form and approve both. None of the delineated
wetlands had an FQI or mean c-value greater than or equal to 20.0 or 4.0 respectively, thus none
of the features are considered high quality. The WIE indicates, there will be permanent impacts
to six wetland sites for the new alignment portion of the project, totaling 0.185-acre. Because a
portion of this project occurs on new alignment, it is considered a Standard Review Action in
accordance with the Interagency Wetland Policy Act (IWPA) and requires concurrence from
IDNR before this project can be cleared for letting regarding wetlands. Mitigation for permanent
impacts is proposed at Squaw Creek wetland mitigation bank in the out of basin Fox River IWPA
drainage basin. The project is in the Des Plaines River and Lake Michigan Tributaries IWPA
drainage basin. Therefore, the out-of-basin mitigation replacement ratio of 2:1 shall apply to
permanent impacts to Wetland Sites 6-9 and 13. Wetland Site 15 occurs within the boundaries
Goodenow Grove Natural Areas Inventory (INAI) / Nature Preserve thus it requires a replacement
ratio of 5.5:1.0 for permanent impacts. There are 0.008 ac of permanent impact to this site
requiring 0.044-acre of mitigation. Total wetland mitigation credits required for the entire project
total 0.398- acre.

This project was submitted to IDNR on 02-22-2023 for their review. The Department has
reviewed for wetland impacts and proposed mitigation and has no objections. The Department
concurs with your assessment that the amount of mitigation required under IWPA is 0.398 acres;
and has no concerns with mitigation occurring out of basin a Squaw Creek wetland mitigation
bank in the Fox River IWPA drainage basin.

This project is cleared with respect to wetlands

Memo Date: 06/30/2021 Memo By: Huff & Huff, Inc.

Memo: Because Goodenow Grove Nature Preserve falls within a portion of the proposed project,
threatened and endangered species may be present. However, it is unknown at this time whether
or not threatened and endangered species are present within the immediate project vicinity.

Wetland Impacts and Mitigation Required

Site Type T&E Nature | Natural | Essential | Size Acres of Acres of
No. Preserve | Area Habitat | (acres) Impact Ratio | Compensation
w3 |Openwater No  |No INo No | o001 .000

Basin [07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | NA

Describe the work:

EXHIBIT A-12.2



W2 ‘OpenWater ‘No ‘No |No ‘No ‘ .06 .000| ‘
Basin [07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | NA
Describe the work:
W1 ‘OpenWater ‘No ‘No |No ‘No ‘ .004 .000| ‘
Basin (07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | NA
Describe the work:
1 ‘Wet Mead ‘No ’No |No ‘No ‘ 0.09 .OOO| ‘
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ‘FQI ‘ 20.1
Describe the work:
3  |WetMead  No  |No INo No o .000| \
Basin (07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | 133
Describe the work:
4  |WetMead  [No  |No No No . .03 .000| \
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ‘FQI ‘ 131
Describe the work:
5 |WetMead  No |No INo No 09 .000| \
Basin (07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | 17.8
Describe the work:
6 |wetMead  No  |No No No R 028 2.0 .056]
Basin (07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | 148
Describe the work: Fill
7 |wetshrub No  [No INo No .02 013 20 026
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ‘FQI ‘ 14.3
Describe the work: Fill
8 |Forested No  [No INo No \ 13 064 2.0 128,
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ‘FQI ‘ 16.4
Describe the work: Fill
9 |Forested No  [No INo No \ 10 057] 2.0 114]
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ’FQI ‘ 14.8
Describe the work: Fill
10 |Forested No  [No INo No \ .01 .000) \
Basin (07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | 14
Describe the work:
11 ‘Forested ‘No ’No |No ‘No ‘ .05 .OOO| ‘
Basin [07120003  Quadrangle |Dyer FQI | 187
Describe the work:
13 |wetMead  No  |No INo No . .03 015 2.0 .030)
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ‘FQI ‘ 13.1
Describe the work: Fill
15 |wetshrub  No |Yes Yes  No o 008 55 044
Basin ‘07120003 Quadrangle ‘Dyer ’FQI ‘
Describe the work: Fill

[Total ] | 185 398
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PROJECT SUMMARY

This report details results of a habitat assessment and a herpetological survey for the Kirtland’s
Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, in preparation for the continuation of the Plum Creek Greenway
Trail from south of Burville Road to 265t Street in Will County, lllinois (IDOT sequence No.
23621, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT). Information on the natural history and ecology of the
Kirtland’s Snake, the only herptile listed as threatened or endangered in lllinois that is known to
occur near the project area, can be found in Appendix A. Coverboard arrays were set in two
low lying areas along the proposed path on 01 April 2021. Surveys were conducted by INHS
personnel A.R. Kuhns and T. Stewart under lllinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR)
State Threatened and Endangered Species Permit 10812 as required under the lllinois
Endangered Species Protection Act (520 ILCS 10/4), lllinois Herptile Scientific and Research
Collecting Permit (HCSP) 19-04, and Will County Forest Preserve District Special Use Permit 21-
10. Coverboard arrays are mapped in Appendix C and images are included in Appendix D. The
spatial data shown in Figure C.1 of Appendix C were digitally uploaded to the Further Studies
Illinois Site Assessment Tracking System (https://isats.dot.illinois.gov/), and are herein
referenced as Appendix E. We made 155 captures of four different species of grassland snakes,
but no Kirtland’s Snake were encountered.

JLZJ_/L

Report by: Andrew R. Kuhns, Herpetologist
Further Studies Aquatics Group

Fieldwork by: Andrew R. Kuhns
Tyler Stewart- Graduate Research Assistant

Edited by: Mark J. Wetzel, Oligochaetologist — Emeritus
GIS Layers: Janet L. Jarvis, GIS and Remote Sensing Specialist

University of lllinois

Prairie Research Institute

Illinois Natural History Survey

Statewide Biological Survey and Assessment Program
2204 Griffith Drive

Champaign, Illinois 61820
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INTRODUCTION

In a transmittal dated 05 January 2021, Susan Hargrove of the lllinois Department of
Transportation (IDOT) Bureau of Design and Environment tasked the lllinois Natural History
Survey (INHS) to conduct a habitat assessment and a herpetological survey for the presence of
the state threatened Kirtland’s Snake in Plum Valley Preserve along the proposed path of the
continuation of the Plum Creek Greenway Trail from South of Burville Road to 265™ Street in
Will County, lllinois (IDOT sequence No. 23621, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT). The natural
history and ecology of the Kirtland’s Snake, listed as a state threatened species in lllinois (IESPB
2020) can be found in Appendix A.

PROJECT AREA

The site occurs on the Dyer, lllinois, U.S. Geological Survey 7.5’ topographic quadrangle map in
Township 34 North, Range 14 East, Sections 23 and 26, in Will County, lllinois. The 1.5-mile
Plum Creek Greenway Trail addition will extend from the existing trail west of Greenwood
Avenue, along-256" Street, Woodlawn Avenue, and 263™ Street then northeasterly through
Plum Valley Preserve to connect with the existing trail south of Burville Road (Appendix C:
Figure C.1). The habitat surrounding the proposed work consists of residential neighborhoods,
wooded riparian areas, and native grassland prairies.

METHODS

Database Review

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database maintained by the lllinois Department of Natural
Resources (IDNR) was queried for Element Occurrence Records (EOR) of threatened and
endangered amphibians and reptiles within a mile of the project boundary. Each EOR may be
subdivided into multiple Element of Occurrence Identification numbers (EOID) to record
separate identification events or sub-locations. Additionally, a search of both vouchered and
un-vouchered (photo only) specimens in the lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS), University of
Illinois Museum of Natural History (UIMNH), and non-INHS lllinois Amphibian and Reptile
databases maintained by the lllinois Natural History Survey was conducted. Together these
databases are merged and accessed through the All_IL_Herps database at INHS and are
updated semi-annually. The locations of any results were plotted onto aerial photographs of
the Environmental Survey Request (ESR) corridor and examined to search for suitable habitat
for the species.

Field Methods

On 01 April 2021 INHS Herpetologist A.R. Kuhns and INHS Graduate Research Assistant Tyler
Stewart conducted a visual encounter survey at the project area (Appendix C: Figure C.1;
Appendix D: Plates 1-2) for 0.5 person-hours. Specifically, we looked for low-lying areas in
native prairie habitats with an abundance of crayfish burrows in or near the proposed trail
(crayfish burrows are used as refugia by Kirtland’s Snake). We documented two low-lying areas
along the proposed trail that had suitable habitat for the Kirtland’s Snake and deployed cover
objects. Cover objects were 19.7 x 19.7” vinyl-backed carpet tiles (Appendix D: Plate 1). Tiles
were set with the vinyl size up (ie. upside down) at approximately 5-meter intervals. Grid A
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occurs near the current terminus of the Plum Creek Greenway trail south of Burville Road and
consists of 40 carpet tiles (20” X 20”) set in a 4 x 10 pattern. Grid B is approximately 750’
southwest of grid A and is set in a 6 x 10 grid pattern. Survey methods are detailed in Appendix
B and were approved under Protocol 19057 of the University of lllinois Institutional Animal Care
and Use Committee, as required by the Federal Animal Welfare Act (CFR Title 9 Parts 1, 2, and
3).

RESULTS

Database Review

There are records for three state-listed herptiles (Eastern Massasauga Rattlesnake, Sistrurus
catenatus; Four-Toed Salamander, Hemidactylium scutatum; and Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis
kirtlandii) within a few miles of the project (Appendix C: Figure C.1, IESPB 2020). The Eastern
Massasauga Rattlesnake is likely extirpated as none have been observed in the region for over
20 years, although our sampling method would also allow for their detection. We did not
sample for the Four-Toed Salamander as there is no suitable habitat for them in or near the ESR
area.

Kirtland’s Snake occurs along Plum Creek both up and downstream from the proposed addition
to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail (Appendix C: Figure C.1). Goodenow Grove Forest Preserve, 1
mile west-southwest of the in Plum Valley Preserve, has a known population of the species
including captures in 2021. There are also records from 1994 approximately 4 miles upstream
(northeast) near Sterger Road in Bloom Township.

Field Surveys
Coverboards were set on 01 April and checked nine times from 09 April through 30 June. Late

April and early May checks produced the greatest numbers of Snakes (Table 1). Kirtland’s Snake
was not detected in the Plum Creek Greenway Trail ESR area. However, we made 155 captures
of grassland snakes from the two coverboard arrays. Species Richness was 4 and included by
order of abundance Common Gartersnake (52), Red-bellied Snake (44), Dekays’ Brownsnake
(40), and Plains Gartersnake (19) (Table 1).

Table 1. Snake captures by species and date for coverboard arrays set in Plum Valley Preserve
in Will County, Illinois from 09 April through 30 June 2021.

Dekay's Brownsnake Red-bellied Snake Plains Gartersnake = Common Gartersnake

Date Storeria dekayi Storeria occipitomaculata = Thamnophis radix Thamnophis sirtalis = Sum
Grid A B A B A B A B

9-Apr 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 6
16-Apr 2 0 6 0 1 0 1 0 10
23-Apr 1 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 5
30-Apr 7 3 7 2 2 1 6 1 29
7-May 4 2 10 3 0 4 12 0 35
14-May 5 0 1 0 1 3 8 0 18
26-May 5 0 2 2 0 1 6 2 18
3-Jun 1 0 1 0 0 4 7 1 14
30-Jun 7 3 2 0 0 1 7 0 20
Grand Total 32 8 37 7 5 14 48 4 155



Detection frequencies ranged from 0.01 for Plains Gartersnakes in Grid A, to 0.1 for Red-bellied
Snake also in Grid A (Table 2). Shannon Diversity Index values (H) were 1.211 for Array A, 1.292
for Array B, and 1.331 combined indicating that the species and their abundances are evenly
distributed throughout the sampled areas.

Table 2. Frequencies of detection of grassland snake species under coverboard arrays in Plum
Valley Preserve in Will County, lllinois from 09 April through 30 June 2021.

Array A Array B Overall
Species N | Occasions @ Frequency N | Occasions Frequency N | Occasions | Frequency
Storeria dekayi 32 360 0.09 8 540 0.01 40 900 0.04
S. occipitomaculata | 37 360 0.10 7 540 0.01 44 900 0.05
Thamnophis radix 5 360 0.01 14 540 0.03 19 900 0.02
T. sirtalis 48 360 013 4 540 0.01 52 900 0.06
DISCUSSION

The Kirtland’s Snake is a shy and secretive species and thus one of the most difficult snakes in
Illinois to observe or capture during surveys (Appendix A). Their primarily subterranean
existence results in few direct observations of the species. Deploying coverboards in potentially
suitable habitat has proven to be one of the most effective means of documenting this species
presence. However, it is not typically feasible to do so for most projects. Because this work was
in a public preserve, it allowed a more thorough examination of the snake community using
coverboards. Though no state listed herptiles were detected in this study of the area associated
with the proposed addition (IDOT sequence No. 23621, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT) to the
Plum Creek Greenway Trail in Will County, lllinois, the community of other grassland snakes
observed to be present during our surveys in April and June 2021 had a Shannon Diversity Index
value of 1.331 indicating an abundant and evenly distributed snake community.

LITERATURE CITED

Illinois Endangered Species Protection Board (IESPB). 2020. Checklist of Endangered and
Threatened Animals and Plants of lllinois. lllinois Endangered Species Protection Board,
Springfield, lllinois. 10 pp. Published online at:
https://www?2.illinois.gov/dnr/ESPB/Documents/ET%20List%20Review%20and%20Revision/
Illinois%20Endangered%20and%20Threatened%20Species.pdf



Appendix A.

Natural History of the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii,
Listed as Threatened in the State of Illinois.

SYNOPSIS

This appendix presents information on the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, listed as a
threatened species in the State of lllinois, because there is some possibility of its occurrence
within the project area. The species account includes diagnostic characters, range in Illinois,
habitat requirements, spatial ecology and activity, reproduction, and the suitable sampling
season in lllinois. Standard and scientific names follow Crother (2012).

Species range maps were created by Ethan J. Kessler. Maps were based upon data in the lllinois
Natural History Survey’s All_IL_Herps Database which contains records of vouchered and un-
vouchered specimens in the lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS), University of lllinois Museum
of Natural History (UIMNH), and amphibian and reptile specimens from ~30 other science
museums. The database is maintained by INHS/UIMNH Amphibian and Reptile Curator,
Christopher A. Phillips, with records from other institutions updated annually.

LITERATURE CITED

Crother, B.I. 2012. Scientific and standard English names of amphibians and reptiles of North
America north of Mexico, with comments regarding confidence in our understanding. 7th
Edition. SSAR Herpetological Circular. 39: 1-101.



KIRTLAND’S SNAKE,

o

o

CLONOPHIS KIRTLANDII

.

General Description for Identification: Like the other natricine snake species, the Kirtland’s
Snake has keeled scales and a divided anal plate. It is a small species that is distinguished by
other snakes in lllinois, by its red or orange venter with contrasting black spots on each ventral

scale.

Range: Within lllinois, Kirtland’s snake primarily
inhabits the southern till plain and extends north
in the Chicago Region. It is absent from the
sandy soil habitats in these areas.

Suitable Habitat: Historically, wet prairies, wet
meadows, prairie fens, and associated wetlands,
especially those that were seasonally flooded
and adjacent to upland areas, were the
preferred habitats for Kirtland’s Snakes (Ernst
and Ernst 2003). Most of these habitats have
long since been destroyed through agricultural
practices and other development. Present
habitat consists of open, low, grassy areas, often
at the margins of streams, ponds, or ditches
(Minton, 1972; Ernst and Barbour 1989; Bavetz
1994). Crayfish burrows are used as shelter
although Kirtland’s snakes have been collected in
vacant lots in urban areas where crayfish
burrows are not present. When crayfish burrows
are not present they hide under boards, trash,
and other surface debris (Ernst and Ernst 2003).
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Reproduction: Little is known about the life history of the Kirtland’s Snake due to its secretive
nature. Courtship behavior has been observed in September in lllinois (Anton et al. 2003).

Activity: Kirtland’s Snakes are reported to be most active in April and May (spring) and October
(autumn) and enter hibernation in late October to early November (Ernst and Ernst 2003).
Snakes may den communally (Anton et al 2003).

Suitable Sampling Seasons: This species is shy and secretive, spending most of its time below
ground and under large cover objects. Anecdotal evidence suggests that they are most often
surface-active when temperatures are below 70 F on overcast days in the spring and fall.

lllinois Status: Kirtland’s Snake is listed as threatened in lllinois (lllinois Endangered Species
Protection Board 2020). The primary threat to the species in lllinois is the destruction of habitat
(Phillips et al. 1999).
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APPENDIX B

Sampling methods appropriate for the detection of amphibians and
reptiles listed as endangered or threatened in the state of lllinois.

10



Table B.1. Species of amphibians and reptiles listed as threatened or endangered in lllinois and

potential sampling methods for their detection.

State Listed Herptiles

Threatened

Endangered

Minnow Trap

AMPHIBIANS

SALIENTIA

Ambystoma
jeffersonianum

>

Ambystoma platineum

>

Cryptobranchus
alleganiensis

Call Survey

Visual Encounter

Hoop Trap

Fyke Net

Seine

Drift Fence

Coverboard

Desmognathus conanti

Hemidactylium scutatum

>

Necturus maculosus

ANURA

Hyla avivoca

>

Pseudacris streckerii

Gastrophryne
carolinensis

REPTILES

TESTUDINES

Apalone mutica

Clemmys guttata

Emydoidea blandingii

Kinosternon flavescens

Macrochelys temminckii

Pseudemys concinna

XX | X | X|X|[X

Terrapene ornata

SERPENTES

Clonophis kirtlandii

>

Crotalus horridus

Pantherophis emoryi

Heterodon nasicus

Masticophis flagellum

Nerodia fasciata

Nerodia cyclopion

Sistrurus catenatus

Tantilla gracilis

Thamnophis sauritus

>

Tropidoclonion lineatum
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Sampling Methods for the Detection of State Listed
Amphibians and Reptiles

ACTIVE SAMPLING METHODS

Call Survey. This method is only effective for anurans during the breeding season. The
researcher either visits wetlands in the evening hours to listen to the frog chorus, or places an
audio recording device at the wetland during the day and returns the following morning to
retrieve the recording. In either case, the researcher must be familiar with the calls of frogs and
toads in the area in order to identify the species based only upon the calls in the chorus. To be
effective, the researcher must also be familiar with the ecology of the target species and
sample during its breeding season in habitats where it is likely to reside.

Dip Netting. A dip net is useful for sampling aquatic animals and can be used to capture
individuals observed or as a means of blindly sampling for aquatic organisms in vegetation
choked or turbid water. Typically, a researcher will pull the net along the substrate and through
the water column for approximately 3 feet, and then finish the net sweep by pulling the net up
and out of the water with the net opening facing upward. The researcher can then remove any
substrate or detritus from the net and search for captured animals.

Seine. A seine is a fishing net that hangs vertically in the water column suspended by floats with
the bottom edge held down by weights. The net is dragged along the bottom of aquatic
habitats and captures aquatic amphibians and reptiles when it is drawn onto shore or scooped
out of the water. In many ways, it functions much like a large dip net when used for amphibian
and reptile sampling.

Visual Encounter Survey (VES). Visual encounter surveys involve searching appropriate habitat
(mainly turning cover items such as logs, rocks and miscellaneous debris and also visually
scanning open habitats) and recording all species encountered. Surveys can be regimented such
as by walking pre-defined grid patterns and time limits, or in a more haphazard wandering
pattern. This method is most effective if the researcher is familiar with the target species
ecology and can focus on habitat areas where the species is most likely to be encountered, as
well as time of day and seasons when the species is most active. A thorough explanation of this
technique can be found in Heyer et al. (1994).

PASSIVE SAMPLING METHODS

Drift Fence. A drift fence is any object that is placed perpendicular to the ground surface as a
way to intercept animals that may be passing through. It is often constructed of hardware cloth
or silt fencing buries a few inches into the ground to prevent burrowing; but natural cover items
such as large logs or rock formations may also function as a drift fence. Animals are captured by
travelling parallel to the fence until they fall into a receptacle, such as a bucket or coffee can,
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which has been buried flush with the substrate. Similarly, funnel traps can be placed along the
drift fence to capture animals that are walking along the fence. This technique is covered in
Heyer et al. (1994) and McDairmid et al. (2012).

Coverboards. Coverboards are essentially any item sitting flush with the substrate under which
an amphibian or reptile may seek refuge. Artificial coverboards are often made of plywood or
corrugated tin and are placed in areas likely to harbor the species of interest. Coverboards
often attract small mammals and invertebrates as well which may enhance their ability to
attract amphibians and reptiles. Well-seasoned artificial cover objects with little vegetation
underneath them seem to work better in attracting herptiles, therefore their use most effective
for long term projects when they can be set out many months in advance of surveys.

Minnow Trap. Traps may be constructed of rope, monofilament, or steel and may have funnels
or throats, at one or both ends which allow the animal to enter into the trap body but prevent
them from easily exiting the trap. Minnow traps may be cylindrical or rectangular and can be
baited or not depending on the target species. If baited, the bait is refreshed every 2 to 4 days.
Traps are usually placed so that a portion of the trap placed in water is emergent so that
captured animals have access to air and will not drown. However, in riverine environments,
where there is little to no probability of capturing non-gilled species, the traps may be fully
submerged. Effort is recorded in trap hours (i.e., number of traps multiplied by the number of
hours the traps were deployed). Results are reported as the numbers of each species captured.

Hoop Trap. These traps work on the same principal as minnow traps but are larger in diameter
and have larger throats to allow for the capture of larger animals such as turtles (Legler 1960).
All hoop traps are placed such that at least 5cm of the trap is above the surface of the water to
ensure captured turtles have access to air. Traps are tied via string or rope to surrounding
vegetation to ensure that captured turtles do not roll traps into deeper water and drown. Traps
are placed parallel to either the shoreline or potential basking sites. Traps are baited (usually
with sardines canned in spring water or oil). Traps are checked daily and bait is changed every 2
to 4 days. Effort is recorded in trap hours (i.e., number of traps multiplied by the number of
hours the traps were deployed). Results are reported as the numbers of each species captured.

Fyke Net. This trapping method is essentially a combination of a Drift Fence and a Hoop Trap. It
consists of a hoop trap body with a single throat, and long wings and a lead that extend out
from the throat in a double V formation (Figure B.1). Wings and leads have a lead-line that
makes them hang vertically in the water column. This essentially extends the reach of the
throat and works well for turtle species that are not attracted to readily available baits. It can
be used to intercept turtles entering a cove or attempting to access a popular basking site, by
funneling them into the trap body where the throat prevents them from escaping. A description
of Fyke Nets can be found in Vogt (1980).
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APPENDIX C

Figures relevant to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail project from South
of Burville Road to 265%™ Street in Will County, Illinois (IDOT sequence
No. 23621, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT)
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Figure C.1. Herpetile Element Occurrence Records relative to Plum Creek Greenway Trail project
from south of Burville Road to 265™ Street in Will County, lllinois (IDOT sequence No. 23621,

Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT).
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APPENDIX D

Photograph relative to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail project from
South of Burville Road to 265™ Street in Will County, lllinois (IDOT
sequence No. 23621, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT)
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Plate 1. Cover object placed in situ. Photograph by Andrew R. Kuhns.
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APPENDIX E
Arc-GIS Shapefiles

An ArcGlIS folder < 23621 _Herp_Survey_GIS.zip> containing an Arc-GIS shapefile of the sampled
area constitutes this appendix. The ArcGIS shapefile and this report will be submitted to IDOT
via the IDOT Site Assessment Tracking System extranet website.
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PROJECT SUMMARY

This report details results of a herpetological survey of the grassland snake community
inhabiting the Plum Valley Preserve, Will County, lllinois. The primary impetus for the surveys
was to search for endangered and threatened snake species that may occur in the preserve. We
set coverboard arrays in two low-lying grassy areas in the preserve on 01 April 2021. Surveys
were conducted by INHS personnel A.R. Kuhns and T. Stewart under lllinois Department of
Natural Resources (IDNR) State Threatened and Endangered Species Permit 10812 as required
under the lllinois Endangered Species Protection Act (520 ILCS 10/4), lllinois Herptile Scientific
and Research Collecting Permit (HCSP) 19-04, and Will County Forest Preserve District Special
Use Permit 21-10. Coverboard arrays are mapped in Figure 1. Arrays were checked 19 times
between 09 April and 27 October 2021. We made 209 captures of five snake species, and report
encounter frequency by species, two diversity metrics, and examine community similarity
between the two arrays. No threatened or endangered snake species were encountered.
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INTRODUCTION

The lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS) conducted a herpetological survey of the grassland
snake community inhabiting the Plum Valley Preserve in Will County, Illinois. The impetus of the
study was to survey for the presence of threatened or endangered species that may occur in
the preserve, specifically the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii.

In lllinois, the Kirtland’s Snake primarily inhabits the southern till plain but extends its range
north into the Chicago Region (Phillips et al. 1999). Historically, wet prairies, wet meadows,
prairie fens, and associated wetlands, especially those that were seasonally flooded and
adjacent to upland areas, were the preferred habitats for Kirtland’s Snakes (Ernst and Ernst
2003). Most of these habitats have long since been destroyed through agricultural practices and
other development. Present habitat consists of open, low, grassy areas, often at the margins of
streams, ponds, or ditches (Minton, 1972; Ernst and Barbour 1989; Bavetz 1994). This species is
shy and secretive, spending most of its time below ground. Crayfish burrows are used as
shelter, although Kirtland’s snakes have been collected in vacant lots in urban areas where
crayfish burrows are not present. When crayfish burrows are not present, they hide under
boards, trash, and other surface debris (Ernst and Ernst 2003).

Kirtland’s Snakes are reported to be most active in April and May (spring) and October
(autumn) and enter hibernation in late October to early November (Ernst and Ernst 2003).
Snakes may den communally (Anton et al. 2003). Anecdotal evidence suggests that they are
most often surface-active when temperatures are below 70 F on overcast days in the spring and
fall.

PROJECT AREA

The site occurs on the Dyer, lllinois, U.S. Geological Survey 7.5’ topographic quadrangle map in
Township 34 North, Range 14 East, Sections 23 and 26, in Will County, lllinois. The 455-acre
Plum Valley Preserve has been managed by the Forest Preserve District of Will County since
2000. It consists of wooded riparian corridor along Plum Creek and grassland habitat along its
western edge between the riparian zone and Illinois Route 394/Calumet Expressway, which
serves as the western edge for most of the preserve. The habitat surrounding the preserve
consists of residential neighborhoods, wooded riparian areas, and grassland/pasture. Our
surveys were focused on the grasslands that form the western edge of the preserve, south of
the current terminus of the Plum Valley Greenway Trail (Figure 1).

METHODS

Database Review

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database maintained by the Illinois Department of Natural
Resources (IDNR) was queried for Element Occurrence Records (EOR) of threatened and
endangered amphibians and reptiles within a mile of the project boundary. Each EOR may be
subdivided into multiple Element of Occurrence Identification numbers (EOID) to record
separate identification events or sub-locations. Additionally, a search of both vouchered and
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un-vouchered (photo only) specimens in the Illinois Natural History Survey (INHS), University of
[llinois Museum of Natural History (UIMNH), and non-INHS lllinois Amphibian and Reptile
databases maintained by the lllinois Natural History Survey was conducted. Together these
databases are merged and accessed through the All_IL_Herps database at INHS and are
updated semi-annually. The locations of any results were plotted onto aerial photographs of
the Environmental Survey Request (ESR) corridor and examined to search for suitable habitat
for the species.

Field Methods

On 01 April 2021 INHS Herpetologist A.R. Kuhns and INHS Graduate Research Assistant Tyler
Stewart conducted a visual encounter survey at the project area (Figure 1) for 0.5 person-hours.
Specifically, we looked for low-lying areas in native prairie habitats with an abundance of
crayfish burrows in or near the proposed trail (crayfish burrows are used as refugia by Kirtland’s
Snake). We documented two low-lying areas along the proposed trail that had suitable habitat
for the Kirtland’s Snake and deployed cover objects. Cover objects were 19.7 x 19.7” vinyl-
backed carpet tiles (Figure 2). Tiles were set with the vinyl size up (i.e., upside down) at
approximately 5-meter intervals. Grid A occurs near the current terminus of the Plum Creek
Greenway trail south of Burville Road and consists of 40 carpet tiles set in a 4 x 10 pattern. Grid
B is approximately 750’ southwest of grid A and is set in a 6 x 10 grid pattern. Survey methods
consisted of lifting each coverboard and capturing snakes sheltered underneath. Snakes were
identified to species and immediately released at their capture location. We recorded date,
species, coverboard array, and coverboard number for all captures. Survey methods were
approved under Protocol 19057 of the University of lllinois Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee, as required by the Federal Animal Welfare Act (CFR Title 9 Parts 1, 2, and 3).

Analytical Methods

We generated detection frequencies per coverboard check for each species for each grid array
and for both arrays combined. We also generated Shannon Diversity Indices (H) and the
Simpson Diversity Index (D) for grid array A, grid array B, and combined. Finally, we calculated
Sorensen’s coefficient of similarity (CC) to look for differences between the two arrays. CC
values range from 0 (no overlap) to 1 (complete overlap).

RESULTS

Database Review

There are records for two state-listed snakes (IESPB 2020) within a few miles of the project
area: the Eastern Massasauga, Sistrurus catenatus; and the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii
(Figure 1). The Eastern Massasauga Rattlesnake is likely extirpated as none have been observed
in the region for over 20 years, although our sampling method would also allow for their
detection.

Kirtland’s Snake occurs along Plum Creek both up and downstream from our study area (Figure
1). Goodenow Grove Forest Preserve, 1 mile west-southwest of the in Plum Valley Preserve, has
a known population of the species including captures in 2021 (Stewart, unpublished data).
There are also records from 1994 approximately 4 miles upstream (northeast) near Sterger
Road in Bloom Township.



Field Surveys
Coverboards were set on 01 April and checked 19 times from 09 April through 27 October 2021.

Late April and early May checks produced the greatest numbers of snakes and no snakes were
detected after 01 September 2021 (Table 1). Kirtland’s Snake was not detected in the Plum
Valley Preserve. However, we made 209 captures of grassland snakes from the two coverboard
arrays. Snake species richness was 5 and included 71 Common Gartersnake, Thamnophis
sirtalis; 53 Red-bellied Snake, Storeria occipitomaculata; 53 Dekays’ Brownsnake, S. dekayi; 31
Plains Gartersnake, T. radix; and one Common Watersnake, Nerodia sipedon (Table 1). We also
captured one Blue-spotted Salamander, Ambystoma laterale, on 15 October 2021, which was
excluded from all analyses.

Analytical Results

We excluded the October samples from our analysis as they were the second and third
consecutive check with no snake detections, suggesting that snakes at the site were inactive
and no longer available for detection. Detection frequencies ranged from a low of 0.001 for the
Northern Watersnake in Grid A, to 0.087 for Common Gartersnake also in Grid A (Table 2).
Shannon Diversity Index values (H) were 1.28 for Array A, 1.35 for Array B, and 1.37 combined
indicating that the species and their abundances are evenly distributed throughout the sampled
areas. Simpson Diversity Indices (D) were 0.71 for Array A, 0.74 for Array B, and 0.74 combined,
indicating high species diversity at each site and overall. The Sorensen’s coefficient of
community similarity indicated nearly equal overlap of species (CC = 0.89)

DISCUSSION

The Kirtland’s Snake is a shy and secretive species and thus one of the most difficult snakes in
[llinois to observe or capture during surveys. Their primarily subterranean existence results in
few direct observations of the species. Deploying coverboards in potentially suitable habitat has
proven to be one of the most effective means of documenting this species' presence. For this
report, we sampled for grassland snake species in Plum Valley Preserve, Will County, Illinois
using two coverboard arrays placed in low lying areas of the preserve. No state-listed herptiles
were detected in this study of the area. The community of other grassland snakes observed
during our surveys had a Shannon Diversity Index value of 1.37; indicating an abundant and
evenly distributed snake community. Similarly, the Simpson Diversity Index of 0.74 also
indicates a diverse snake community. The snake communities sampled from the two grid arrays
were very similar with a Sorensen Coefficient of Similarity of 0.89, which is not surprising
considering the sites were within 300 m and likely represent the same population. Therefore,
while no threatened or endangered herptiles were present, a diverse snake community is
present in the Plum Valley Preserve.
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Table 1. Snake captures by species and date for coverboard arrays (A and B) set in Plum Valley Preserve in Will County, lllinois from
09 April through 15 October 2021.

Common Watersnake | Dekay's Brownsnake Red-bellied Snake | Plains Gartersnake | Common Gartersnake
Nerodia sipedon Storeria dekayi S. occipitomaculata| Thamnophis radix T. sirtalis
Date | A B A B A B A B A B Daily Totals
9-Apr | O 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 6
16-Apr | O 0 2 0 6 0 1 0 1 0 10
23-Apr | O 0 1 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 5
30-Apr | O 0 7 3 7 2 2 1 6 1 29
7-May | 0 0 4 2 10 3 0 4 12 0 35
14-May | O 0 5 0 1 0 1 3 8 0 18
26-May | O 0 5 0 2 2 0 1 6 2 18
3-Jun | O 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 7 1 14
30-Jun | O 0 7 3 2 0 0 1 7 0 20
8-Jul | 1 0 8 0 4 0 2 1 5 3 24
12-Jul | O 0 1 3 3 1 1 3 2 2 16
20-Jul | O 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3
29-Jul | O 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 2 5
5-Aug | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3
18-Aug | O 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
1-Sep | O 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
23-Sep | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15-Oct | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
27-Oct | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Species/Array Totals | 1 0 42 11 44 9 13 18 59 12 209
Species Totals 1 53 53 31 71 209




Table 2. Frequencies of detection of grassland snake species under coverboard arrays in Plum
Valley Preserve in Will County, lllinois from 09 April through 23 September 2021.

Array A Array B Overall
Species | N  Occasions Frequency N  Occasions Frequency N  Occasions Frequency
Common Watersnake 1 680 0.001 1 1700 0.001
Dekay’s Brownsnake | 42 680 0.062 | 11 1020 0.011| 53 1700 0.031
Red-bellied Snake | 44 680 0.065 | 9 1020 0.009| 53 1700 0.031
Plains Gartersnake | 13 680 0.019 | 13 1020 0.013| 31 1700 0.018
Common Gartersnake | 59 680 0.087 | 12 1020 0.012( 71 1700 0.042




Figure C.1. Herpetile Element Occurrence Records near the Plum Valley Preserve in Will County,
lllinois. Inset depicts coverboard arrays labeled as Site A and Site B and a potential route for the

extension of a multi-use trail.
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Figure 2. Cover object placed in situ. Photograph by Andrew R. Kuhns.
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PROJECT SUMMARY

This report details results of a habitat assessment and a herpetological survey for the Kirtland’s
Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, in preparation for the continuation of the Plum Creek Greenway
Trail from south of Burville Road to 265t Street in Will County, lllinois (IDOT sequence No.
23621A, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT). Information on the natural history and ecology of the
Kirtland’s Snake, the only herptile listed as threatened or endangered in lllinois that is known to
occur near the project area, can be found in Appendix A. Coverboard arrays were set in two
low lying areas along the proposed path on 01 April 2021. Surveys were conducted by INHS
personnel A.R. Kuhns and T. Stewart under lllinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR)
State Threatened and Endangered Species Permits 10812 (2021) and 14983 (2022) as required
under the lllinois Endangered Species Protection Act (520 ILCS 10/4), lllinois Herptile Scientific
and Research Collecting Permits (HCSP) 19-04 and 22-34, and Will County Forest Preserve
District Special Use Permit 21-10. Coverboard sites are mapped in Appendix C and images are
included in Appendix D. The spatial data shown in Figure C.1 of Appendix C were digitally
uploaded to the Further Studies lllinois Site Assessment Tracking System
(https://isats.dot.illinois.gov/), and are herein referenced as Appendix E. We made 312
captures of six species of snakes, including three Kirtland’s Snakes from Site A at the current
terminus of the Plum Creek Greenway Trail.
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INTRODUCTION

In a transmittal dated 10 May 2022, Joe Bartletti of the Illinois Department of Transportation
(IDOT) Bureau of Design and Environment tasked the Illinois Natural History Survey (INHS) to
conduct a habitat assessment and a herpetological survey for the presence of the state
threatened Kirtland’s Snake in Plum Valley Preserve along the current Plum Creek Greenway
Trail in Plum Valley Preserve, Will County, Illinois (IDOT sequence No. 23621A). The existing
crushed limestone trail, slated to be paved with asphalt, currently extends from the Plum Valley
Preserve parking lot south of Burville Road, south for approximately 1 mile. Prior surveys
conducted during 2021 (Kuhns 2021) in response to the original tasking for this project area
examined a proposed path for an extension of this trail from the current trail terminus to 265"
Street in Will County, Illinois (IDOT Seq. No. 23641, IDOT section no. 20-F3000-06-BT).

This report includes data collected for both the original tasking (summarized in Kuhns 2021) and
for this present addendum tasking. The natural history and ecology of the Kirtland’s Snake,
listed as a state threatened species in Illinois (lllinois Endangered Species Protection Board
[IESPB] 2020) can be found in Appendix A.

PROJECT AREA

The site occurs on the Dyer, Illinois, U.S. Geological Survey 7.5” topographic quadrangle map in
Township 34 North, Range 14 East, Sections 23 and 26, in Will County, lllinois. The current
Greenway Trail runs from the Plum Valley Preserve Parking lot off Burville Road, south for
approximately 1 mile. The 1.5-mile Plum Creek Greenway Trail addition will extend from the
existing trail west of Greenwood Avenue, along-256™" Street, Woodlawn Avenue, and 263"
Street, then northeasterly through Plum Valley Preserve —to connect with the existing trail
south of Burville Road (Appendix C: Figure C.1). The habitat surrounding the proposed work
consists of residential neighborhoods, wooded riparian areas, and old field habitat that has
been reverted to prairie.

METHODS

Database Review

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database maintained by the lllinois Department of Natural
Resources (IDNR) was queried for Element Occurrence Records (EOR) of threatened and
endangered amphibians and reptiles within a mile of the project boundary. Each EOR may be
subdivided into multiple Element of Occurrence Identification numbers (EOID) to record
separate identification events or sub-locations. Additionally, a search of both vouchered and
un-vouchered (photo only) specimens in the Illinois Natural History Survey (INHS), University of
[llinois Museum of Natural History (UIMNH), and non-INHS lllinois Amphibian and Reptile
databases maintained by the lllinois Natural History Survey was conducted. Together these
databases are merged and accessed through the All_IL_Herps database at INHS and are
updated semi-annually. The locations of any results were plotted onto aerial photographs of
the Environmental Survey Request (ESR) corridor and examined to search for suitable habitat
for the species.




Field Methods

On 01 April 2021 INHS Herpetologist A.R. Kuhns and INHS Graduate Research Assistant Tyler
Stewart conducted a visual encounter survey at the project area (Appendix C: Figure C.1;
Appendix D: Plates 1-2) for 0.5 person-hours. Specifically, we looked for low-lying areas in
native prairie habitats with an abundance of crayfish burrows in or near the proposed trail
(crayfish burrows are used as refugia by Kirtland’s Snake). We documented two low-lying areas
along the proposed trail that had suitable habitat for the Kirtland’s Snake and deployed cover
objects (Appendix C: Figure C.1). Cover objects were 19.7 x 19.7” vinyl-backed carpet tiles
(Appendix D: Plate 1). Tiles were set with the vinyl size up (i.e., upside down) at approximately
5-meter intervals. Site A occurs near the current terminus of the Plum Creek Greenway trail
south of Burville Road and consists of 40 carpet tiles (20” X 20”) set in a 4 x 10 pattern
(Appendix C: Figure C.1). Site B is approximately 750’ southwest of Site A and issetina 6 x 10
grid pattern (Appendix C: Figure C.1). On 03 June 2022, the existing Plum Creek Greenway Trail
was walked by A.R. Kuhns to conduct a habitat assessment and Visual Encounter Survey for
herpetofauna. Survey methods are detailed in Appendix B and were approved under Protocol
19057 of the University of Illinois Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee, as required by
the Federal Animal Welfare Act (CFR Title 9 Parts 1, 2, and 3).

RESULTS

Database Review

There are records for three state-listed herptiles (Eastern Massasauga Rattlesnake, Sistrurus
catenatus; Four-Toed Salamander, Hemidactylium scutatum; and Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis
kirtlandii) within a few miles of the project (Appendix C: Figure C.1; IESPB 2020). The Eastern
Massasauga Rattlesnake is likely extirpated as none have been observed in the region for over
20 years, although our sampling method would also allow for their detection. We did not
sample for the Four-Toed Salamander as there is no suitable habitat for them in or near the ESR
area.

Kirtland’s Snake occurs along Plum Creek both up and downstream from the proposed addition
to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail (Appendix C: Figure C.1). Goodenow Grove Forest Preserve, 1
mile west-southwest of the in Plum Valley Preserve, has a known population of the species
including captures in 2021 and 2022. There are also records from 1994 approximately 4 miles
upstream (northeast) near Sterger Road in Bloom Township.

Field Surveys
One Red-bellied Snake, Storeria occipitomaculata was found dead on the extant trail during the

site visit on 03 June 2022 (Appendix D: Plate 2). Potentially suitable habitat for the Kirtland’s
Snake was apparent adjacent to the trail throughout.

Coverboards were set on 01 April and checked nine times from 09 April through 30 June 2021
and seven times from 29 April through 13 June 2022. We captured 331 snakes over 2600
coverboard checks of the two sites (Table 1). May coverboard checks produced the greatest
numbers of snakes (Table 1). Species Richness was 6 for Site A and 4 for Site B. Total captures
over both sites were by order of abundance Common Gartersnake, Thamnophis sirtalis (140),
Dekay’s Brownsnake, Storeria dekayi (65), Red-bellied Snake, S. occipitomaculata (63), Plains



Gartersnake T. radix (59), Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii (3), and Common Watersnake,
Nerodia sipedon (1); (Table 2). Kirtland’s Snake and Common Watersnake were not detected in

Site B (Tables 1 & 2).

Detection frequencies ranged from >0.001 for Northern Watersnake to 0.05 for Common

Gartersnake (Table 2). Shannon Diversity Index values (H) were 1.33 for Site A, 1.292 for Site B,

and 1.49 combined- indicating that the species and their abundances are evenly distributed
throughout the sampled areas.

Table 1. Snake captures by species and date for coverboard arrays set in Plum Valley Preserve
in Will County, Illinois from 09 April through 13 June 2022.

Kirtland’s

Snake

C. kirtlandii

A
2021
April
May
June
July

August

September
2022
April
May
June

Grand Total

O O O o o o

w = N O

B

O O O o o o

o O O o

Common
Watersnake
N. sipedon
A B
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 0

Dekay’s
Brownsnake
S. dekayi
A B
10 3
14 2
8 3
10 3
0 0
0 0
2 1
6 2
1 0
51 14

Table 2. Frequencies of detection of grassland snake species under coverboard arrays in Plum
Valley Preserve in Will County, lllinois from 09 April through 13 June 2022.

Species
Kirtland’s Snake

Clonophis kirtlandii
Common Watersnake
Nerodia sipedon
Dekay’s Brownsnake
Storeria dekayi
Red-bellied Snake

S. occipitomaculata
Plain’s Gartersnake
Thamnophis radix
Common Gartersnake
T. sirtalis

N
3

1

51

48

17

93

Site A

Occasions
1040

1040

1040

1040

1040

1040

Frequency
0.0029

0.0010

0.0490

0.0462

0.0164

0.0894

N
0

0

14

15

42

47

Species
Red-bellied Plain’s Common
Snake Gartersnake Gartersnake
S. occipitomaculata T. radix T. sirtalis Sum
A B A B A B

21 2 4 1 8 1 50
13 5 1 8 26 2 71
3 0 0 5 14 1 34

7 1 7 4 8 7 48

0 0 1 0 3 0 4

0 1 0 0 0 1 2

1 0 0 7 3 1 15

3 5 2 13 26 23 82

0 1 2 4 5 11 25
48 15 17 42 93 47 331

Site B Overall

Occasions Frequency N Occasions | Frequency
1560 0.0000 3 2600 0.0012
1560 0.0000 1 2600 0.0004
1560 0.0090 65 2600 0.0250
1560 0.0096 63 2600 0.0242
1560 0.0269 59 2600 0.0227
1560 0.0301 140 2600 0.0538



DISCUSSION

The Kirtland’s Snake is a shy and secretive species and thus one of the most difficult snakes in
Illinois to observe or capture during surveys (Appendix A). Their primarily subterranean
existence results in few direct observations of the species. Deploying coverboards in potentially
suitable habitat has proven to be one of the most effective means of documenting this species
presence. However, it is not typically feasible to do so for most projects. Because this work was
in a public preserve, it allowed a more thorough examination of the snake community using
coverboards. The community of grassland snakes observed to be present during our surveys in
2021 and 2022 had a Shannon Diversity Index value of 1.49 indicating an abundant and evenly
distributed snake community. The current greenway trail does pass through potential Kirtland
Snake habitat and one Redbellied Snake was found deceased on the trail during the site visit on
03 June 2022. Areas of concern are low lying areas with culverts that pass under the trail. These
sites have crayfish burrows and rip rap present that may be used as refugia for Kirtland’s
Snakes. If work for the present trail can be limited to the trail surface, it should reduce the
chance of take. Three state threatened Kirtland’s Snake were found in Site A (Appendix C:
Figure C.1) at the current terminus of the trail and in the direct path of the proposed addition
(IDOT sequence No. 23621A, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT) to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail in
Will County, Illinois.
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Appendix A.

Natural History of the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii,
Listed as Threatened in the State of Illinois.

SYNOPSIS

This appendix presents information on the Kirtland’s Snake, Clonophis kirtlandii, listed as a
threatened species in the State of lllinois, because there is some possibility of its occurrence
within the project area. The species account includes diagnostic characters, range in Illinois,
habitat requirements, spatial ecology and activity, reproduction, and the suitable sampling
season in lllinois. Standard and scientific names follow Crother (2012).

Species range maps were created by Ethan J. Kessler. Maps were based upon data in the lllinois
Natural History Survey’s All_IL_Herps Database which contains records of vouchered and un-
vouchered specimens in the lllinois Natural History Survey (INHS), University of lllinois Museum
of Natural History (UIMNH), and amphibian and reptile specimens from ~30 other science
museums. The database is maintained by INHS/UIMNH Amphibian and Reptile Curator,
Christopher A. Phillips, with records from other institutions updated annually.
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KIRTLAND’S SNAKE,

o

o

CLONOPHIS KIRTLANDII

.

General Description for Identification: Like the other natricine snake species, the Kirtland’s
Snake has keeled scales and a divided anal plate. It is a small species that is distinguished by
other snakes in lllinois, by its red or orange venter with contrasting black spots on each ventral

scale.

Range: Within lllinois, Kirtland’s snake primarily
inhabits the southern till plain and extends north
in the Chicago Region. It is absent from the
sandy soil habitats in these areas.

Suitable Habitat: Historically, wet prairies, wet
meadows, prairie fens, and associated wetlands,
especially those that were seasonally flooded
and adjacent to upland areas, were the
preferred habitats for Kirtland’s Snakes (Ernst
and Ernst 2003). Most of these habitats have
long since been destroyed through agricultural
practices and other development. Present
habitat consists of open, low, grassy areas, often
at the margins of streams, ponds, or ditches
(Minton, 1972; Ernst and Barbour 1989; Bavetz
1994). Crayfish burrows are used as shelter
although Kirtland’s snakes have been collected in
vacant lots in urban areas where crayfish
burrows are not present. When crayfish burrows
are not present they hide under boards, trash,
and other surface debris (Ernst and Ernst 2003).
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Reproduction: Little is known about the life history of the Kirtland’s Snake due to its secretive
nature. Courtship behavior has been observed in September in lllinois (Anton et al. 2003).

Activity: Kirtland’s Snakes are reported to be most active in April and May (spring) and October
(autumn) and enter hibernation in late October to early November (Ernst and Ernst 2003).
Snakes may den communally (Anton et al. 2003).

Suitable Sampling Seasons: This species is shy and secretive, spending most of its time below
ground and under large cover objects. Anecdotal evidence suggests that they are most often
surface-active when temperatures are below 70 F on overcast days in the spring and fall.

lllinois Status: Kirtland’s Snake is listed as threatened in lllinois (lllinois Endangered Species
Protection Board 2020). The primary threat to the species in lllinois is the destruction of habitat
(Phillips et al. 2022).
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APPENDIX B

Sampling methods appropriate for the detection of amphibians and
reptiles listed as endangered or threatened in the state of lllinois.
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Table B.1. Species of amphibians and reptiles listed as threatened or endangered in lllinois and

potential sampling methods for their detection.

State Listed Herptiles

Threatened

Endangered

Minnow Trap

AMPHIBIANS

SALIENTIA

Ambystoma
jeffersonianum

>

Ambystoma platineum

>

Cryptobranchus
alleganiensis

Call Survey

Visual Encounter

Hoop Trap

Fyke Net

Seine

Drift Fence

Coverboard

Desmognathus conanti

Hemidactylium scutatum

>

Necturus maculosus

ANURA

Hyla avivoca

>

Pseudacris streckerii

Gastrophryne
carolinensis

REPTILES

TESTUDINES

Apalone mutica

Clemmys guttata

Emydoidea blandingii

Kinosternon flavescens

Macrochelys temminckii

Pseudemys concinna

XX | X | X|X|[X

Terrapene ornata

SERPENTES

Clonophis kirtlandii

>

Crotalus horridus

Pantherophis emoryi

Heterodon nasicus

Masticophis flagellum

Nerodia fasciata

Nerodia cyclopion

Sistrurus catenatus

Tantilla gracilis

Thamnophis sauritus

>

Tropidoclonion lineatum
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Sampling Methods for the Detection of State Listed
Amphibians and Reptiles

ACTIVE SAMPLING METHODS

Call Survey. This method is only effective for anurans during the breeding season. The
researcher either visits wetlands in the evening hours to listen to the frog chorus, or places an
audio recording device at the wetland during the day and returns the following morning to
retrieve the recording. In either case, the researcher must be familiar with the calls of frogs and
toads in the area in order to identify the species based only upon the calls in the chorus. To be
effective, the researcher must also be familiar with the ecology of the target species and
sample during its breeding season in habitats where it is likely to reside.

Dip Netting. A dip net is useful for sampling aquatic animals and can be used to capture
individuals observed or as a means of blindly sampling for aquatic organisms in vegetation
choked or turbid water. Typically, a researcher will pull the net along the substrate and through
the water column for approximately 3 feet, and then finish the net sweep by pulling the net up
and out of the water with the net opening facing upward. The researcher can then remove any
substrate or detritus from the net and search for captured animals.

Seine. A seine is a fishing net that hangs vertically in the water column suspended by floats with
the bottom edge held down by weights. The net is dragged along the bottom of aquatic
habitats and captures aquatic amphibians and reptiles when it is drawn onto shore or scooped
out of the water. In many ways, it functions much like a large dip net when used for amphibian
and reptile sampling.

Visual Encounter Survey (VES). Visual encounter surveys involve searching appropriate habitat
(mainly turning cover items such as logs, rocks and miscellaneous debris and also visually
scanning open habitats) and recording all species encountered. Surveys can be regimented such
as by walking pre-defined grid patterns and time limits, or in a more haphazard wandering
pattern. This method is most effective if the researcher is familiar with the target species
ecology and can focus on habitat areas where the species is most likely to be encountered, as
well as time of day and seasons when the species is most active. A thorough explanation of this
technique can be found in Heyer et al. (1994).

PASSIVE SAMPLING METHODS

Drift Fence. A drift fence is any object that is placed perpendicular to the ground surface as a
way to intercept animals that may be passing through. It is often constructed of hardware cloth
or silt fencing buries a few inches into the ground to prevent burrowing; but natural cover items
such as large logs or rock formations may also function as a drift fence. Animals are captured by
travelling parallel to the fence until they fall into a receptacle, such as a bucket or coffee can,
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which has been buried flush with the substrate. Similarly, funnel traps can be placed along the
drift fence to capture animals that are walking along the fence. This technique is covered in
Heyer et al. (1994) and-McDiarmid et al. (2012).

Coverboards. Coverboards are essentially any item sitting flush with the substrate under which
an amphibian or reptile may seek refuge. Artificial coverboards are often made of plywood or
corrugated tin and are placed in areas likely to harbor the species of interest. Coverboards
often attract small mammals and invertebrates as well which may enhance their ability to
attract amphibians and reptiles. Well-seasoned artificial cover objects with little vegetation
underneath them seem to work better in attracting herptiles, therefore their use most effective
for long term projects when they can be set out many months in advance of surveys.

Minnow Trap. Traps may be constructed of rope, monofilament, or steel and may have funnels
or throats, at one or both ends which allow the animal to enter into the trap body but prevent
them from easily exiting the trap. Minnow traps may be cylindrical or rectangular and can be
baited or not depending on the target species. If baited, the bait is refreshed every 2 to 4 days.
Traps are usually placed so that a portion of the trap placed in water is emergent so that
captured animals have access to air and will not drown. However, in riverine environments,
where there is little to no probability of capturing non-gilled species, the traps may be fully
submerged. Effort is recorded in trap hours (i.e., number of traps multiplied by the number of
hours the traps were deployed). Results are reported as the numbers of each species captured.

Hoop Trap. These traps work on the same principal as minnow traps but are larger in diameter
and have larger throats to allow for the capture of larger animals such as turtles (Legler 1960).
All hoop traps are placed such that at least 5cm of the trap is above the surface of the water to
ensure captured turtles have access to air. Traps are tied via string or rope to surrounding
vegetation to ensure that captured turtles do not roll traps into deeper water and drown. Traps
are placed parallel to either the shoreline or potential basking sites. Traps are baited (usually
with sardines canned in spring water or oil). Traps are checked daily and bait is changed every 2
to 4 days. Effort is recorded in trap hours (i.e., number of traps multiplied by the number of
hours the traps were deployed). Results are reported as the numbers of each species captured.

Fyke Net. This trapping method is essentially a combination of a Drift Fence and a Hoop Trap. It
consists of a hoop trap body with a single throat, and long wings and a lead that extend out
from the throat in a double V formation (Figure B.1). Wings and leads have a lead-line that
makes them hang vertically in the water column. This essentially extends the reach of the
throat and works well for turtle species that are not attracted to readily available baits. It can
be used to intercept turtles entering a cove or attempting to access a popular basking site, by
funneling them into the trap body where the throat prevents them from escaping. A description
of Fyke Nets can be found in Vogt (1980).
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Figure B.1. Fyke Net set to capture turtles attempting to enter a cove (as viewed from above).
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APPENDIX C

Figures relevant to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail project from South
of Burville Road to 265%™ Street in Will County, Illinois (IDOT sequence
No. 23621A, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT)
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Figure C.1. Herptile Element Occurrence Records relative to Plum Creek Greenway Trail project
from south of Burville Road to 265 Street in Will County, Illinois (IDOT sequence No. 23621A,
Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT).
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APPENDIX D

Photograph relative to the Plum Creek Greenway Trail project from
South of Burville Road to 265™ Street in Will County, lllinois (IDOT
sequence No. 23621A, Section No. 20-F3000-06-BT)
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Plate 2. Deceased Réd-bellied Snake, Storeria occipitomaéulata, found on Plum Creek
Greenway Trail on 03 June 2022. While the exact cause of mortality is unknown the injuries
appear consistent with being run over by a bicycle tire. Photograph by A.R. Kuhns.
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APPENDIX E
Arc-GIS Shapefiles

An ArcGIS folder <23621A_Herp_Survey_GIS.zip> containing an Arc-GIS shapefile of the
sampled area constitutes this appendix. The ArcGIS shapefile and this report will be submitted
to IDOT via the IDOT Site Assessment Tracking System extranet website.
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APPENDIX C

Engineering Plans
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INDEX OF SHEETS

GENERAL NOTES

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILELS$

HEET N RIPTION UTILITIES
SHEET NO.  DESCRIPTION 1. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE . ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS
1 COVER SHEET "STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR ROAD AND BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION', TO SANITARY AND STORM SEWERS, WATER MAINS AND THEIR . SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL (SESC) FEATURES MUST BE
2 INDEX OF SHEETS, GENERAL NOTES AND STANDARDS ADOPTED JANUARY 1, 2022; THE LATEST EDITION OF THE “ILLINOIS RESPECTIVE SERVICE LINES, SHOWN ON THE PLANS ARE CONSTRUCTED PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF UPLAND DISTURBANCE. SOIL
3-9 SUMMARY OF QUANTITIES MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES FOR STREETS AND APPROXIMATE ONLY. UNDERGROUND FACILITIES REPRESENTS ONLY DISTURBANCE MUST BE PHASED OR ENACTED IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO
10-11 TYPICAL SECTIONS HIGHWAYS’* (IMUTCD), THE “DETAILS” IN THE PLANS, AND THE THE OPINION OF THE ENGINEER, AS TO THE LOCATION OF SUCH MINIMIZE EROSION. SOIL STABILIZATION MEASURES MUST CONSIDER THE TIME
12 SCHEDULE OF QUANTITIES SPECIAL PROVISIONS’ INCLUDED IN THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. UTILITIES AND IS ONLY INCLUDED FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF THE OF YEAR, SITE CONDITIONS AND THE USE OF TEMPORARY AND/OR PERMANENT
13-15 ALIGNMENT AND TIES BIDDER. IT SHALL BE THE CONTRACTOR’S RESPONSIBILITY TO HAVE MEASURES.
16-20 REMOVAL PLAN 2. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR’S RESPONSIBILITY TO ASCERTAIN EXISTING THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY COMPANIES FIELD LOCATE ALL UTILITIES
21-30 PLAN AND PROFILE FIELD CONDITIONS PRIOR TO BIDDING ON THIS PROJECT. AS NECESSARY, PRIOR T0 STARTING CONSTRUCTION.  THE . UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED, ALL VEGETATIVE AND STRUCTURAL EROSION
31 TRAFFIC CONTROL / CONTRACTOR ACCESS CONTRACTOR SHLL NOTIFY J.U.L.I.LE. AT (800) 892-0123, AND ALL AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PRACTICES WILL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM
32-36 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN AND DETAILS 3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL LIMIT HIS/HER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES TO PUBLIC AND PRIVATE UTILITIES BEFORE STARTING CONSTRUCTION. ACCORDING TO THE STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS IN THE ILLINOIS URBAN
37-41 LANDSCAPING / SIGNING PLAN THE WORK AREAS DESIGNATED ON THE PLANS. ANY DAMAGE TO AREAS MANUAL, REVISED TO LATEST VERSION AS AMENDED. A COPY OF THE
42-49 BRIDGE PLANS AND DETAILS OUTSIDE OF THESE LIMITS SHALL BE REPAIRED BY THE CONTRACTOR . THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PROTECTION OF APPROVED SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL (SESC) PLAN AND THE
50-55 DETAIL SHEETS TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE ENGINEER. ALL UNDERGROUND OR SURFACE UTILITIES EVEN THOUGH THEY MAY STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP) MUST BE MAINTAINED ON
56-57 DISTRICT 1 DETAILS NOT BE SHOWN ON THE PLANS. ANY UTILITY THAT IS DAMAGED THE SITE AT ALL TIMES.
58-80  CROSS SECTIONS 4, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE FOREST PRESERVE DISTRICT OF DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE REPAIRED OR REPLACED TO THE
WILL COUNTY REPRESENTATIVE AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF SATISFACTION OF THE ENGINEER. . THE EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS SHOWN ON THE PLANS ARE THE
BEGINNING WORK AND COORDINATE ALL CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS MINIMUM ~ REQUIREMENTS. ADDITIONAL MEASURES MAY BE REQUIRED AS
WITH THE ENGINEER. DIRECTED BY THE ENGINEER. ALL ADDITIONAL MEASURES MUST BE IN PLACE
WITHIN 3 DAYS OF DISTURBANCE AND ANY EMERGENCY SESC MEASURES MUST
5. THE CONTRACTOR WILL BE REQUIRED TO RELOCATE OR REMOVE AND BE INSTALLED IMMEDIATELY.
REPLACE SIGNS WHICH INTERFERE WITH CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS,
AND TO TEMPORARILY RESET ALL SUCH SIGNS DURING CONSTRUCTION . THE CONTRACTOR MUST CLEAN UP, GRADE THE WORK AREAS AS THE PROJECT
OPERATIONS. IF EXISTING SIGNS ARE DAMAGED DURING THE REMOVAL PROGRESSES, AND INSTALL TEMPORARY OR PERMANET EROSION PROTECTION TO
AND REPLACEMENT PROCESS, THE SIGN SHALL BE REPLACED. CONTROL SOIL EROSION, OR INSTALL APPROPRIATE SEDIMENT CONTROL
DEVICES TO TRAP SEDIMENT. PAVEMENT MUST BE CLEANED DAILY OR AS
DISTRICT 1 DETAILS 6. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL GIVE NOTICES AND COMPLY WITH APPLICABLE NECESSARY TO REMOVE TRACK-OUT MATERIAL.
LAWS, ORDINANCES, RULES, REGULATIONS AND LAWFUL ORDERS OF ALL
BD-32 BUTT JOINTS AND HMA TAPERS PUBLIC AUTHORITIES BEARING ON SAFETY OF PERSONS OR PROPERTY . ACCESS TO THE WORK AREA WILL ONLY BE ALLOWED FROM STABILIZED
BM-20 PRUNING FOR SAFETY AND EQUIPMENT CLEARANCE OR THEIR PROTECTION FROM DAMAGE, INJURY OR LOSS. CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCES WHERE SHOWN ON THE PLAN. ANY SOIL REACHING
PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ROADWAYS MUST BE REMOVED IMMEDIATELY.
7. GEOTECHNICAL  FABRIC FOR  GROUND  STABILIZATION  AND/OR
AGGREGATE SUBGRADE IMPROVEMENT (CU YD) HAVE BEEN PROVIDED . DURING DE-WATERING/PUMPING OPERATIONS, ONLY UNCONTAMINATED WATER
FOR USE FOR SOILS THAT TEND TO BE UNSTABLE AND/OR SHOULD BE ALLOWED TO DISCHARGE TO PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS, WATERS
UNSUITABLE. THE ACTUAL NEED FOR REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT OF THE STATE, OR TO A STORM SEWER SYSTEM (IN ACCORDANCE WITH LOCAL
WITH ABOVE ITEM WILL BE DETERMINED IN THE FIELD AT THE TIME PERMITS). INLET HOSES SHOULD BE FLOATED AT THE SURFACE OF THE WATER
OF CONSTRUCTION BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER. ALL IN ORDER TO LIMIT THE AMOUNT OF SEDIMENT INTAKE. PUMPING OPERATIONS
POTENTIALLY UNSTABLE SOILS SHOULD BE TESTED WITH A STATIC OR MAY BE DISCHARGED TO A STABILIZED AREA THAT CONSISTS OF AN ENERGY
DYNAMIC CONE PENETROMETER AND TREATED IN ACCORDANCE WITH DISSIPATING DEVICE (E.G. STONE), SEDIMENT FILTER BAG, OR BOTH. ADEQUATE
HIGHWAY STANDARDS ARTICLE 301.04 OF THE SSRBC AND IDOT SUBGRADE STABILITY EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS SHOULD BE USED DURING DE-WATERING
MANUAL. IF  UNSTABLE AND/OR UNSUITABLE SOILS ARE NOT OPERATIONS AS NECESSARY. DE-WATERING SEDIMENT LADEN WATER DIRECTLY
000001-08  STANDARD SYMBOLS, ABBREVIATIONS AND PATTERNS ENCOUNTERED, THEN THE QUANTITY SHALL BE DEDUCTED AND NO INTO FIELD TILES, STORM WATER STRUCTURES, OR “WATERS OF THE US” IS
001001-02  AREAS OF REINFORCEMENT BARS ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION WILL BE DUE TO THE CONTRACTOR PROHIBITED.
280001-07  TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL SYSTEMS :
424026-03  ENTRANCE / ALLEY PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS 8. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WITH . CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES MUST BE SCHEDULED TO MINIMIZE THE TIME SOIL
515001-04  NAME PLATE FOR BRIDGES OTHER ROADWAY PROJECTS WITHIN THE AREA THAT ARE UNDER IS EXPOSED AND UNPROTECTED. IN NO CASE WILL THE EXISTING VEGETATION
542301-05  PRECAST REINFORCED CONCRETE FLARED END SECTION CONSTRUCTION AT THE SAME TIME. BE DESTROYED, REMOVED, OR DISTURBED MORE THAN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS
701001-02 OFF-RD OPERATIONS, 2L, 2W, MORE TIHAN 15/ A\fleY PRIOR TO THE INITATION OF IMPROVEMENTS.
701006-05 gzcé:ENTogggéTIONs. 2L, 2W, 15 TO 24" FROM 9. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT KALPANA KANNAN-HOSADURGA, THE
, . DISTRICT ONE TRAFFIC CONTROL SUPERVISOR, AT . ALL DISTURBED SOILS ARE TO BE STABILIZED, TEMPORARILY OR
701101-05  OFF-RD OPERATIONS, MULTILANE, 15° TO 24" FROM KALPANA.KANNAN-HOSADURGARILLINOIS.GOV A MINIMUM 72 HOURS IN PERMANENTLY, WITHIN SEVEN (7) DAYS OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY HAVING
PAVEMENT EDCE ADVANCE OF BEGINNING WORK. CEASED IF THE SOIL IS TO REMAIN UNDISTURBED FOR MORE THAN FOURTEEN
701301-04 LANE CLOSURE, 2L, 2W, SHORT TIME OPERATIONS (14) DAYS.
e l(_):‘::ls HOSHI 2 s WOV GrETATians - oA 10 ;SETE(?'I('JI'\:)TRA%LOR SHAELIST?EG R’ESBF’()I';S[B(;.FE P’;?R T e THE CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH AND OBTAIN ANY NECESSARY
N ALL X N UBL VATE ROADWAYS, .
701501-06 URBAN LANE CLOSURE, 2L, 2W, UNDIVIDED STRUCTURES, AND UTILITIES PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION PERMITS FROM THE WILL/SOUTH COOK SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION
T o T O O oo SHALK CLOSURE AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY DAMAGE TO SAID ROADWAYS, DISTRICT
STRUCTURES, AND UTILITIES. ANY ROADWAY, STRUCTURE, OR UTILITY
720001-01  SIGN PANEL MOUNTING DETAILS THAT IS DAMAGED DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE REPAIRED OR
720006-04  SIGN PANEL ERECTION DETAILS REPLACED BY THE CONTRACTOR.
720011-01 METAL POSTS FOR SIGNS, MARKERS & DELINEATORS
723001-01 gz;téchﬁﬁgngszpEs A AND B METAL POSTS (FOR 11. THE SUBGRADE STABILITY SHALL BE VERIFIED BY PROOF ROLLING
WITH A FULLY LOADED TANDEM-AXLE TRUCK.
12. STATION, OFFSETS, AND ELEVATIONS FOR PRECAST FLARED END
SECTIONS ARE GIVEN FOR THE PIPE END OF THE FLARED END
SECTION.
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
ST | CODE NO. ITEM UNIT
20100110 | TREE REMOVAL (6 TO 15 UNITS DIAMETER) UNIT 746 746
20100210 | TREE REMOVAL (OVER 15 UNITS DIAMETER) UNTT 542 542
20101000 | TEMPORARY FENCE FOOT 190 190
+ | 20101300 | TREE PRUNING (1 TO 10 INCH DIAMETER) EACH 35 35
+ | 20101350 | TREE PRUNING (OVER 10 INCH DIAMETER) EACH 35 35
20200100 | EARTH EXCAVATION CU YD 1010 1010
20201200 | REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL OF UNSUITABLE MATERIAL CU YD 1450 1450
20400800 | FURNISHED EXCAVATION CU YD 3390 3390
21001000 | GEOTECHNICAL FABRIC FOR GROUND STABILIZATION sQ YD 5062 5062
21101505 | TOPSOIL EXCAVATION AND PLACEMENT CU YD 5225 5225
21101600 | TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, VARIABLE DEPTH sQ YD 1270 1270
21101625 | TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, 6" sQ YD 6240 6240
+ | 25000115 | SEEDING, CLASS 1B ACRE 1. 25 1. 25
+ | 25000310 | SEEDING, CLASS 4 ACRE 2.50 2.50
TERRA peoen . TR Lo STATE OF ILLINOIS PLUM cnslzl:E“I;I IV(I;::\E(N(\;\;A;UE:“ATlILTégGMENT 3 e 20-F3S;E)T(I>O-h<‘) - CVC\)Il;'\IiTLY JH(;ETE‘)‘TLS STE)E_T
ENGINEERING LTD, |07 scite = sscies CHECKED - DDL REVISED - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO.61K44
PLOT DATE = SDATES DATE - 42624 REVISED - SCALE: [ SHEET OF SHEETS] STA. TO STA. [1LLINOIS | FED. AID PROJECT




* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
ST | CODE NO. UNIT
+ | 25000324 | SEEDING, CLASS 5B ACRE 0.25 0.25
* | 25000750 MOWING ACRE 1. 75 1. 75
+ | 25200200 | SUPPLEMENTAL WATERING UNIT 36 36
28000305 | TEMPORARY DITCH CHECKS FOOT 152 152
28000400 | PERIMETER EROSION BARRIER FOOT 8933 8933
28100107 | STONE RIPRAP, CLASS A4 SQ YD 298 298
28100705 | STONE DUMPED RIPRAP, CLASS A3 SQ YD 54 54
28200200 | FILTER FABRIC SQ YD 352 54 298
30300001 | AGGREGATE SUBGRADE IMPROVEMENT cu YD 1450 1450
35101600 | AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 4" SQ YD 24 24
35102000 | AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 8" SQ YD 6508 6508
40200800 | AGGREGATE SURFACE COURSE, TYPE B TON 178 178
40600275 | BITUMINOUS MATERIALS (PRIME COAT) POUND 28293 28293
40600290 | BITUMINOUS MATERIALS (TACK COAT) POUND 5779 5779
TERRA peoen . TR e STATE OF ILLINOIS PLUM CREEK GREENWAY TRAIL SEGMENT 3 . SECTION counTY | geeTs| o,
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
ST | CODE NO. ITEM ITEM UNIT
40600982 | HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE REMOVAL - BUTT JOINT SQ YD 168 168
40603080 | HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19.0, N50 TON 1621 1621
40604060 | HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX “D”, N50 TON 1108 1108
42400300 | PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE SIDEWALK 6 INCH sQ FT 200 200
42400800 | DETECTABLE WARNINGS sQ FT 40 40
44000155 | HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE REMOVAL, 1 1/2” SQ YD 267 267
44201690 | CLASS D PATCHES, TYPE I, 4 INCH S0 YD 126 126
44201692 | CLASS D PATCHES, TYPE II, 4 INCH sQ YD 126 126
44201694 | CLASS D PATCHES, TYPE III, 4 INCH sQ YD 126 126
44201696 | CLASS D PATCHES, TYPE IV, 4 INCH sQ YD 126 126
50200100 | STRUCTURE EXCAVATION CU YD 453 453
50300225 | CONCRETE STRUCTURES CU YD 21.8 21.8
50300255 | CONCRETE SUPERSTRUCTURE Cu YD 8. 4 8. 4
50300300 | PROTECTIVE COAT SQ YD 229 229
TERRA peoen . TR Lo STATE OF ILLINOIS PLUM cnslzl:E“I;I IV(I;::\E(N(\;\;A;UE:“ATlILTégGMENT 3 e 20-F3S;E)T(I>O-h<‘) - CVC\)Il;'\IiTLY JH(;ETE‘)‘TLS ST‘EE_T
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
ST | CODE NO. ITEM UNIT
50800205 | REINFORCEMENT BARS, EPOXY COATED POUND 4620 4620
51200961 | FURNISHING METAL SHELL PILES 16" X 0.312" FoOT 184 184
51202305 | DRIVING PILES FOOT 184 184
51203200 | TEST PILE METAL SHELLS EACH 2 2
51500100 | NAME PLATES EACH 1 1
52000110 | PREFORMED JOINT STRIP SEAL FooT 26 26
54213657 | PRECAST REINFORCED CONCRETE FLARED END SECTIONS 12 EACH 2 2
54213660 | PRECAST REINFORCED CONCRETE FLARED END SECTIONS 15" EACH 14 14
54213669 | PRECAST REINFORCED CONCRETE FLARED END SECTIONS 24" EACH 2 2
54210012 | PIPE CULVERTS, CLASS D, TYPE 1 12" ( TEMPORARY) FOOT 84 84
542A0217 | PIPE CULVERTS, CLASS A, TYPE 1 12" FOOT 14 14
542A0220 | PIPE CULVERTS, CLASS A, TYPE 1 15" FOOT 117 17
542A0229 | PIPE CULVERTS, CLASS A, TYPE 1 24" FOOT 18 18
58600101 | GRANULAR BACKFILL FOR STRUCTURES Cu YD 38 38
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
SI | CODE NG. ITEM UNIT
58700300 CONCRETE SEALER SQ FT 169 169
59100100 GEOCOMPOSITE WALL DRAIN SQ YD 34 34
60146304 PIPE UNDERDRAINS FOR STRUCTURES 4~ FOOoT 70 70
60600605 CONCRETE CURB, TYPE B FOOT 31 31
67100100 MOBILIZATION L SuM 1 1
* | 72000100 SIGN PANEL - TYPE 1 SQ FT 55. 25 55.25
72400100 REMOVE SIGN PANEL ASSEMBLY - TYPE A EACH 2 2
72400500 RELOCATE SIGN PANEL ASSEMBLY - TYPE A EACH 1 1
* | 72900100 METAL POST - TYPE A FOOT 188 188
* | 73000100 WOOD SIGN SUPPORT FOOT 58 58
* | 78000100 THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING - LETTERS AND SYMBOLS SQ FT 64 64
*» | 78001110 PAINT PAVEMENT MARKING - LINE 4" FOOT 10585 10585
* | A2006512 TREE, QUERCUS BICOLOR (SWAMP WHITE OAK), 1-1/2" CALIPER, BALLED AND BURLAPPED EACH 10 10
* | A2007112 TREE, QUERCUS RUBRA (RED OAK), 1-1/2" CALIPER, BALLED AND BURLAPPED EACH 10 10
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FILE NAME: $FILEL$
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
ST | CODE NO. ITEM UNIT
+ | K1005418 | TEMPORARY SEEDING ACRE | 3.75 3. 75
X0322508 | PEDESTRIAN TRUSS SUPERSTRUCTURE SO FT| 1800 1800
X0326806 | WASHOUT BASIN L SUM 1 1
+ | X0327997 | TRASH RECEPTACLES EACH 2 2
X2011001 | HIGH VISIBILITY TEMPORARY FENCING FOOT | 3205 3205
+ | X2511630 | EROSION CONTROL BLANKET (SPECIAL) SQ YD | 16636 16636
X6640104 | FENCE REMOVAL FooT 31 31
X6640624 | RUSTIC RAIL FENCE FOOT 128 128
X6700407 | ENGINEER'S FIELD OFFICE, TYPE A (D1) CAL MO 12 12
X7010216 | TRAFFIC CONTROL AND PROTECTION, (SPECIAL) L SUM 1 1
XX008864 | INSTALL SIGN EACH 2 2
+ | XX009531 | TREE ROOT PRUNING (SPECIAL) FOOT 500 500
70013797 | STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE SQ YD 50 50
70013798 | CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT L SUM 1 1
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* SPECIALTY ITEM

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

TOTAL ROADWAY BRIDGE
QUANTITY 0028 0008
SI | CODE NO. ITEM UNIT
70076600 | TRAINEES HOUR 500 ** 500"
70076604 | TRAINEES TRAINING PROGRAM GRADUATE HOUR 500" 500"
x* CONSTRUCTION CODE 0042
USER NAME = SUSER$ DESIGNED - MIA REVISED - F.A SECTION COUNTY TOTAL | SHEET
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LEGEND

EXISTING GROUND
EXISTING ASPHALT PAVEMENT
EXISTING AGGREGATE PATH

GEOTECHNICAL FABRIC FOR GROUND STABILIZATION (21001000)
TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, 6" (21101625)
——————— TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, VARIABLE DEPTH (21101600)

SEEDING, CLASS 1B (25000115)

SEEDING, CLASS 4 (25000310)

HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 1.5" (40604060)
HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 2" (40604060)
HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19.0, N50, 2.5" (40602978)
AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 8" (35102000)

PROPOSED ON - STREET TRAIL SIGN

LIMESTONE SCREENING SURFACE, 2" (XX007606)

EXISTING TYPICAL SECTION

STATION 10+03.60 TO 10+58.70
STATION 72+00 TO 90+54.3

EOEEOELEEEE  OE®

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$
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EXISTING TYPICAL SECTION
265TH ST. AND S. WOODLAND AVE EXISTING TYPICAL SECTION
STATION 13+51.00 TO 33+61.00 STATION 90+54.30 TO 91+61.81
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¢ LEGEND

' @ EXISTING GROUND
EXISTING ASPHALT PAVEMENT
@ EXISTING AGGREGATE PATH
* SEEDING, CLASS 5B TO BE USED
BETWEEN STATION 10+03.6 AND
10+58.7 @ GEOTECHNICAL FABRIC FOR GROUND STABILIZATION (21001000)
(2) TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, 6" (21101625)
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION (3) TOPSOIL FURNISH AND PLACE, VARIABLE DEPTH (21101600)
STATION 10+03.60 TO 10+58.70 (4) SEEDING, CLASS 18 (25000115)
@ SEEDING, CLASS 4 (25000310)
(6) HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, 1L-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 1.5" (40604060)
= , , HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX D", N50, 2" (40604060)
2 33' 265TH ST. | 33' 265TH ST. 2 Q)
o 40' 263RD ST. 40' 263RD ST. o HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19.0, N50, 2.5" (40602978)
= =
) VAR, 8'-9'| VAR, 8-9' 9 AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 8" (35102000)
3 T =
| @ PROPOSED ON - STREET TRAIL SIGN
15% 1 1.5%
IR N — — o (1D LIMESTONE SCREENING SURFACE, 2" (XX007606)
Tt o~
e O e HOT-MIX ASPHALT MIXTURE REQUIREMENTS TABLE
7
@ ® O, MIXTURE AIR VOIDS @ NDES QmP
HMA PATH HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 1.5" 4% @ 50 GYR LR1030-2
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, 1L-19.0, N50, 2.5" 4% @ 50 GYR LR1030-2
265th ST, AND 263rd ST. ES$SF¥z§ZING HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 2" 4% @ 50 GYR LR1030-2
STATION 10+58.70 TO 13+51.00 QMP DESIGNATION ~ QUALITY CONTROL / QUALITY ASSURANCE (QC/QA) PER LR 1030-2
STATION 33+61.00 TO 36+44.90
HMA NOTES:
1. THE UNIT WEIGHT USED TO CALCULATE ALL HMA MIXTURE QUANTITIES IS 112 LBS/SQYD/IN.
¢ 40' 263rd ST 2. THE AC TYPE FOR POLYMERIZED HMA MIXES SHALL BE "SBS/SBR PG 76-22" AND FOR NON-POLYMERIZED
= = HMA THE "AC TYPE" SHALL BE "PG 64-22" UNLESS MODIFIED BY RECLAIMED MATERIALS SPECIFICATION
° 33 | 33" 2
s 10 I 10' n
< X < ¢
w I w
h |
—_ L __ .
TTT— TR IIEIZ=ZZEF A — T T T

* SEEDING, CLASS 5B TO BE USED
BETWEEN STATION 10+03.6 AND
10+58.7

PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION
265TH AND S. WOODLAND AVE

STATION 13+51.00 TO 33+61.00

PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION
STATION 64+90 TO 76+70
STATION 78+70 TO 84+54.31
STATION 90+54.31 TO 91+61.81

¢
2, 5 | 5 L2,
N | N
1.5% | 15%
2 1%
C——————
\—PROPOSED

'
|
i BOARDWALK
'

PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION
STATION 36+44.90 TO 64+90

PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION
STATION 76+70 TO 78+70
STATION 84+54.31 TO 90+54.31
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TREE REMOVAL

TREE REMOVAL

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

30100110 30100210 30100110 30100210 TEMPORARY FENCE AND PERIMETER EROSION BARRIER TEMPORARY DITCH CHECKS STONE DUMPED RIP RAP, CLASS A3
TREE REMOVAL | TREE REMOVAL TREE REMOVAL | TREE REMOVAL 20101000 28000400 X2011001 28000305 28100705
(6 TO 15 UNITS | (OVER 15 UNITS NOTE (6 TO 15 UNITS | (OVER 15 UNITS NOTE STONE DUMPED
DIAMETER) DIAMETER) DIAMETER) DIAMETER) TEMPORARY PERIMETER | HIGH VISIBILITY TEMPORARY RIP RAP, CLASS
STATION | OFFSET |RT/LT UNIT UNIT STATION | OFFSET | RT/LT UNIT UNIT FENCE EROSION TEMPORARY DITCH CHECKS A3
36+88.13 46 | LT 7 58+69.60 0.2' | RT 6 START BARRIER FENCING STATION SIDE FooT STATION SIBE SQYD
36+89.31 9.2' LT 8 58+94.69 8.4 RT 7 STATION - ENDSTATION| SIDE 39700 e s 10439 o 3
369173 | 7.8 | LT 18 50+29.16 | 19.2' | RT 6 DEAD Foot Foot Foor 42465 RT 3 10452 RT 3
3649466 | 87 | LT 6 59+28.90 | 163 | RT 7 DEAD 10+04 - 10+59 LT 15 75 40 42495 RT 8 41480 7 3
5545770 | 121 | LT 2 593921 | 12.0' | RT 6 10+04 - 10459 RT 15 L 45+00 RT 3 41+80 RT 3
55+83.16 10.3' LT 23 59+93.05 22.0' RT 6 DEAD 36+45 - 53+50 LT 30 1702 50 27400 RT 3 18483 IE; 3
56+74.28 52 | LT 18 59+96.47 | 19.0' | RT 6 DEAD 36+45 - 53+50 RT 30 120 28445 RT 3 28479 RT 3
56+77.97 7.9' LT 20 60+25.33 3.0' RT 24 53+50 - PLUM CREEK LT 1028 86 29405 RT 3 53+30 RT 3
57+39.21 87 | LT 18 60+45.10 12" | RT 24 53+50 - PLUM CREEK RT 291 64 51450 RT 3 53+30 T 3
57+46.12 7.8' LT 21 60+50.06 10.4' | RT 24 PLUM CREEK - 72+00 LT 550 436 5310 RT 3 5550 T 3
58+29.08 25 | LT 28 60+98.93 6.8 | RT 6 PLUM CREEK - 72+00 RT 723 354 53150 RT 3 55+50 RT 3
58+70.23 3.00 | LT 15 61+429.23 | 12.8' | RT 6 72+00 - 87+00 LT 1496 55:30 RT 3 69+00 T 3
59+67.67 45 | LT 24 61+95.23 81 | RT 8 72+00 - 87+00 RT 1267 55170 RT 3 69+00 RT 3
61+11.73 7.5' LT 12 DEAD 62+56.04 2.3 RT 20 87+00 - 104+00 LT 544 740 59100 RT 3 7050 T 3
61+439.78 | 12.9' | LT 6 DEAD 63+16.76 09" | RT 24 87+00 - 104+00 RT 157 405 61400 RT 3 70450 RT 3
61+90.08 05 | LT 6 63+27.94 | 29.4' | RT 21 104+00 - 120+00 LT 665 66100 T 3 79420 T 3
62+23.85 53 | LT 7 64+83.71 4.0 | RT 11 104+00 - 120+00 RT 80 63450 T 3 79+20 RT 3
62+30.82 01 | LT 9 64+93.40 40 | RT 7 DEAD 120+00 - 134+00 LT 60 37400 RT 3 89420 T 3
62+44.70 7.9' LT 6 DEAD 65+11.80 14.3' | RT 10 DEAD 120+00 - 134+00 RT 105 8900 RT 3 89420 RT 3
62+61.08 14 | LT 7 65+35.23 | 11.0' | RT 15 134+00 - 141+23 LT 25 29440 RT 3
62+70.91 9.1' LT 6 65+64.54 12.2' | RT 6 134+00 - 141+23 RT 75 TOTAL 54
64+65.41 17.0' | LT 20 65+89.13 21.7' | RT 13 TEMP ACCESS ROAD LT &RT 1045
64+75.60 | 22.5' | LT 13 66+03.11 41 | RT 6 DEAD TOTAL 152
64+77.32 245 | LT 7 66+11.10 354' | RT 13 TOTAL 190 8933 3205
64+93.17 89 | LT 9 66+39.48 | 39.3' | RT 13 DEAD
64+93.62 7.6 | LT 12 66+41.67 | 38.9' | RT 6 DEAD
65+06.56 1.8 | LT 6 DEAD 66+37.23 6.9° | RT 10
65+19.51 | 14.0' | LT 6 DEAD 66+51.60 41 | RT 10
65+37.05 59° | LT 16 66+57.74 6.9 | RT 14
65+67.98 | 10.0' | LT 13 66+71.40 | 23.4' | RT 6 DEAD
65+88.52 0.0 | LT 15 DEAD 66+74.99 9.6 | RT 12
66+07.97 | 11.7' | LT 10 66+79.95 | 40.9' | RT 7
66+11.29 02 | LT 6 67+02.31 | 29.6' | RT 6 DEAD
66+22.11 | 19.1' | LT 15 67+05.43 | 25.1' | RT 6
66+31.37 56 | LT 15 67+14.51 | 17.8' | RT 6
66+33.81 | 25.7' | LT 10 67+17.18 | 18.8' | RT 9
66+43.99 3.2 | LT 12 DEAD 67+24.88 | 21.7' | RT 6
66+48.57 | 13.3' | LT 11 67+30.68 | 17.9' | RT 6
66+51.87 | 10.6' | LT 11 67+66.45 1.1 [ RT 8
66+71.19 7.00 | LT 6 68+59.01 8.7 | RT 8
66+87.07 7.3 | LT 6 68+80.79 40 | RT 12
66+96.21 | 16.7' | LT 9 68+81.68 | 12.6' | RT 12
67+06.47 | 22.2' | LT 7 68+82.34 | 14.4' | RT 6 DEAD
67+30.33 | 12.8' | LT 6 77+86.68 1.9' | RT 8
67+59.13 9.1' | LT 7 EARTAWORK
67+99.13 | 16.3' | LT 6 BALANCE TOPSOLL EARTHWORK
68+00.05 | 15.1' | LT 8 EARTH WASTE (+) OR [ TOPSOIL EXCAVATION |  MATERIAL TOPSOIL BALANCE
63156.80 | 19.9' | (T 5 SUBTOTAL 746 542 EARTH EXCAVATION SHORTAGE (-) | (TOPSOIL EXCAVATION |ADJUSTED FOR PLACEMENT, | WASTE (+) OR
cesr s |1ie T or o EXCAVATION| ADJUSTED FOR FURNISHED EX|  AND PLACEMENT) SHRINKAGE TOPSOIL VARIABLE | SHORTAGE (-)
20200100 | SHRINKAGE (15%)| EMBANKMENT [ 20400800 21101505 (15%) PLACEMENT, 6"| DEPTH (TOPSOIL)
68+78.38 22" | LT 13
68+78.54 16.8' | LT 9 STATION _TO _ STATION CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD CUYD
77+61.23 3.3 | LT 11
10+03.6 10+58.7 0 0 0 0 4 35 13 0 22
36+78.11 2.8 | RT 10
3619933 T A 36+44.9 PLUMCREEK| 370 315 2320 -2005 2810 2389 1144 0 1245
55+61.95 6.2' RT 18 PLUM CREEK 90+54.3 630 536 1930 1394 2370 2015 924 0 1091
55+66.45 7.6 | RT 18
55+80.00 7.8 | RT 18 90+54.3 141+22.4 10 9 0 9 0 0 0 98 08
55+83.67 | 12.4' | RT 12 DEAD
616146 56 | ’T % TEMPORARY ACCESS ROAD 0 0 0 0 4 3 0 3 0
56+74.17 | 14.1' | RT 18 265TH STREET 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4
56+78.32 | 16.5' | RT 14 DEAD
57+06.81 | 20.8' | RT 8 263RD STREET 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 -4
57+15.82 0.2 | RT 6 1,010 860 4,250 -3,390 5,225 4,442 2,081 109 2,252
57+37.91 52' | RT 21
57+44.80 12.0' | RT 18 QUANTITY OF TOPSOIL PLACEMENT PROVIDED FOR CONTRACTOR INFORMATION ONLY.
57+63.44 | 19.7' | RT 15
5747020 | 7.3' | RT 23 TOPSOIL THAT IS STRIPPED SHALL BE STOCKPILED, SORTED, AND REUSED FOR THE PROPOSED LANDSCAPING IMPROVEMENTS.
57+78.84 | 17.6' | RT 6 DEAD THE ACTUAL REMOVAL DEPTH AND QUANTITY OF TOPSOIL REMOVAL SHALL BE VERIFIED IN THE FIELD. QUANTITY OF FURNISH
AND PLACE TOPSOIL, 6" AND FURNISH AND PLACE TOPSOIL, VARIABLE DEPTH PROVIDED FOR BIDDING PURPOSES. QUANTITY TO
BE USED, IF NEEDED, TO BE VERIFIED IN FIELD.
TERRA | - S RS STATE OF ILLINOIS PLUM CREEK GREENWAY TRAIL SEGMENT 3 i3 SECTION CoUNTY | GiEets | o
- SCHEDULE OF QUANTITIES 20-F3000-06-BT | WILL | 80 | 12
ENGINEERING LTD, | ProT SCALe = sscates - boL REVISED - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO.61K44
PLOT DATE = SDATES$ - 4-26-24 REVISED - SCALE: ‘ SHEET OF SHEETS‘ STA. TO STA. [ILLINOIS | FED. AID PROJECT




- Roadway\sht Plum-Creek-Align 01.dgn

- SHT\04

- Drawings\110

- Plum Creek Greenway Trail\Design\100

I
s PROP. CURVE PR _PLUMCREEK4 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK5 PROP. CURVE PR _PLUMCREEK6
PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK]1 E)%CfP CURVE PR PLUMCREEK2 ~ PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK3 PI STA. = 41+14.29 PI STA. = 45+96.48 PI STA. = 51+08.61
PI STA. = 10+29:42 AP STA. = 37+37.60 P STA, = 38+43.59 A= 54° 47' 52" (RT) A= 26° 34' 47" (RT) A = 154° 36" 16" (LT) "
A= 34°35 53" (RT) ~ 7 xE 86° 45' 29" (LT) A= 29°28 117 (RT) D =57° 17" 45" D = 19° 05' 55" D =57° 17" 45"
D = 57° 17" 45" P D = 40° 55' 32" D = 57° 17' 45" R = 100.00' R = 300.00" R = 100.00'
R = 100.00' P R = 140.00' R = 100.00' T =5183 T = 70.86' T = 44381
T =31.14 7 T =13229 T = 26.30 L = 95.64' L = 139.17 L = 269.84' o w0 i
L = 60.39' -7 L =211.99 L = 51.44' E = 1263 E=g26 E = 35492
E =474 -7 E = 5262 E = 3.40' o= o= o=
e=_ - e=_ & — TR = TR = TR =
e p— = AN R
F A= SE RN S fum= 3 30762.46 bC STA - 7552562 3
P.C. STA. = 6¥98.28 P.C. STA. = 36F05.31 P.C. STA. = 38¥F17.29 PT. STA = 4145810 PT. STA = 4646475 T
P.L SThc = 10458.67 P.T. STA. = 3841729 P.T. STA. = 38+68.73 P.C. N = 1,730,226.16 P.C. N = 1,730,293.45 P.C. N = 1,730,268.65
PE N = 1,728,520.37 P.C. N = 1,729,882.69 P.C. N = 1,730,015.84 T 119001508 e L 1100405 50 T E 119060124
L B = 1188504.26 £ = 1,189,761.58 £ = 1,189,900.33 PT. N = 1,730,274.64 P.T. N = 1,730,268.65 P.T. N = 1,730,425.80
PT. N = 1,728,539.21 P.T. N = 1,730,015.84 P.T. N = 1,730,064.35 £~ 1190098 52 E — 1190601 24 E - 119071687
E = 1,188,560.66 E = 1,189,900.33 E = 1,189,915.65 IREES IREES IR

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEKS - "
Pl STA. = 51+36.19 / <

FILE NAME: pw:\terraeng-pw.bentley.com:terraeng-pw-01\Documents\Projects\2023\23-276

MODEL: Default

A = 75°51' 45" (RT)
D = 57° 17' 45" //‘/ .
R = 100.00' ot A
T = 77.94' 27 %
L = 132.40' ///// 3
\ E = 26.78' // Lz
e = // =
// TR = - //
P PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK7 N\ \ S.E. RUN = /// z PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK9 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK10
PI STA. = 5040313 ANNN P.C. STA. = 50%58.25 s PI STA. = 52+55.85 Pl STA. = 5447822
A= 21°58 26" (LT) NN P.TC. SITA 730,565 i A= 66° 12' 11" (LT) A= 92° 09' 01" (RT)
D = 57° 17' 45" \\\ E = 1,190,622.46 /%/ E = %8 &g‘ 45" E = %8 &g‘ 45"
R = 100.00' _ P = .00 = .00’
T = 19.41 DN PT. N = 1730614.26 - T = 65.19° T = 103.83'
L = 38.35" \ E = 1,190,570.50 - L =115.55" L = 160.83'
E =187 \\\\ s E = 19.37' E = 44.15'
e = ANNN //// e = e =
TR = ANRN Z TR. = TR. =
S.E. RUN = \\ /// S.E. BUN = S.E. RUN =
P.C. STA. = 49%83.71 N\ // > P.C/STA. = 51+90.65 P.C. STA. = 53+74.39
P.T. STA. = 50+22.06 \\\ > /// PT. STA. = 53+06.20 P.T. STA. = 55+35.23
P.C. N = 1,730,462.87 NN ///v P.C. N = 1,730,614.26 P.C. N = 1,730,757.56
E = 1,190,684.70 \ // ;// E = 1,190,570.50 E = 1,190,478.182
P.T. N = 1,730,486.37 \}\ /% P.T. N = 1,730,716.78 P.T. N = 1,730,900.48
E = 1,190,654.68 \’r\av/ - E = 1,190,532.84 E = 1,190,460.13
-\
e e
s \ \
PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK11 PROP. CURVE PR _PLUMCREEK13 ARC 17\>)___
PI STA. = 57+83.95 PI STA. = 62+30.02 . \
A = 32°51' 31" (LT) A = 46° 35' 13" (LT) < ARC 18
D = 25° 27' 53" D = 25° 27' 53" %, N
R = 225.00' R = 225.00'
T = 66.35' T = 9687 N
L = 129.04' L = 182.95' ARC 15 S~— §0500 —— —
E =958 E = 19.97' R » s
fh = e= — s N o so a0
SE.RUN= SE RUN= PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK15 PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK16 .  PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK17 ~ PROP. CURVE PR |PLUMCREEK18 N\
P.C. STA. = 57F17.60 P.C. STA. = B1¥33.15 PI STA. = 67+13.04 Pl STA. = 67+83.92 L PISTA. = 69+70.37 Pl STA. = 70466130
P.T. STA. = 58+46.64 PT. STA. = 63+16.10 A = 122° 37' 40" (RT) A= 43° 13' 34" (LT) S A= 112°50' 16" (RT) A= 52°46' 36" (LT)
P.C. N = 1,731,042.456 P.C.N = 1,731,437.11 D = 57° 17' 45" D = 57° 17" 45" D = 57° 17" 45" D = 57° 17' 45"
E = 1,190,574.606 E = 1,190,587.23 R = 100.00“ R = IOO.OIO‘ R = 100.00' R = 100.00'
P.T. N = 1,731,160.086 P.T. N = 1,731,556.53 {25548 L2728 L2 1505s L2807
E = 1,190,623.205 E = 1,190,455.30 E = 108.33 E = 7.56' E = 80.79' E=1163
e = e=__ e = e=
PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK12 PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK14 TR = TR. = TR = TR =
Pl STA, = 60+08.64 PI STA. = 65+04.40 S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN =
A= 30° 34' 28" (LT) A= 30°22' 56" (LT) P.C. STA. = 65+30.28 P.C. STA. = 67+44.30 P.C. STA. = 68+19.75 P.C. STA. = 70+16.69
D = 25° 27' 53" D = 57° 17" 45" P.T. STA. = 67+44.30 P.T. STA. = 68+19.75 P.T. STA. = 70+16.69 P.T. STA. = 71+08.80
R = 225_09‘ R = 100.00' P.C. N = 1,731,611.97 P.C. N = 1,731,745.96 P.C. N = 1,731,819.63 P.C. N = 1,731,957.28
[f (1621{)587' If gég A\ E = 1,190,250.50 E = 1,190,137.23 E = 1,190,136.58 E = 1,190,230.46
E - gos E - 36 4 \ P.T. N = 1,731,745.96 PT. N = 1,731,819.63 P.T. N = 1,731,957.28 PT. N = 1,731,995.79
e = P / E = 1,190,137.23 E = 1,190,136.58 E = 1,190,230.46 E = 1,190,310.58
TR = TR = _
S.E. RUN = - S.E. RUN =
P.C. STA. = 59+47.14 P.C. STA. = 64+77.25
P.T. STA. = 60+67.20 P.T. STA. = 65+30.28 |
P.C. N = 1,731,260.03 P.C. N = 1,731,608.62 "
a8 624
E = 1190,633.74 E = 1,190,302.80 “PROPXEURVE PR PLUMCREEK19  PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK20 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK21 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK22 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK23 ~ PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK24 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK25
PT. N = 1,731,377.13 PT. N = 1,731,611.97 ARC 13 __PISTA. = 72+87.92 PI STA. = 74+95.92 PI STA. = 75+68.18 PI STA. = 77+88.03 PI STA. = 80+06.90 PI STA. = 81+13.67 Pl STA. = 85+43.28
E = 1190614.64 E = 1.190.250.50 / A= 0°51 55" (RT) A= 17° 22' 42" (LT) A= 4° 49' 44" (RT) b= _12° 50' 30" (RT) A= 14°49' 32" (LT) A= 57°13' 03" (RT) A= _66° 08' 23" (LT)
D = 1° 08' 45" D = 28° 38' 52" D = 5° 43' 46" D = 22° 55' 06 D = 19° 05' 55 D = 45° 50' 12 D = 28° 38' 52
R = 5,000.00' R = 200.00' R = 1,000.00' R = 250.00' R = 300.00' R = 125.00' R = 200.00'
T = 37.76' T = 30.57' T = 42.16' T = 2813 T = 39.03' T = 68.18 T = 13023
L=7551 L = 60.66' L = 84.28' L = 56.03' L =77.63 L = 124.83' E = 33087
E =014 E = 23 E = 0.89' E = 158 E = 2.53' E=17.38 = 386
_ _ e = e = e = e = e =
fR o SR o TR = TR = TR = TR = TR =
SE RUN= SE RUN= S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = SE. RUN =
PC STA. = 77¥50.16 PC STA. — T4¥65.35 P.C. STA. = 75+26.01 P.C. STA. = 77+59.90 P.C. STA. = 79+67.86 P.C. STA. = 80+45.49 P.C. STA. = 84513.05
PT STA = 7312567 PT STA = 75426.01 P.T. STA. = 76+10.29 P.T. STA. = 78+15.93 P.T. STA. = 80+45.49 P.T. STA. = 81+70.32 P.T. STA. = 86+43.93
PN = 173210727 PC N = 1732275.33 P.C. N = 1,732,327.6010 P.C. N = 1,732,538.84 P.C. N = 1,732,703.82 P.C. N = 1,732,769.69 P.C.N = 1,732,877.86
E = 1.190397.49 E = 1.190531.90 E = 1,190,562.2159 E = 1,190,662.45 E = 1,190,788.45 E = 1,190,829.11 E = 1,191,164.62
W ——— PT N = 1732166.48 PT N = 173232760 P.T. N = 1,732,404.6666 PT. N = 1,732,585.90 P.T. N = 1,732,769.69 PT. N = 1,732,841.93 PT. N = 1,733,022.72
s 47'0”[ = E = 1190.444.37 E = 1.190.562.22 E = 1,190,596.2703 E = 1,190,692.64 E = 1,190,829.11 E = 1,190,924.56 E = 1,191,327.88
/] 5 INg ARC 11 4
41. =
(i) c
USER NAME = JuanS DESIGNED - MIA REVISED PLUM CREEK GREENWAY TRA". SEGMENT 3 FR'/I%E SECTION COUNTY STI—?ETE/EFLS SF’J‘%E.T
TERRA DRAWN - IS REVISED STATE OF ILLINOIS ALIGNMENT AND TIES 20-F3000-06-BT WILL 30 13
ENGINEERING LTD. |27 ScA = 2000000 7in CHECKED - DDL REVISED DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO. 61K44
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MODEL: Default

- Roadway\sht Plum-Creek-Align 02.dgn

- SHT\04

- Drawings\110

- Plum Creek Greenway Trail\Design\100

PROP. CURVE PR _PLUMCREEK30

PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK31

PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK32

PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK33

PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK34

PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK35

FILE NAME: pw:\terraeng-pw.bentley.com:terraeng-pw-01\Documents\Projects\2023\23-276

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK26 PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK27  PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK28 PROP. CURVE PR PLUMCREEK29
Pl STA. = 89+20.85 PI STA. = 90+36.92 PI STA. = 95+75.78 PI STA. = 98+05.34 PI STA. = 99+23.47 PI STA. = 99+97.97 PI STA. = 101+07.85 PI STA. = 104+71.68 PI STA. = 107+42.77 PI STA. = 108+47.31
A= 23°43' 26" (LT) A= 20° 07' 56" (RT) A= 78° 58 17" (RT) A= 11° 49' 40" (LT) A= 81°05' 06" (LT) A= 17°21' 17" (LT) A= 35°01' 07" (RT) A = 30° 43' 03" (RT) A= 121° 15' 33" (LT) A= 45°51' 05" (RT)
D = 38° 11' 50" D = 57° 17' 45" D = 63° 39' 43" D = 14° 19' 26" D = 63° 39' 43" D = 36° 15' 47" D = 31° 49' 52" D = 29° 22' 57" D = 59° 40' 59" D = 63° 39' 43"
R = 150.00' R = 100.00' R = 90.00' R = 400.00' R = 90.00' R = 158.00' R = 180.00' R = 195.00' R = 96.00' R = 90.00'
T =3151 T =17.75 T = 74.15' T = 41.43 T = 76.98' T =2411 T = 56.79' T = 53.56' T = 170.58' T = 38.06'
L=6211 L = 3514 L = 124.05' L = 8257 L= 127.37" L = 47.86' L = 110.01" L = 104.54' L = 203.17" L = 72.02'
E =327 E = 156 E = 2661 E =214 E = 28.43' E = 1.83 E =874 E =722 E = 99.74' E =772
e = e = e = e = e = _ e = e=_ e = _ e = a e=__
TR. = TR. TR. = B TR = TR = TR = TR. = TR = TR = TR. =
S.E. S.E. S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN = S.E. RUN =
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[ A 2 b DY 3 o O P57 A 2 3L @M
2= 9 I [CEETTE ] R OBRE:
: 0I5 @ oo dle et Bls 5 BlegR
: glg S e =] P S ] [ R
s 700 = R e S Tl Rl o N 700
H L osboo Ve ® |ﬁ‘ ol | R S 1=
b bt B (n{>
H | s =
H PROPOSED CULVERT el I RN=10 1 TO LI VA ORRRRRN DA ST
695 INV (E)=704.32; INV (W)=704.23 695
i
g — — © ™M
é ol s | g | w3z ks % e % |l %kl d |||
H el ogle | oals | ogle | oaR | g | as | s | g | g | o] e | g | sz | oge | g2 | | g2 | g | g g5 | Sz | g3
g NIN NIN NIN NIN NIN ININ ININ ININ NIN == == NS NN NN NI NI NI NI NI NIS R|R R|R R|R R|R R|R R|R RIR RIR RIR RIR
2 36400 37400 38400 39400 40+00 41+00 42400 43400 44400 45400 46+00 47+00 48+00 49+00 50+00
=z FA. TOTAL | SHEET
g 3] USER NAME = JuanS DESIGNED - MIA REVISED - PI.UM CREEK GREENWAY TRA". SEGMENT 3 RTE. SECTION COUNTY SHEETS NO.
og TERRA DRAWN - IS REVISED - STATE OF ILLINOIS PLAN AND PROFILE 20-F3000-06-BT WILL 80 | 23
82 ENGINEERING LTD, | -7 ScAE = 1000000 '/ in CHECKED - DDL REVISED - DEPARTMIENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO. 61K44
g £ : PLOT DATE = 7/2/2024 DATE - 4/26/24 REVISED - SCALE: [ SHEET OF SHEETS[ STA. TO STA. ]lmNOIS[ FED. AID PROJECT




PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK8 ST%%EE?;AS‘TO Fg .\@)\
PI STA. = 51+36.19 NV = 710.45 PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK12 ~ PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK13 ~ PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK14 P
A= 75°51' 45" (RT) : Pl STA. = 60+08.64 PI STA. = 62+30.02 PI STA. = 65+04.40 o <0 100 150
D = 57° 17" 45" A = 30° 34' 28" (LT) A = 46° 35' 13" (LT) A = 30° 22' 56" (LT) m
R = 100.00' D = 25° 27' 53" D = 25° 27' 53" D = 57° 17' 45" e N e
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L = 132.40' T = 61.50' T = 96.87' T =27.15'
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PROP. CURVE PR_PL EK16 PROP. CURVE PI{PTLWI?:B‘EEK]l PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK18
STA. = 67+83.92 PI STA. = 69+70.37 =~ T RISTA. = 70+66.30 $

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK15 ol
PI STA. = 67+13.04 el =4
A = 122° 37' 40" (RT) WETLAND STA. 69+00, 6.0' LT A= 43°13' 34" (LT) T=__112° 50' 16" (RT) £5=T752°46' 36" (LT)
D = 57° 17* 45 SITE 7 15" PRECAST FES D = 57° 17' 45" D = 57° 145" D = 57° 17445" — _
_ . AREA OF PERMANENT INV = 681.05 R = 100.00' R = 100.00' R = 100.000 T~ —_ T~ _ C
$ - igg'gg- IMPACT = 0.013 AC T = 39.62" T = 150.62' T ~_ T - 4962 —-= \A\LUMET
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E'E' v H s XXy A RS> 12" PRECAST FES SE. RUN = SE RUN = SE RUN = — e
P C STA — 6573028 > INV = 681.45 P.C. STA. = 67+44.30 P.C. STA. = 68+19.75 P.C. STA. = 70+16.69 T —
.C. .= . X Y = = =
PT oTA = 6744430 S P.T. STA. = 68+19.75 P.T. STA. = 70+16.69 P.T. STA. = 71+08.80 — )
g S \ \
o —
15" PRECAST FES Q PROP. ¢ ° T
INV = 681.12 A o = Q S
5 STA. 70+50, 6.0' RT ~ & “ 9 S 2
12" PRECAST FES ~ o © T I +
' +
WELANe = INV = 681.38 - Ny 0 © = 3 | =
! S -2 & © 5
AREA OF PERMANENT ! / - & 2 g & <l | >
= - T o H =
IMPACT =0.064 AC 1 STA. 70+50 = Y 9 & & ol e
\ y 14 LF, CULVERT PIPE TT-TT ~\‘ ________ & ® l:l-:
o8 . CLASS A, TYPE 1, 12" S TTeTTT——se—T= || =
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222&3 [~
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DATE

BY

RT. OF WAY CHECKED

ALIGNMENT CHECKED
ICADD FILE NAME

SURVEYED
PLOTTED

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK24

B S Pl STA. =81+13.67
- & ___#="57° 13' 03" (RT)
_— D = 45° 50' 12"
I — R = 125.00'
T = 68.18"
- L = 124.83
E=17.38
e = —_—
TR = __
SE RUN = _
5y P.C.STA = 80+45.49
Z o/ PT.STA =81+70.32
=
<
Z

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK25
PI STA. = 85+43.28

vTowuw-Hdom— 420>
I

S0 m=>

66° 08' 23" (LT)

= 28° 38' 52"

200.00'
130.23'
230.87
38.66'

RUN =
STA. = 84+13.05
STA. = 86+43.93

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK26
PI STA. = 89+20.85

AREA OF

. RU
. STA. = 88+89.34
. STA.

STA 84+54.31

23° 43' 26" (LT)
38° 11' 50"
150.00'
3151
62.11'
3.27

89+51.45

WETLAND
SITE 6
PERMANENT IMPACT = 0.028 AC

PROPOSED
BOARDWALK

TO 90+54.31

PROP. CURVE PR_PLUMCREEK27

STATION 91+61.81
END AGGREGATE
PATH

0 50 100 150

e e ey —
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z | D = 57° 17' 45"
JE. R = 100.00'
z = '
o T =17.75
L = 35.14"
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___________ e =
- T.R. =
HMA PATH: - - S.E. RUN =
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ALLOWED BY THE ENGINEER.

CONSTRUCTION ACCESS (SOUTH)

CONSTRUCTION ACCESS TO THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE
PROJECT SHALL BE LIMITED TO USING IL ROUTE 394 AND BE
REQUIRED TO USE GOODENOW ROAD, STONEY ISLAND
AVENUE (BETWEEN GOODENOW ROAD AND BEMES ROAD),
BEMES ROAD (BETWEEN STONEY ISLAND AVENUE AND
WOODLAWN AVENUE), AND WOODLAWN AVENUE NORTH OF
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DESIGNATED CONSTRUCTION ACCESS ROUTES SHALL BE
LIMITED WITHIN THE SUBDIVISION TO WOODLAWN AVENUE
(BETWEEN 263RD STREET AND BEMES ROAD), 265TH
STREET, AND 263RD STREET EAST OF WOODLAWN.

CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC WITHIN THE SUBDIVISION SHALL BE
LIMITED TO BETWEEN 8:00 AM AND 3:00 PM MONDAY

STANDARD 701101 SHALL BE USED WHEN THE TEMPORARY
THROUGH FRIDAY AND SHALL NOT EXCEED 15 MPH.

ACCESS ROAD IS CONSTRUCTED AND REMOVED.
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Benchmark: MAG Nail at the south end on the trail pnt #2700 el 727.36

Existing Structure: N/A

New Structure: New Pedestrian Bridge is a single span prefabricated
truss with concrete deck superstructure on reinforced concrete
abutments with driven pile foundation.

Hot Mix Asphalt Trail
Surface typ.

Bridge Omission Sta. 63+25.00 to 64+75.00

Pedestrian Truss Superstructurej

A\ A\¥ /4 /i

/

WV

f]OO Yr HW.E. 675.64

Metal Shell Piles typ.

INDEX OF SHEETS

Live Load:

General Plan and Elevation

General Data

Bridge Approach Slab Details

West Abutment Details
East Abutment Details
Pile Details
Boring Logs

DESIGN LOADING

Pedestrian Live Load 90 Lb./Sq. Ft.

Maintenance Vehicle: AASHTO HI10 Truck
Applied Separately From The Uniform Live Load

DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS

2020 AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design

2009 AASTHO LRFD Guide Specifications for
the Design of Pedestrian Bridges.

Seismic Performance Zone (SPZ) =1

Specifications, 9th Edition.

SEISMIC DATA

Design Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec. (SD1) = 0.07

ELEVATION Design Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec. (S5DS) = 0.11
Soil Site Class = D
WATERWAY INFORMATION
Drainage Area = 16.5 sq mi Low Grade Elev. - @ Sta. -
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! Specifications". 2 b T SO S
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GENERAL NOTES

No field welding is permitted except as specified in the contract documents.

Reinforcement bars designated (E) shall be epoxy coated.

The Contractor shall make allowance for the deflection of forms, shrinkage
and settlement of falsework, in addition to allowance for dead load deflection.

The concrete for bridge decks finished according to Article 503.16(a) of the

Standard Specifications.

Layout of the slope protection system may be varied to suit ground conditions

in the field as directed by the Engineer.

No construction joints except those shown on the plans will be allowed unless

approved by the Engineer.

The embankment configuration shown shall be the minimum that must be placed
and compacted prior to construction of the abutments and bridge approach slabs.

Concrete Sealer shall be applied to the surfaces of all abutment seats,
including backwalls located below path expansion joints.

PREFABRICATED TRUSS

+14'-0" Out-to-Out

Grind

TOTAL BILL OF MATERIAL

12'-0" Face to Face Rail

The substructure is designed per AASHTO LRFD and based on the assumed truss
loads given in the Truss Reaction Table.

Truss Manufacturer shall camber the truss as necessary to provide allowance for

dead load deflection.

Bridge bearing seat elevations and ¢ bearing locations are subject to revision

based on the approved pedestrian truss superstructure shop drawings. Contractor

shall verify all dimensions and elevations with final approved shop drawings.

Truss Manufacturer shall provde the reinforced concrete deck design. Concrete
deck to utilize stay-in-place galvanized forms. Reinforcement shall be epoxy
coated. Contractor shall place the concrete deck after truss to set. Safety rail

shall be M270 Grade 50W and handrail shall be galvanized steel. Cost of concrete
deck, reinforcing amd handrail is included with "Pedestrian Truss Superstructure”.
Protective coat shall be paid for under pay item "Protective Coat".
All structural steel shall be AASHTO M270, Grade 50W, except where otherwise
noted. All weathering steel tubing shall be cold formed structural steel ASTM A500,

Grade B, Fy=46,000 PSI.

The Truss Fabricator shall design and furnish all truss bearing anchor bolts. Cost
included with "Pedestrian Truss Superstructure".

Truss erection procedures shall be according to the Manufacturer's instructions.

100.00" V.C.

+40.00 EL. 685.05

+40.00 EL. 683.62

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE
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\
PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE \ //\J
(along P.G.L. & ¢ Plum Creek Greenway Trail) \\V/

6-0" 1 6-0"
~ | Top Chord, —|
Cl| ¢ Plum Creek I Typ.
Greenway Trail . Safety
Diagonal ! Rail, Typ
N ;ﬁHandrai/, Typ,
5 Vertical | Toe Plate
B g | ,
Clsl. 0 i Typ.
S| ©f Ok Concrete ' Deck
i h Deck | Form
1.5% P.G.—\ 1.5% ¢
. -
5 |
[ae) "
ﬁlw L Floor Beam! -

1 |
Bottom j |

Chord i

L Brace

CROSS SECTION

* Subject to refinement
per Truss Manufacturer

TRUSS REACTION TABLE
(UNFACTORED)

Loading Type

P (Kips)|H (Kips)

Diagonal

flush

ITEM UNIT | SUPER] suB | TOTAL

b STONE RIPRAP, CLASS A4 S0 YD 298 298
FILTER FABRIC 5Q YD 298 298

&2 PROTECTIVE COAT sQ YD| 197 32 229
S ok STRUCTURE EXCAVATION CU YD 453 453
SIS CONCRETE STRUCTURES CU YD 21.8 21.8
=5 CONCRETE SUPERSTRUCTURE (APPROACH SLAB) CU YD| 8.4 8.4
§e REINFORCEMENT BARS, EPOXY COATED POUND| 2,060 | 2,560 | 4,620
“40mit weld at seal opening FURNISHING METAL SHELL PILES 16" x 0.312" | FOOT 184 184
DRIVING PILES FOOT 184 184

LOCKING EDGE RAIL SPLICE TEST PILE METAL SHELLS EACH 2

1% GRANULAR BACKFILL FOR STRUCTURES CcU YD 38 38
CONCRETE SEALER SQ FT 169 169

GEOCOMPOSITE WALL DRAIN SQ YD 34 34

PIPE UNDERDRAIN FOR STRUCTURES 4" FOOT 70 70
PEDESTRIAN TRUSS SUPERSTRUCTURE SQ FT | 1,800 1,800

Wl NAME PLATES EACH 1
o ™| E PREFORMED JOINT STRIP SEAL FOOT 26 26
16
sl
LOCKING EDGE RAIL

Provide mn. %" dia. x2%" long heavy
duty concrete anchor at 16" on center

maximum spacing (one side only)

Locking edge rail
Expansion Plate \ 14" at

50° F

I/Ju

Place " @ x 6" studs @ 6"
granular or solid flux filled
headed studs confoming to Art.
1006.32 of the Std. Specs.,
automatically end welded at

1I'-0" alt. cts.

J Top of deckj‘ \

—34" ¢ threaded rods in %g" & holes
" 4| at £4'-0" cts. for holding the proper
n| Joint opening based on the

|
=< ol < M
gl QE
§ EV g : § w
- ] - .. L . - Q .
Continuous Strip seal N|'E
2%"
at 50° F

temperature during the deck pour.
Place to miss studs. All rods shall
be burned, or sawed off flush with
the plates after concrete is set.

Strip Seal Notes:

The strip seal shall be made continuous and shall have a

minimum thickness of Y,". The configuration of the strip

seal shall match the configuration of the Locking Edge Rail.
The height and thickness of the Locking Edge Rails shown

are minimum dimensions. The actual configuration of the

Locking Edge Rails and matching strip seal may vary from
Manufacturer to Manufacturer. Flanged edge rails will not

be allowed.

The inside of the Locking Edge Rail groove shall be free

of weld residue.

Locking Edge Rails may be spliced at slope discontinuities.
The Manufacturer's recommended installation methods shall

be followed.
Minimum %" expansion plate thickness.

Dead Load 47.9 SECTION THRU STRIP SEAL JOINT | =2lone Riprap,
Uniform Live Load | 40.5 - o/ C deck ioint ot each end of L truct STATION [ Class A4
Vehicle Load 70.0 - ace a eck joint at each end o russ superstructure. ~
Wind Load + 9.9 | 2582 -0 BUILT BY FEEATTES .
Loads are provided by a Fabricator and : Preformed Joint Strip Seal STATE OF ILLINOIS ]—‘; ?
are for reference only J» See Details on This Sheef LOADING H10 < 1 N
P = Vertical Load at Each Bearing i STRUCTURE NO. © B
H = Horizontal Load at Each Footing ; - - - - B i
| Approach Slab edding
' 7 ; Filter fabric
-+ Granular Backfi NAME PLATE
e r1 /fw Structures See Std. 515001 SECTION B-B
N L Geocomposite
—= _ Wall Drain Stone Riprap
no S 1 Class A4 /
50.00' V.C. . R Structure -
S 3 < P Excavation Elev. -
> > & . . Sy 673.4 (E) /\c\ >
5 5 r— * Geotechnical Fabric 669.4 (W)
. ; ' i for French Drains .
o o ‘ N Bedding
S S ‘ * Drainage Aggregate i
a o 1-6" | 1'-6"
0 @ f 4" @ Perforated - Filter Fabric
3 /t 1o >0 Pive Drai
g Q/;\o E/GA /00/0 Class A4 ) : pe Lrain
S € Piles —- SECTION A-A
NN Bk. of Abut.
053 3 * Included in the Cost of
n Pipe Underdrains
m_ % for Structures. SECTION THROUGH GENERAL DATA
<|= k -
513 (See Special Provision) ABUTMENT PLUM CREEK GREENWAY TRAIL BRIDGE
~ |
&z All drainage system components shall extend to 2'-0" from the end of each OVER PLUM CREEK

wingwall except an outlet pipe shall extend until intersecting with the side
slopes. The pipes shall drain into concrete headwalls. (See Article 60105 of
the Standard Specifications and Highway Standards 65110D). Cost of Concrete

FILL WITHIN THE FLOODPLAIN AREA

Headwalls for Structures included with Pipe Underdraings for Structures 4".

WILL COUNTY
STATION 64+00.00

— DESIORED_- REVERD - A SECTION COUNTY | JOTAL | SHEET
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MODEL: Default

TWO APPROACHES Pedestrian Truss 1'-0" 10'-0" ¢ Joint
BILL OF MATERIAL Supersiructure
Strip Seal Joint See 2V () cl. e See Detail A
) Notes: Detail on Sheet S-2 bI(E) — bE) 9=
Bar No. Size Length Shape ) T|= HMA Pavement
Approach slab concrete shall be paid for as ~|\ a(E) al(E) J/
alke) 20 #4 9'-8" Concrete Superstructure. & . - - . 7 . ; . . & )
; Approach footing concrete shall be paid for va 1 RS
al(E) 28 #5 9-8" NS
as Concrete Structures. Ne . . b . . . . . . . NO
b(E 18 #4 10'-6" Reinforcement shall be paid for as Reinforcement v T T T U (
© Bars, Epoxy Coated b N A/t\Q}%)’QOO r%}@o r%JFQOQ/Q}%)’QO(\Q LTy /' Tt f' * Aggregate Base
2" [ ! L . . : s |= z ey
bI(E) 40 #7 12-2 The approach footing maximum applied service N[O /M /M /M 2 / —] -0
t(E) 44 #4 4'-2" bearing pressure (max) = 2.0 ksf . N v(E) ) | o s/efle o 2 o o
. . . < Approach Footing
. Cost of excavation for approach footing included s NI
w(E) 40 #5 9-8 with Concrete Structures. . HE) 3¢/
For v(E) bar details see sheets S-4 and S-5 N\ w Subb G / —
For Granular Backfill for Structures and drainage ~ 3 L Mat'/u Tj;ee Briﬂu ar w(E) Typ.
Concrete cu. vd 28 treatment details see sheet S-2. ’ ’ 3'-0" 1'-6"
Structures ’ ’ ’ Granular Backfill ,
for Structures ** 10 mil Polyethylene bond
Concrete Superstructure o vd 6.4 breaker or steel trowel finish
u. Yd. . : _
(A,OpanCh Slab) ‘M_ @ Plum Creek Greenway Trail . . w
g About ** Cost included with Concrete Superstructure ¢ Joint
z Protective Coat Sq. vd. 24.4 ¢ Bridge 50" ‘
e Reinforcement Bars, 1'-0" Slab
3 Pound 2,060 aE) s, min. & Varies
g Epoxy Coated 1o % bi(E) ) HMA
;(jw / “ ~ B | Pavement
T q .
(2] | °
§ N\ | 4 I F . [~
XNk D —d S
% el o o o o o ; . . — End Of
E’ al(E) [~ t(F) 10 ‘ 10'-6 ‘ 10 Appr. Slab
g \ ] W(E) 12-2" DETAIL A
8 E Elev. 683.04 (E. Abutment)
E Elev. 680.44 (W. Abutment) BAR bI(E)
E (Level out to out)
< NEAR ABUTMENT AT _APPROACH FOOTING 4'-6"
§ 46" Approach Footing
& Approach Footing SECTION A-A 30" 1'-6"
S 1'-6" 3'-0" (See Plan for dimensions not shown)
) . ¢ Joint
1= J t N N
: /Q oin i \
[a}
S 1 I T T T T
S | 1 1 T 1 1 |
E) “ 1 | | | | | “
g ° I | [ 3 3 [ [ I °
= = T -~ -~ T
i S | | | — o =) - | | | S
° = %) n =
- 3 | 110 - #4 a(E) bars at 15" cts. (Top of Slab) ! w“ § ﬁ “ ! 10 - #4 a(E) bars at 15" cts. (Top of Slab}. : 3
T > < 1 T I S S I I SIS
: S | I [ el 5| % 2 5| = [ [ I =l S
5 ST 1 S 2 & G| 2 £ 1 1 1 T8
[C] S ] | = n %) = S
> w9 I I I s| 8| < < 2| ® I I I alg &
o < Evﬁ . I Q ~ e} S ~ Q I | . IS“D <
5 S| So ¢ Joint Sta. 63+15.00 | Sta 6342500 - 4 T T @ - Sta. 64+75.00 ¢ Joint Sta. 64+85.00 &, S
£ S| 4% FElev. 68497 : I ¢ Plum Creek 2la. 634250 : g 8] 5 5 S & : Elev. 682.90 : : Elev. 682.42 43 o
< 2 Vg I Greenway Trail ) ’ . o < < b - Clg, &
© <| S = b= - I 1 N o —~ . . -~ A N I 7*1* ''''''' @$— - m AlS <
3 sl TIg ! | I & ®| o ol ®| ® | ¢ Plum Creek Greenway | | ~E 5
o o ®E | | al w2 S| o | Trail | | B o
S IS I | 10- #5 w(E) bars at 6" cts. 8 8| ° S| 8| & ! 10- #5 w(E) bars at 6" cts. | I ]
2 - g% | I Top and bottom of approach ~ =~ :9 :QI —~ =~ I Top and bottom of approach ¥ I g% R
s SR I | Footing. See Sec. B-B L\'f. SIS ) § I Footing. See Sec. B-B. I I R
s > §% | 1 | = <« = = _Q 3 | | | §§i >
g B | 14 - #5 al(E) bars at 10" cts (Bottom of slab) | NN o~ | 14 - #5 al(E) bars at 10" cts (Bottom of sld) | SE T
g H | 1 I * * I I | H*
] 1 QI\ C‘h ! | | |
g | | | | 3 < |
= ~ | | | N N | | | —
z | | | | | |
& | 1 1 1 1 1 |
g | I I I I |
£ & N
s 11'-0" 110" \
<
H EAST APPROACH - PLAN WEST APPROACH - PLAN \\
z
2 USER NAME = DESIGNED - REVISED - F.A TOTAL | SHEET
G 2\ BRIDGE APPROACH SLAB DETAIL 3 SECTION COUNTY )
: e o T AL v PLUMGCREEK PEDCES'?RIAN BRIDGSE - 20-73000-06 87 L w [«
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MODEL: Default

5_Q"

5_Q"

¢ Plum Creek

d

e

vI(E)
Greenway Trail BILL OF MATERIAL
vW(E \ , +7" I'-0"
V4(E) (&) ¢ Bearing Back of Abut.
1'-0" ‘ 1'-0" Bar No. Size Length Shape
h2(E), h3(E), or h4(E X h2(E), h3(E), h4(E
‘ — h2(E), h3(E), or h4(E) [‘—‘ . hI(E)— f—‘ (E), h3(E), or h4(E) — e e - P o
& — r= = ‘ t = S
iI N I__ ;! \ l J:I A 2 h2(E) 16 #5 -7t
N v2E) 5 L SN N B _ V2(E) ) o ] h3(E) #5 16-2"
a, ¢ Brg. ) Sls ©ls R h4(E) #5 14'-5" —
il NS ~|= N m
h1(E) —" ) p(E) #7 14'-8"
2" Chamfer‘\
| o
76 76" > ‘ i | ) S(E) 16 #4 11-5 Ij
g8-0" 15_0" 8-0" o
V4(E) o u(E) 8 #6 10'-2
TOP VIEW g . e | L]
(22} E #4 "
Elev. 682.80 ’ V(E) 1 4-0 r
5 1 - #5 v3(E) bar S(E) —1 L
° Ea. Face | | 3 vI(E) 12 #4 5'-4"
§ 1-#5 h4(E) bar . 3- #4 vI(E) bars at 12" cts. Each Face Typ. Ea. Side o lg & < - V2(E) 16 #5 9_0"
2
g for Each face 5.0 5_gn ‘ [ V3(E) 4 #5 6'_5"
2| 3-#5 h3(E) bars % mie 4E) | 22 | #a 4-3
5| (See rield cotting 11 - #4 (E) at 12" cts. A MINIMUM e -
% i 11 - #4 v4(E) bars at 12" cts. Each Face 1'-6" 1'-6"
E Diagram) T BAR LAPS
3 | 3'-0 - = Concrete Structures Cu. Yd. 9.5
©o
sl s Elev. 681.68 —: Bar La Protective Coat Sq. vd. 37
g § \ ‘\1 SEC. THRU ABUT. : Reinforcement Bars
A /\ 3 - #5 hI(E)| #5 37" ' Pound 1.280
§ . bars Ea. Face, o 6 2 Epoxy Coated
NI = ‘ T Furnishing Metal Shell
| % ‘ \ s s 16'0.312" Foot 110
el \ Elev. 679.06 m O ] Piles 16"x0.312
IS 4 - #5 h2(E) bars af 9- #7 plE) bars at ols 5 i 6'-107% | 6-7 | Driving Piles Foot 110
% Fn 9" cts. ea. Face | See Sec.iT ru Abut. | 3 " '7 Test Pile Metal Shells Fach 1
9 R - R Y S i s
2 i (N [ ~ g ] Concrete Sealer Sqg. Ft. 84
H %ﬂ"‘F‘— — —=H-'-FE% # 210
i ‘ Flev. 676.06— ‘
g 8-#5 v2(E) bars at 12" cts. | | BAR u(E) BAR h4(E)
& Ea. Face (see Cutting Diag.) L -0 t g ;
g = T e~
g 2-#4 s(E) bars L 6- #4 s(E) \ / 6- #4 S(E) ] 2-#4 s(E) bars Wi i .
C bars at 10" cts. bars at 10" cts. ] RN s 2E) b o=
2 - #5 v2(E) bars N - i
=
ELEVATION ] 3= #5 h3(E) bars _1© N PILE DATA
g e SN e i
e ko owla P W N Type: Metal Shell 16"x0.312"
g P ENCY cu EES i X . .
5] SR I Nominal Required Bearing: 340 kips
£ | SRS - Factored Resistance Available: 187 kips
= ¢ of : N Est. Length: 55 ft
. Back of W. Abut | ¢ Plum Creek o= BAR Vv(E) No. Production of Piles: 2
5 v2(E) Sta. 64+75.00 ‘ Greenway Nl No. Test Piles: 1
! L h2(E) bars ¢ Ablutmenf‘\ X o Tra/// Back of Abutment
8 \ & Piles 12 Notes:
% :’ I : — k\ s BO/QP o * FIELD CUTTING DIAGRAM Concrete clear cover shall be 2" minimum unless noted otherwise.
Q9 —~ : - 3 ~J J L]
S — Tl {jf A — ,J\L 'j***'fo - f‘)\ - — ] Orger h3(_E) aﬁddVZ(E,{ ZU// /eﬁgth. Cu‘i a? shown Anchor Bolt design and locations shall be per Truss Manufacturer.
£ J/ e = o ™ \. [— Test Pile ana use remainaer or bars in opposite race. The Contractor shall place top cap reinforcement to miss anchor
£ 5 u(E) bars ‘ = W bolt locations. Cost of Anchor Bolts is included in the cost of
3 I j y Pedestrian Truss Superstructure.
g ~ S(E) bars ¢ Pile ¢ Pile —— ¢ Pile —
(C% 1'-3" 6'-3" 6'-3" 1'-3" All edges shall have standard ;" chamfers except as noted.
§ 7-6" 7'-6" For details of piles, see sheet S5-6.
] 15'-0" %
g rln Concrete sealer shall be applied to the beam seat and front face
3 of backwall and cap.
2 PLAN-PILE CAP Truss fabricator shall provide a 1" nominal shim pack for each bearing
g 2'-8" consisting of a %", Y" and 2-%" shim plates matching the dimensions
§ of the masonry plate provided, including holes for anchor bolts. Cost included
£ BAR s(E) in the cost of Pedestrian Truss Superstructure.
z
= USERNAME = DESIGNED - REVISED - FA TOTAL | SHEET
i WEST ABUTMENT DETAILS RTE. SECTION COUNTY | sHEETS | NO.
2 TERRA CHECKED - REVISED - STATE OF ILLINOIS PLUM CREEK PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 20-F3000-06-BT WILL 80 45
: ENGINEERING LTD. | Morscur - DRAWN - REVISED - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO. 61K44
E PLOT DATE = CHECKED - REVISED - SHEET S-4 OF S-8 SHEETS ILLINOIS | FED. AID PROJECT
7/2/2024 1:13:08 PM




MODEL: Default

5_g" 5_0" /
¢ Plum Creek vI(E) ¢ ‘ ‘
Greenway Trail \ — BILL OF MATERIAL
v(E ) 7 "
V4(E) (&) ¢ Bearing =24 I'-0 Back of Abut.
1'-0" ‘ 1'-0" Bar No. Size Length Shape
[ 2L h3(E) or ha(E) - hI(E)— [ h2AE) h(E), or hA(E)— - hI(E) 6 #5 14-8"
N —7 =T 1 T= < v(E B
[S) S " [S)
iI :\/ I__ ;! \ l J:I \ 2 h2(E) 16 #5 -7t
Ny 2E) 5 Sl SN N [ <l V2(E) ) p ] h3(E) #5 16'-2"
N ¢ Brg. ) NE ©|s RS j h4(E) #5 14'-5" —
Bl ~|& N
h1(E) —" ) p(E) #7 14'-8"
2" Chamfer‘\
|
g 1 i N S(E) 16 #4 11-5" Ij
7'-6 7'-6 (| ‘ :"_ V4(E)
g8-0" 15_0" 8-0"
V4(E) o u(E) 8 #6 10'-2"
TOP VIEW 5 i P
" wE) | 11 | w4 40" r
Elev. 685.03 |
< 1 - #5 v3(E) bar S(E) —1 L
b Ea. Face | | 3 vI(E) 12 #4 5'-4"
§ 1-#5 h4(E) bar . 3- #4 vI(E) bars at 12" cts. Each Face, Typ. Ea. Side o lg & o - V2(E) 16 #5 90"
2| for Each face 5_gn 5.0 v3(E) 4 #5 6'-5"
3| 3-#5 h3(E) bars - f - ﬁq[t
~| for Each face " v4(E) 22 #4 4'-3"
i’ (See field cutting 11 - #4 v(E) at 12" cts. R MINIMUM
E Diagram) 11 - #4 v4(E) bars at 12" cts. Each Face 1'-6 1I'-6 BAR LAPS - .
> 3-0" - = Concrete Structures u. Yd. 5
& \ :
g‘ %‘f \ Elev. 683.91— 1 SEC. THRU ABUT. Bar Lap PrclJtect/ve Coat Sq. vd. 3.7
% W.\ 3 - #5 hi(E)| #5 3_7m Reinforcement Bars, Pound 1,280
2 bars Ea. Facei o #6 g Epoxy Coated
S+ ‘ T Furnishing Metal Shell
| o W ; ﬁr = Foot 74
Oo; ©° | LE/@V. 681.26 G.l\ IE Piles 16"x0.312"
N ! ~ 1 Ipn 1 _gn L. .
SIS 4 - #5 h2(E) bars af 9- #7 plE) bars at 2l 5 i 6'-10% ‘ 6-7 ‘ Driving Piles oot 2
% m 9" cts. ea. Face | See Sec.‘T ru Abut. | 3 " '7 Test Pile Metal Shells Fach 1
i — i —_ —_— | o ™M =
2 [ Fyl [ 18 S Concrete Sealer Sq. Ft. 85
] i — — 7 f 10"
° i El 678.26 —/ i !
. ev. .
g 8-#5 V2(E) bars at 12" cts. | | BAR u(E) BAR h4(E)
& Ea. Face (see Cutting Diag.) L -0 t g ;
g ] T e~
5 2-#4 s(E) bars L 6- #4 s(E) \ / 6- #4 s(E) ] 2-#4 s(E) bars SIS e
C bars at 10" cts. bars at 10" cts. ] RN s 2E) b o=
g - #5 v2(E) bars N :
=
ELEVATION | [T #5 h3(E) bars = ; PILE DATA
© S| ‘e ==
o] ol ¢ Ue NQ Type: Metal Shell 16"x0.312"
g P ENCY cu RIS i X . ;
5] SR I Nominal Required Bearing: 340 kips
£ | SRS - Factored Resistance Available: 187 kips
= : N Est. Length: 37 ft
o Back of E. Abut | ¢ Plum Creek Mdn BAR Vv(E) No. Production of Piles: 2
N v2(E) Sta. 63+25.00 /Greenway Nl No. Test Piles: 1
3 L h2(E) bars ¢ Abutment .o Trail Back of Abutment
2 / \ & Piles ‘\ 2 / Notes:
2 P4 I o 1 : /)O/E o * FIELD CUTTING DIAGRAM Concrete clear cover shall be 2" minimum unless noted otherwise.
.é M . ~ —~ 4\\ -~ 3 ;Ii 3 ~] i L
§ — 1 {— {jf BT R 71\L ,?,,,,g _ . 7‘)\ F— - ] Orger h3(_E) anddVZ(E; ZU// /eﬁgth. Cu‘i a? shown Anchor Bolt design and locations shall be per Truss Manufacturer.
£ J/ e = o ™ \. [— Test Pile ana use remainaer or bars in opposite race. The Contractor shall place top cap reinforcement to miss anchor
£ . u(E) bars ‘ = N bolt locations. Cost of Anchor Bolts is included in the cost of
5 [~ N "
3 7 j ) ) ) & Pedestrian Truss Superstructure.
S ~ S(E) bars ¢ Pile ¢ Pile —— ¢ Pile —
z 1'-3" 6'-3" 6'-3" 1'-3" All edges shall have standard ;" chamfers except as noted.
g 7-6" 76" For details of piles, see sheet S5-6.
< 150" 5
g rl‘ Concrete sealer shall be applied to the beam seat and front face
3 of backwall and cap.
2 PLAN-PILE CAP Truss fabricator shall provide a 1" nominal shim pack for each bearing
& 2'-8" consisting of a %", Y" and 2-%" shim plates matching the dimensions
§ of the masonry plate provided, including holes for anchor bolts. Cost included
£ BAR S(E) in the cost of Pedestrian Truss Superstructure.
z
= USERNAME = DESIGNED - REVISED - FA TOTAL | SHEET
a EAST ABUTMENT DETAILS RTE. SECTION COUNTY | sHEETS | “NO.
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: ENGINEERING LTD. | Morscur - DRAWN - REVISED - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT NO. 61K44
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MODEL: Default

- Drawings\110 - SHT\09 - Structures\D123276-XXXXX-SHT-6-PILEDTL-001.dgn

- Plum Creek Greenway Trail\Design\100

FILE NAME: pw:\\terraeng-pw.bentley.com:terraeng-pw-01\Documents\Projects\2023\23-276

See Detail A, typ.

="
Il I
Il I

5
716 Cut square for tight fit I I
(within 0.01") before I I _
We/d/‘ng} it i 5
METAL SHELL PILE TABLE \!'\ !! "
. . Weight . (X # 4
Designation Wall Inside I I / ; ; _
and outside |thickness if)oeort volume etal shell oil Bottom of / Il m\ %Z (c)/e)((f VVVVZS I’:VZ%%CIHZ x 6
; 3 etal shell piles il : '
diameter t (Lbs./Ft.) (yd.?/ft.) A p pite cap :: :: 58#/100 sq. ft.
PP12 | 0.250" | 31.37 | 0.0267 —# / " "
> n.
PP14 0.250" 36.71 0.0368 s % ; I I ? Forms for concrete
PP14 0.312" | 4561 | 0.0361 i A \)\\L A 5 encasement may be
" S omitted when soil
PPI6 0.312 52.32 0.0478 X \E < T S conditions permit.
PP16 0.375" | 62.64 | 0.0470 A E Z I © .
3 / See Detail A Il ] Metal shell pile
16" . : I I
Aghpprox. Metal shell pile I I ECTION A-A
a | I I
Il Il
I Al
DETAIL A ! |
I I
Mita/ shell : *:_Et WELDED COMMERCIAL SPLICE LEVATION
ile —_—
P | | Notes:
| /3/4 End plate | 60° The %" x %" min. fill bar may be constructed of INDIVIDUAL PILE
| | ; 1
2 bérs with a %" max. gap t?etween th(?m. ‘ CONCRETE ENCASEMENT
Shop or Pile segments shall be driven to solid contact with (When ified)
s field weld splicer before welding. en specitie
s=t- 1/15”
END PLATE ATTACHMENT 6" Horizontal bend, typ.
T T
| I Metal shell
| I[ pile
| | ——=-Tn
| I LI
60° | I LIl
t II'q LIl
e = ]
¢ Field fabricated £ PP12: 8-#7 bars
sy I or cqmme(c/al Bottom of /. P PP14: 11-#7 bars
/ backing ring abutment |4 ;31150]66 /Z3n—#i ba)rs
60° - | d 5 ong, typ.
~N | 4 i
- ==|===4 ) B I o
A\ RS I :
60° Angle of \ \|| |!/// pfle shoe shape may vary. Shallower ™~ & —
inclination \ ".LL/ pile shoes are allowed provided that i —
= the driving surface has an angle of +« Shop or [
kaclination of 60°. Metal shell | S field weld I ] Mieléal Shell
pile : p
s=t- Y 4
" I SECTION B-B
PILE SH ATTACHMENT :
(When called for on the plans, the Contractor
shall furnish pretal shell pile shoes consisting
of a single pfece conical pile point as shown.
The pile sHioes shall be cast in one piece steel ’C_OMPLETE PEN_ETR_AT]ON WELD SPL_]CE w
accordig to either ASTM A 148 Grade 80-50 or * Field fabricated backing ring may be made from pile shell
AASHFO M 103 Grade 65-35 and shall provide by rgmoving ;ggmeﬁt to a/{ow _rgducing circquerence and
fuly’bearing over the full circumference of the vertically rejoin with partial joint penetration weld. REINFORCEMENT AT ABUTMENTS
etal shell pile. The pile shoe shall have tapered (Omit when concrete encasement is specified)
leads to assure proper alignment and fitting and
shall be secured to the pile with a circumferential
weld). Note:
The metal shell piles shall be according to
F-MS 1-1-2020 Article 1006.05 of the Standard Specifications.
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PROFESSIONAL SE}
CLIENT _Tema Engineering PROJECT NAME Plum Creek Trail Improvements
PROJECT NUMBER 21-G0323 PROJECT LOCATION Crete, lllinois
DATE COMPLETED _3/17/21 LOGGED BY _Ken/Tom DRILLING METHOD _3.25 in. HSA
-~ ATTERBERG
= é _IMITS
= w = g |z =le =
= e |o %n:}hmuﬁ‘z'ag"iggi‘
E~| 38 |Fo 4 |Ea| 253 |22k Eg|2E o |E
HENENEO MATERIAL DESCRIPTION b zg OS% |25/ 08 GE|ZR gE oL (2e |5k
= s X @0 SETE —lx S|(2E|Fo
o & 15 sz |9 oz |¥ |5 |23|z |08|25|35|2z
& i 8 55 ola (5] a ;
o =
=
o
680.5 [~ dark brown CLAY
L - I\ very stiff, moist /<] SS |100| 346 |375|32|203
[ brown and gray LEAN CLAY 1 (10)
very stiff to hard, moist 323 89 1}65'}9 4.5+| 5.2 206
- SS 3-8-8
| 674.0 7 2 100 16) 4.5+ 13.5
7%/ brown and gray SANDY CLAY w
10 /// stiff to very stiff, moist 345 L 2(-140)5 o o)
/ ST | 92 1.75(1.05|20.9|108.4
[ “|_669.0 // 1
| _ brown and gray LEAN CLAY 3
very stiff, y6rd S5 [100| 233 |20 22292
I 5 (6)
L 664.0
o
5 gray LEAN CLAY SS 246
§ 20 stiff to very stiff, moist 6 A (10) 40 (A48
] I
2
s i SS |100| 3-89 |325| 3.0(183
al | 7 (17)
o
5| 30 SS |89 | 345 |175| 1.8)20.1
£ 8 (9)
i J
Q
ol
o ST | 100 25 [1.85]19.7 (1115
I 2
It J
2]
ol J
3| 40 SS |89 | 246 |20 21160
o 9 (10)
£
b 638.0 h 4
2 “ET1 gray SILTY SAND ?g 100 5(;01)3 213
i ™ - medium dense, wet
5
al 4
£l 59 | 6325 SS |100| 889 |275 13.4
& gray LEAN CLAY 11 (17) 13.8
=| 771 very stiff, moist
==
«| COMPLETION DEPTH _83 ft GROUND ELEVATION 682 ft NOTES
<
g CAVE DEPTH _ft BACKEFILL _Soil Cuttings
=
§ GROUND WATER LEVELS:
@ 5/ AT TIME OF DRILLING _44.00 ft / Elev 638.00 ft
o
é ¥ AT END OF DRILLING 44.00 ft / Elev 638.00 ft
g AFTERDRILLING
8
g Lines of Demarcation represent an approximate boundary between soil types. Variations may occur between sampling intervals and between
=) bering locations, and the transition may be gradual. Dashed lines are indicative of potentially erratic or unknown changes.
=
w
]
o
o

<SSGEOCON

PROFESSIONAL

CLIENT _Terra Engineering

BORING NO. B-4

PAGE 2 OF 2

PROJECT NAME _Plum Creek Trail Improvements

PROJECT NUMBER _21-G0323

PROJECT LOCATION _Crete, lllinois

DATE COMPLETED _3/17/21 LOGGED BY _Ken/Tom

DRILLING METHOD _3.25 in. HSA

. ATTERBERG
OE ﬁ LIMITS
L -0 —_— . —
- - ~ |= |& X =
- £ |o 2 P weE ¥ -
F~| & |To Fu ke 2E3 U225 |Ex|ZE v =
o & E 2o MATERIAL DESCRIPTICON vs (5¢ OS5z (LE|LE|pW Zggm O Er|GX
w < e LS [0E| o> |F=|e=|3E|2=|gE|2S|os|EY
S E e =2 97| "oz |£ |b [28|x |55|83|33|22
ke % o 8 I ola o= |27 |37
o
a |2
D
5290
= =] gray SILTY SAND o
| | medium dense, wet ?g 100 7(5?1)0 17.3
60 SS | 100 | 8-12-17 22.8
13 (29)
- _se19.0 [l
| = gray LEAN CLAY =N
St moist ?2 100 2(3)5 1.25| 1.3 [31.5
E 71 615.0
R A gray SILTY SAND/SANDY SILT
70 medium dense, wet SS | g3 | 13-12-13 19.9
15 (25) |
F ]
E ] SS | 78 | 11-12-12 21.6
16 (24)
L ]
i 604.0
SAND and GRAVEL ETN
80 medium dense, wet wd R | M AS 12.0
17 (27)
B 1 599.0

Refusal at 83.0 feet.

Bottom of borehole at 83.0 feet.

Lines of Demarcation represent an approximate boundary between soil types. Variations may occur between sampling intervals and between
bering locations, and the transition may be gradual. Dashed lines are indicative of potentially erratic or unknown changes.
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BORING NO. B-5 BORING NO. B-5
‘ﬁGEOCON PAGE 1 OF 2 PAGE 2 OF 2
CLIENT _Terra Engineering PROJECT NAME _Plum Creek Trail Improvements CLIENT _Terra Engineering PROJECT NAME _Flum Creek Trail Improvements
PROJECT NUMBER _21-G0323 PROJECT LOCATION _Crete, llinois PROJECT NUMBER _21-G0323 PROJECT LOCATION _Crete, lllinois
DATE COMPLETED _3/23/21 LOGGED BY _Robert/Ken DRILLING METHOD _3.25 in. HSA DATE COMPLETED _3/23/21 LOGGED BY _Robert/Ken DRILLING METHOD _3.25in. HSA
= ATTERBERG . ATTERBERG
~ 8 IMITS a 8 _IMITS
w 2 g |z 3 s w ® g | I Q °
5 o =3 [E |uglE £ o o == |E |uglk S
£ e o |> oy Eolr= o £ |0 r |> wd |z | |ES o
T z |z [y x| 225 |19 _|SE|lEo|ZE = T z |3 ot x| zE5 |E_|9_|SE|lEo|ZE r
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o | o |g Sc] 9 i o | 8 s ola 3) 7|5
i |2 a |z
=] 5
0 -
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- - soft to stiff, moist 325 2(;}4 — [ ] -
/ i 67 ET) 2.0 20.3 60 SS | gg | 7-10-13 13.3
I~ = ; ! 14 23 |
i / S5 [ a4 | 122 |25 02[185 2k =
'/7/ S — ()] - 6164 |1
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[ 5~ (5 - | 5O
L lestal 70 );’B@*i S5 13;;%10 8.0
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g 20 gﬁ?" #1%%? CLAY 363 100 4;;")4 201 111214 % ! | _;QOC L) N
g 2 by ) <
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g 3 Xoye 17~ _@9) ]
g SS {100 | 335 |10 1.0]163 | af3e - P
o ! @) ok 1 eo0e [H2
- - = Refusal a 788 7edt 55 A= 113
2 SRR W E EEIEST g Bottom of borehole at 78.8 feet. 18
% : : L 3
3l 2 = %
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ar 85|56 | 535 [20]15[149 3
I 9 &) | I
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o ey n 10 ~_© . °
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MODEL: Default

Benchmark: MAG Nail at the south end on the trail pnt #2700 el 727.36 DESIGN LOADING
Sta. 76+30.00 Sta. 79+20.00

EL. 682.90
EL. 680.00 Live Load: Pedestrian Live Load 90 Lb./Sq. Ft.
+1.98% Maintenance Vehicle: AASHTO H10 Truck

Existing Structure: N/A

New Structure: New Boardwalk is prefabricated concrete plank

) ; ; ) ) Applied Separately From The Uniform Live Load
with prefabricated concrete beams on drilled shaft pier foundations.
o o
Sl Sla sl o DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS
= e S S
oY oY oSlo o~
~8 ~8 g S g p 2020 AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design
2l ald ~8 ~S Specifications, 9th Edition.
S| S|
80.0'V.C. Limits of Structure | @ o 2009 AASTHO LRFD Guide Specifications for
the Design of Pedestrian Bridges.
PROFILE GRADE 40.00"v.C.
—_— SEISMIC DATA
Seismic Performance Zone (SPZ) = 1
200-0 Design Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec. (SD1) = 0.07
bk. to bk. abut. Design Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec. (SDS) = 0.11

Soil Site Class =D

Boardwalk Foundation 150"

16" - 6-0" 6.0" 16"
typ. i ‘ 1

|

| 14'-2%" + Min. Clearance

ELEVATION

Steel Cable

|
I
\
I
| Railing (typ.)
I

\

\

I

\

I

\

Precast Concrete PGL i
Boardwalk / |
/ I
|

i

\

I

|

I

\

/ | ; )
| | i | |—— Precast Beam (typ.)

\

Approx. Grade L Foundation TBD
200'-0" bk to bk of abutments R RS / RS VSN
- -
89'-10%"
: 56'-0%" TYPICAL SECTION
Begin Boardwalk
Back of Abutment Sta. 76+70.50
Sta. 76+70.00 Elev. 682.50 PGL
Range 14 E, 3rd P.M.
. % L~ o
D7 - - -—=-—=-—=—=—=—tr-—=—=—=—=—=Q==l==z= —Z=-===] === P t E
j = = =] — = oy == L;?:J:ticon \g\ “
| L 77+00 5|2 R S 7
o|+% A
: : =|° Back of Abutment z 4
[s2)
1 e o e N =) e e ] Eeififie (= it =) i eflanon Sta. 78+70.00 % I\II
10" Approach Slab = - — ED %‘
10" Approach Slab Proposed Boardwalk \
LOCATION SKETCH
PLAN GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION
PLUM CREEK GREENWAY
End Boardwalk
Sta. 78+69.50 PROPOSED BOARDWALKS
Elev. 680.51 WILL COUNTY
STA 76+70.00 TO STA. 78+70.00
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Benchmark: MAG Nail at the south end on the trail pnt #2700 el 727.36

Existing Structure: N/A

New Structure: New Boardwalk is prefabricated concrete plank

with prefabricated concrete beams on drilled shaft pier foundations.

600'-0" bk. to bk. abutments

DESIGN LOADING

Live Load: Pedestrian Live Load 90 Lb./Sq. Ft.
Maintenance Vehicle: AASHTO H10 Truck
Applied Separately From The Uniform Live Load

DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS

2020 AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design
Specifications, 9th Edition.

10" Approach Slab

typ. (UNO)

Back of Abutment
Sta. 84+54.31

Begin Boardwalk
Sta. 84+54.81
Elev. 683.17

‘on

Boardwalk Foundation

ELEVATION

78
9"
(4

600'-0" bk. to bk. abutments

2009 AASTHO LRFD Guide Specifications for
the Design of Pedestrian Bridges.

SEISMIC DATA

Seismic Performance Zone (SPZ) = 1
Design Spectral Acceleration at 1.0 sec. (SD1) = 0.07
Design Spectral Acceleration at 0.2 sec. (SDS) = 0.11
Soil Site Class =D

MATCH LINE STA. 87+50

150"

6-0" 6-0"

46"

14'-2Y%" + Mih. Clearance |

Steel Cable
Railing (typ.)

106"-0%'

PGL

Proposed Boardwalk

MATCH LINE STA. 87+50

\
\
\
Precast Concrete PGL !
Boardwalk f 1
|
! Precast Beam (typ.)

Foundation TBD

Approx. Grade

TYPICAL SECTION

Range 14 E, 3rd P.M.

N

Project
Location

©NY “IS[AND

1S,
N—
——

co177(se GR

Twp. 34 N /

BEMES| RD| ( I I

RD|

T
s
LOCATION SKETCH

GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION

PLUM CREEK GREENWAY
PROPOSED BOARDWALKS
WILL COUNTY

STA 84+54.31 TO STA. 90+54.31

TERRA
ENGINEERING LTD.

USER NAME
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REVISED -

PLOT SCALE
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PLOT DATE
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600'-0" bk. to bk. abutments

---------- T s s s s e

ELEVATION

MATCH LINE STA. 87+50

Sta. 84+00.00
EL. 683.71 Sta. 86+25.00

EL. 681.50

2.47% -0.98% Sta. 90+79.31
EL. 673.53

~1.759, /
Limits of Structure
3 S sl o
3 ? 3 g <o <o
3l 32 212 2%
it 8 8% 5|5
S S < © o ©
0 | o | H|m &|m
100.00'V.C.
50.00" V.C.
PROFILE GRADE
Begin Boardwalk
Sta. 90+53.81
Elev. 673.96
Back of Abutment
Sta. 90+54.31
10" Approach Slab
600'-0" bk. to bk. abutments
139-4%"
o
Yo}
+
N~
09 Proposed Boardwalk
=
wn :@:::::@:::::;t::::—\:::::—\::7::—3:::::— = N
L 188+00
% GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION
TES =S =SS === ==X === ==L === ="XC=-=="="3C=-="="="S5X=-="="="SX====<=— PLUM CREEK GREENWAY
:'_tJ PROPOSED BOARDWALKS
s PLAN WILL COUNTY
STA 84+54.31 TO STA. 90+54.31
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P4
P4

ASPHALT PAD

HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 2"
HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19.0, N50, 2.5"
AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 8"

HMA PATH:
HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, 0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15
IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 1.5" PAINT PAVEMENT E E
HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, MARKING, 4 SCALE IN FEET SCALE IN FEET

IL-19.0, N50, 2.5" YELLOW, 5' C-C

WETLAND —
SITE 15 N
AREA OF INSTALL SIGN
e Lt prRmANENT ey 10459.1
IMPACT = 10+46.0 15.0 LT
0.008 AC | e
I TRASH RECEPTACLE
ol by by, : /\
\
; 50 SF PCC SIDEWALK 6"
i 6 SY AGGREGATE BASE COURSE 4"
! 20 SF DETECTABLE WARNINGS
! | — 15 LF
~ nm ol i CONCRETE
N \ CURB, TYPE B
2.25 SF SIGN PANEL TYPE A i (FLUSH WITH 2.25 SF SIGN PANEL TYPE A
11.5 LF WOOD SIGN PANEL i PAVEMENT) 11.5 LF WOOD SIGN PANEL /
‘ 7z
- -— //
\\ ,/ 36+96.6
N 10.0 RT
N R19-14 R19-14 ,/
N\ o d /
N\[BEGIN PROJECT 066 |\ -
N STA 10+03.60 o2 END ON-STREET ROUTE . 36+87.1
MEET EXISTING BEGIN ASPHALT PATH > =R 36+87.3
N TRAIL STA. 36+44.9 0 ' 10.0 RT
: 10+18.4 _— \o o
\ / _—"  36+58.85 ‘
\ END ASPHALT PATH \— 5.0 RT g
\ 10+18.7 BEGIN ON-STREET /,/
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A ¥ Y Rl N e R ST S 04589 < — 50 SF PCC SIDEWALK 6"
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| 20 SF DETECTABLE WARNINGS 16 LF o
36+33.4
‘ INSTALL SIGN = CONCRETE e
| . CURB, TYPE B vish
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|
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| i 147 RT 36+54.55
/ M1-8b o 18.8 RT
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| SUPPORT f YELLOW, 5' C-C
i
/ r ASPHALT PAD
HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, IL-9.5, MIX "D", N50, 2"
2 HOT-MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19.0, N50, 2.5"
DETAILL 1 AGGREGATE BASE COURSE, TYPE B 8"
DETAIL 1 DETAIL 2
-
)
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2" %
g
£
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36" TURF SHOULDER
4% MAX. SLOPE
AWAY FROM TRAIL BOTH SIDES

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

Q
ADDITIONAL TOPSOIL, SEEDING, & BLANKET 6" 24" o"
<—/4>
B M ON BOTH SHOULDERS AS NEEDED "’ 2.0% max
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COURSE
NOTES: 1.5" HMA SURFACE COURSE
1. ALL TRAILS SHALL MEET CURRENT ADA STANDARDS.
2.5.0% MAX. LONGITUDINAL SLOPE ON BITUMINOUS TRAIL. .
3. 2.0% MAX CROSS SLOPE ON TRAIL. 26" HMA BINDER COURSE DETECTABLE WARNINGS CONCRETE DETAIL
4. WATER SHALL NOT FLOW ACROSS ANY TRAIL WITHOUT 2 Scal Noted
OWNER'S APPROVAL. 8" (MIN) AGGREGATE BASE COURSE (Scale as Noted)
1 BITUMINOUS TRAIL CROSS-SECTION (TYPICAL)
(Scale as Noted)
23.440" FASTENER
11.440" /
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\)/

CROSS
TRAFFIC DOES
NOT STOP

3/4" @ 45° CHAMFER,
ALL 4 SIDES

R1-1 SIGN, REFLECTORIZED
HIGH INTENSITY, SEE NOTES

4x6 CEDAR POST, BOLT SIGN TO NARROW
SIDE OF POST WITH LAG BOLTS (FOR
TRAILS ONLY). FOR ROADWAY SIGNS,
INSTALL PER IDOT STANDARDS.

/— W4-4p, IF APPLICABLE.

NOTES:
1. INSTALL TWO STOP SIGNS PER ROAD
CROSSING.
2. SEE TRAIL INTERSECTION PLAN AND SIGN
PLACEMENT PLAN FOR LOCATIONS.
3. SIGNS FOR ROADWAY'S SHALL BE INSTALLED
ON METAL POSTS PER IDOT STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS
4. SIGN SIZES:
STOP SIGN (R1-1
ROADWAY - 30"
TRAIL - 18"
CROSS TRAFFIC (W4-4p
ROADWAY - 24x18"
TRAIL - 18x12"

COMPACTED GRANULAR BACK FILL
MATERIAL TO BE TAMPED IN SHALLOW
LIFTS.

3/4" @ 45° CHAMFER,
ALL 4 SIDES

W3-1a SIGN, REFLECTORIZED
/ HIGH INTENSITY, SEE NOTES.
COLOR: YELLOW ON TRAILS,

YELLOW-GREEN ON
ROADWAYS

4x6 CEDAR POST, BOLT SIGN TO
NARROW SIDE OF POST WITH
LAG BOLTS.

i/
W4-4p, IF APPLICABLE.
CROSS /_

TRAFFIC DOES
NOT STOP

NOTES:

5" MIN.

1. INSTALL TWO STOP AHEAD SIGNS PER ROAD
CROSSING.

2. SEE TRAIL INTERSECTION PLAN AND SIGN
PLACEMENT PLAN FOR LOCATIONS.

3. SIGNS FOR ROADWAYS SHALL BE INSTALLED
ON METAL POSTS PER IDOT STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS.

4. SIGN SIZES:

ROADWAY - 30"
TRAIL - 18"
CROSS TRAFFIC (W4-4p)
ROADWAY - 24x18"
TRAIL - 18x12"

COMPACTED GRANULAR BACK FILL
MATERIAL TO BE TAMPED IN SHALLOW
LIFTS.

N

3/4" @ 45° CHAMFER,
ALL 4 SIDES

W11-1 SIGN, 24", REFLECTORIZED
HIGH INTENSITY FLUORESCENT
YELLOW-GREEN

4x6 CEDAR POST, BOLT SIGN TO
NARROW SIDE OF POST WITH
LAG BOLTS.

/— W16-7p, 24x12"

S—

iy (-:._ ”|:
_; N,“__

—

NOTES:

1. INSTALL TWO SIGNS PER ROAD
CROSSING.

2. SEE TRAIL INTERSECTION PLAN AND
SIGN PLACEMENT PLAN FOR SIGN
LOCATIONS.

3. SIGNS FOR ROADWAYS SHALL BE
INSTALLED ON METAL POSTS AND
LOCATED PER IDOT STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS.

5'MIN.

COMPACTED GRANULAR BACK FILL
MATERIAL TO BE TAMPED IN SHALLOW
LIFTS.

3/4" @ 45° CHAMFER,

ﬁ ALL 4 SIDES

W11-1 SIGN, 24", REFLECTORIZED HIGH
INTENSITY FLUORESCENT
YELLOW-GREEN

4x6 CEDAR POST, BOLT SIGN TO
NARROW SIDE OF POST WITH
LAG BOLTS.

AHEAD|”

CLEAR

NOTES:

1. INSTALL TWO SIGNS PER ROAD
CROSSING.

2. SEE TRAIL INTERSECTION PLAN AND
SIGN PLACEMENT PLAN FOR SIGN
LOCATIONS.

3. SIGNS FOR ROADWAYS SHALL BE
INSTALLED ON METAL POSTS AND
LOCATED PER IDOT STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS.

COMPACTED GRANULAR BACK FILL
MATERIAL TO BE TAMPED IN SHALLOW
LIFTS.

MODEL: $MODELNAMES
FILE NAME: $FILEL$

5
'STOP' SIGN 'STOP AHEAD' SIGN 'BICYCLE CROSSING' STREET SIGN 'BICYCLE CROSSING AHEAD' STREET SIGN
NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE
TYPICAL APPLICATION FOR SIGNS WITH WOOD SIGN SUPPORTS
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N

3' MIN. - 6' MAX.
—_— 3'MIN. - 6' MAX.
CLEAR, TYP. CLEAR, TYP.

AN

AHEAD

4' MIN. - 5" MAX.
CLEAR

4' MIN. - 5' MAX.
CLEAR

MULTI-USE TRAIL ———

1
o

SIGN PLACEMENT
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GROVE MARKER SIGN (CEDAR)

GROVE MARKER SIGN PANELS
CENTER POST

3 HT. N FINISH GRADE

COMPACTED GRANULAR

3-6", MIN. . BACKFILL, TAMPED IN
SHALLOW LIFTS

NOTE:

GROVE MARKER SIGN PANELS TO BE
SUPPLIED BY THE FOREST PRESERVE
DISTRICT.

GROVE MARKER SIGN
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MODEL: Default

PIPE OUTLET TO FLAT AREA

—
= _f -
PLAN
»MW2)
Geotextile
SECTION A-A
NOTES!

Pipe Outlet To Flat Area

No Well-defined Channel

=

=t

)

)

..

)
e

()

T

Bt

~

.

172" @ 45° CHAMFER
ON TOP RAIL ONLY

=T <

O =
wiEd 2
b4, [\ N

Q-
ZWZzul
S0 N
>20< ol_

[ P=q —
: <5
awa>
TSN

TRAIL SIDE

I
42“T

]

v
7

———2" X 6" RAIL

COMPACTED GRANULAR BACKFILL.
CA-6. MATERIAL TO BE TAMPED
IN SHALLOW LIFTS. RAILROAD
BALLAST IS NOT ACCEPTABLE

3" @ 45° CHAMFER

2" X 6" RAIL

76 X 6 POST. FASTEN RAILS

TO WIDEST SIDE OF POST
WITH GALVANIZED DECK SCREWSA.
PLACE POSTS @ 8 0.C. MAXIMUM

AS BACKFILL MATERIAL.

NOTES:

1. ALTERNATE JOINTS IN RAILS BY

USING 8' AND 16’ LUMBER.

2. PLACE BARK SIDE AWAY FROM POST.

BRIDGE RAILING

SEE BRIDGE 6" X 6" POSTS
STRUCTURE (TYP.)
DRAWINGS
TRAIL
2 X 6" RAIL
BRIDGE\ N (TYP.) o 5

——

AN

PLAN — RAILING DETAIL AT BRIDGE ENDS
NOT TO SCALE

3. CHAMFER RAILS 45° AT TERMINAL POSTS.
4. ALL FENCE WOOD TO BE ACO TREATED

PINE GRADE

#1 OR BETTER.

WO00D BICYCLE RAILING SECTION (TYP.)

NOT TO SCALE

1. The filter fabric shall meet the requirements In material
specifications 592 GEOTEXTILE Takle 1 or 2, class I, II or III .
2. The rock riprap shall shall meet the IDOT requirements for the

following gradation: RR

, Quality

3. The riprop shall be placed according to construction specification

61 LOOSE ROCK RIPRAP. The rock may be equipment placed.
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LIMBS TO BE REMOVED

LIMBS TO BE REMOVED

S1d? 2x 34\CADData\CADsheetsibm20.dgn

| 12" TYPICAL

. (SHOULDER VARIES)
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MODEL: Default

\District 1\Projects\DistStd2 2x30CADData\CADsheats\pd 32, dan

ot-pw. benthey.com PWIDOT\Documents\ IDOT Offices)

PROPOSED HMA SURFACE REMOVAL

PROPOSED PAY LIMIT OF HMA SURF. REMOVAL
FULL THICKNESS OF MILLING

| TEMPORARY RAMP
(NOTE "C")
(NOTE "E")

EXISTING PAVEMENT

PROPOSED HMA SURFACE REMOVAL

MILLED TEMPORARY RAMP

(FOR BUTT JOINT AND HMA TAPER SEE DETAIL BELOW)

OPTION 1

PROPOSED PAY LIMIT OF HMA SURF. REMOVAL
FULL THICKNESS OF MILLING

| TEMPORARY RAMP
(NOTE "C")
(NOTE "E")

4'-6" (1.35 m) PAY LIMIT
\ FOR BUTT JOINT

SAW CUT

1% (45) FOR E AND SMA 9.5 MIX
1% (40) FOR D MIX
2 (50) FOR SMA 12.5 MIX

(NOTE "D")
(NOTE "F")

EXISTING PAVEMENT

HMA CONSTRUCTED TEMPORARY RAMP
(FOR BUTT JOINT AND HMA TAPER SEE DETAIL BELOW)

OPTION 2
TYPICAL TEMPORARY RAMP

! PROPOSED HMA OR PCC |

SURFACE REMOVAL - BUTT JOINT
30'-0" (9.0 m) (NOTE "A")
15'-0" (4.5 m) (NOTE "B")

(NOTE "D")
40'-0" (12.0M) (NOTE "A1")

EXISTING HMA OR PCC SURFACE

¥ 3K EXISTING PAVEMENT

BUTT JOINT DETAIL

TAPER LENGTH KKk

VARIES

PROPOSED HMA SURF. CRSE.
PROPOSED HMA BINDER CRSE. —\ \

% 3% EXISTING PAVEMENT L1 1/2" (38) MIN.

HMA TAPER DETAIL

TYPICAL BUTT JOINT AND HMA

SAW CUT

1% (45) FOR E AND SMA 9.5 MIX
1% (40) FOR D MIX
2 (50) FOR SMA 12.5 MIX

1% (45) FOR E AND SMA 9.5 MIX
1% (40) FOR D MIX
2 (50) FOR SMA 12.5 MIX

FOR RESURFACING ONLY

** PC CONCRETE, HMA OR HMA RESURFACED PAVEMENT.

PROPOSED HMA SURF. CRSE.

PROPOSED HMA BINDER CRSE.

HMA TAPER LENGTH
SAW CUT
VARIES | | 4'-6" (1.35 m)
1 PAY LIMIT FOR 1% (45) FOR E AND SMA 9.5 MIX
BUTT JOINT 1% (40) FOR D MIX

(NOTE "D")

2 (50) FOR SMA 12.5 MIX

EXISTING PAVEMENT

| >—E)(ISTING HMA SURFACE

BUTT JOINT AND
HMA TAPER

TYPICAL BUTT JOINT AND HMA TAPER

FOR MILLING AND RESURFACING

GENERAL NOTES
A. MAINLINE ARTERIAL ROADWAYS AND MAJOR SIDE ROADS.
Al. INTERSTATES
B. MINOR SIDE ROADS.

C. THE TEMP. RAMP SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IMMEDIATELY UPON REMOVAL
OF THE EXISTING HMA SURFACE.

D. THE BUTT JOINT SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED IMMEDIATELY
PRIOR TO PLACING THE PROPOSED HMA COURSES.

E. TAPER THE TEMP. RAMP AT A RATE OF 3' - 4" (1.02m) PER 1 INCH (25 mm) OF MILLING THICKNESS.
* SEE TYPICAL SECTIONS FOR MILLING THICKNESS.

-

SEE ARTICLE 406.08 AND 406.14 OF THE STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS
FOR "HMA AND/OR PCC SURFACE REMOVAL, BUTT JOINT",

** 20'-0* (6.1 m) PER 1 (25) RESURFACING (NOTE “A*)

10-0" (3.0 m) PER 1 (25) RESURFACING (NOTE "B")
BASIS OF PAYMENT

1. THE BUTT JOINT WILL BE PAID FOR AT THE CONTRACT UNIT PRICE
PER SQUARE YARD (SQUARE METER)
FOR "HOT-MIX ASPHALT SURFACE REMOVAL - BUTT JOINT" OR
FOR "PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE SURFACE REMOVAL- BUTT JOINT".

2. THE TEMPORARY RAMP AND SAW CUT SHALL BE INCLUDED
IN THE UNIT COST FOR HMA OR PCC SURFACE REMOVAL-BUTT JOINT.

ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN INCHES (MILLIMETERS) UNLESS
OTHERWISE SHOWN.
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