Chapter 3 – Transportation – Green highlights = changes from 1st draft
Yellow highlights = changes to be made for final draft
I. GUIDING PRINCIPLES
A.

Park Ridge residents, workers, and visitors should have reasonable and safe
options to get around. A strategy that enables these choices is called “Complete
Streets.” Park Ridge should prioritize making the street network more “complete,”
or safely usable by a variety of users, including those with mobility challenges.

B.

The City should encourage alternatives to driving as the primary method for
alleviating road and parking congestion. The focus should be shorter commutes
from Park Ridge to Niles, Des Plaines, and the nearby Chicago neighborhoods.

C.

Park Ridge’s walkability is impeded by “barrier corridors,” or long stretches
of road or rail without effective pedestrian accommodations. As a response, the
City should establish a pedestrian enhancement program that will lead to at least
three to five completed pedestrian-focused projects over the next 10 to 15 years.

D.

Park Ridge is near to or directly along rail lines, arterial rapid transit bus
lines, and highways. Through its involvement in cooperative organizations and
its local land use and policy decisions, the City can allow its own residents and
workers, as well as residents of the Chicago region to benefit from this
infrastructure.

E.

Park Ridge is also near to O’Hare International Airport, a proximity that
provides both benefits and challenges. The City touts convenient access while
also participating in subregional efforts to mitigate the airport’s impact on
neighbors.

F.

Transportation priorities are closely tied with environmental sustainability
and public health. Car dependency is a major contributor to carbon emissions,
and greater use walking and biking can help to reduce health morbidities.

G.

Mobility technology advancements will present opportunities and challenges
over the next 10 to 15 years. After appropriate study, these innovations may

contribute toward reducing congestion, miles traveled, and emissions.
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II. INTRODUCTION (VISION)
Getting around Park Ridge will be safe, intuitive, and reliable for walking, biking, riding public
transit or a shared vehicle, or driving personal and freight vehicles. Achieving this vision will
involve many partners: adjacent municipalities, local employers; school and park districts; the
Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT); Cook County Forest Preserve and Department of
Transportation and Highways; the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP);
townships; the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) and its service boards (CTA, Metra,
Pace); the Metropolitan Mayors’ Caucus (MMC); the Northwest Municipal Conference (NWMC);
the O’Hare Noise Compatibility Commission (ONCC) and nonprofit groups such as the Active
Transportation Alliance and Ride Illinois.
III. EXISTING CONDITIONS
A. Roadway jurisdictions and transportation overview
The roadway network in Park Ridge covers 23.6%1 of Park Ridge’s 7.13 square miles of land area.
The network – which connects conveniently to the Illinois Tri-State Tollway (I-294) and the
Kennedy Expressway (I-90) allows people, goods, and property to move from one place to
another. As with all cities in Illinois and across the country, various agencies have jurisdiction
over Park Ridge’s streets. Jurisdiction means that an agency is responsible for designing,
funding, and executing the long-term maintenance and construction obligations of a street. This
would including projects such as resurfacing (the replacing of the top layers of street and
repainting of its striping), reconstruction (the replacing of all layers of a street surface and
perhaps curbs and other infrastructure), traffic signals (e.g. traffic lights, stop signs, etc.),
crosswalks, sidewalks, parkways, and other infrastructure. Related but not necessarily aligned
issues are winter maintenance – who takes care of plowing and salting – and traffic law
enforcement – who patrols the street.
The first agency with the most lane miles of jurisdiction is the City itself (See Figure 1). Streets
under local jurisdiction are typically residential with low-to-moderate traffic and connect
destinations within Park Ridge or to directly adjacent communities. In its current structure, street
engineering and maintenance is overseen by the Department of Public Works, with support and
input as needed from other City departments.
The second key agency is the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), which has jurisdiction
over most of the Park Ridge’s arterial roadways—those that are designed to connect multiple
communities across the region. These might be viewed as Park Ridge’s “major thoroughfares.”
Projects on these thoroughfares are most commonly initiated and funded by IDOT, which will
give notice and solicit input from the City when doing projects but ultimately makes decisions

1

Land Use Inventory (2013). Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP).
https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/102881/Park+Ridge.pdf
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on engineering design and project scope. As a local entity, Park Ridge can and does lobby for
street projects to be designed in ways that are most beneficial to the community.
As part of its mission, IDOT offers several grant programs and initiatives to partner with local
communities on completing projects. Because of state-level policy commitments to adequate
funding, it is expected IDOT will be able to be more comprehensive in working with
communities on this goal. In the current framework of mobility and transportation decisionmaking, many of these cooperative projects are focused around lessening dependence and
priorities to automobiles only and designing roads and streets that are more “complete;” that is,
they provide space for users other than cars and trucks.
Transportation engineers and planners use a hierarchy called functional classification when
deciding how to design streets. Examples of considerations are how long is a street
(connectivity), what is its purpose, how many vehicles use it, and how it fits in with all of other
streets. Classification is analogous to blood vessels in the body, which is why one of the
categories of classifications is “arterial.” IDOT is viewed as the authority in determining
functional classification. Figure 2 shows a map of Park Ridge with its IDOT-determined
functional classifications.
In addition to roadways, Park Ridge is a public-transit-rich community relative to many other
Chicago suburbs. Having the CTA Blue Line just beyond the south boundary line provides a 24hours-per-day frequent-service option to get to either O’Hare Airport or downtown Chicago.
The Union Pacific-Northwest Line offers comparatively good service to other Metra lines,
offering multiple express options that can connect commuters with downtown Chicago in as
little as 20-25 minutes. CTA and Pace buses have a broad coverage area across many Park Ridge
streets, however with varying levels of service depending on times of day; however, the
Dempster Street corridor provides an exciting opportunity for those intending to use Pace
PULSE arterial rapid transit, which may be operational as soon as 2022 and will be an upgrade
over traditional bus service.
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Figure 1. Roadway Jurisdiction Map
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Figure 2. Functional Classification
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B. Safety assessment (pedestrian emphasis)
As part of Comprehensive Plan outreach, 22% of respondents to the second poll cited “enhance
walkability” (crosswalks, pedestrian curb extensions, median islands, etc.” as the top mobilityrelated priority. Therefore, this section examines the opportunities associated with pedestrian
safety in Park Ridge.
To be clear, safety problems are both actual or observed and potential or perceived. While
actual, documented crashes are important in planning, perceptions should also be considered.
Where people rfeel unsafe walking, a different mode choice will be made, if available. They often
decide to drive. Keeping in mind the guiding principle to encourage people to use nonautomotive ways of getting around, the City should proactively address safety perceptions
before a crash has occurred. Where there is a perceived safety issue for pedestrians, other
modes choices will be made.
Key threats to pedestrian safety and comfort:


Fast-moving traffic: According to federal transportation research, pedestrian fatalities
directly correlate with speed. In a crash, if a car hits a pedestrian at 40 miles per hour, the
survival rate is 15 percent. At 30 miles per hour, the survival rate is 55 percent, and at 20
miles per hours, 95 percent2.



Barrier corridors: Long stretches of arterial/collector roadways without any clear,
marked crossing – or where the marked crossing is ineffective – serve as barriers. They
discourage people from walking or require them to take risky action to cross streets.
o

The National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) recommends
no more than a three-minute walk distance3, or roughly .15 to .2 miles, between
marked pedestrian crossings in urban and suburban neighborhood contexts,
Based on this criterion Park Ridge’s network has been examined to determine
where barriers existing. Public input, the presence of destinations on both sides
of a street, and 17 barrier corridors are identified in Table 1 and Figure 3. A
specific example of the impact of barrier corridors is District 64’s busing program.
For example, Field School students who live north of Oakton in Niles must be
bused because Oakton lacks a safe, convenient crossing between Prospect and
Milwaukee.

2

“Safety: Pedestrian Safety Guide for Transit Agencies” (2019). U.S. Federal Highway Administration. Accessed at:
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/ped_transit/ped_transguide/ch4.cfm
3
“Urban Street Design Guide: Crosswalks and Crossings” (2019). NACTO. Accessed at:
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/intersection-design-elements/crosswalks-and-crossings/
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Other factors that discourage pedestrian use:
o Distracted driving, particularly from smartphones, is a road safety risk for all.
o Inadequate pedestrian facilities, including
 no sidewalks
 sidewalks with substandard width
 missing or small parkways
 cracked and broken surface
 inadequate handicap ramps

Figure 3. All Vehicle Crashes
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Figure 4. Barrier Corridors
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Table 1. Barrier Corridors
Street

From

To

Distance / walk time
between marked
crossings or clearly visible
ped infrastructure

Higgins

1416 W Higgins

Cumberland

.4 mi

8 mins

Higgins

742 Higgins

Canfield

.6 mi

12 mins

Devon

Dee

Greenwood

.68 mi

14 mins

Devon

Cumberland

Courtland

n/a

n/a

Talcott

Dee

Greenwood

.85 mi

17 mins

Touhy

Dee

Western

.74 mi

15 mins

Busse

Greenwood

Touhy

.5 mi

10 mins

Busse

Dee

Greenwood

.92 mi

18 mins

Dee

RR tracks

Sibley

.38 mi

8 mins

Riverside

Oakton

Touhy

1.06 mi

20 mins

Northwest Hwy
Oakton

Oakton
Northwest Hwy

Greenwood
Greenwood

.71 mi
.5 mi

14 mins
10 mins

Oakton

Prospect

Milwaukee
(Niles)

.8 mi

16 mins

Northwest Hwy
Potter

Potter
Northwest Hwy

.73 mi
.60 mi

15 mins
12 mins

Northwest Hwy

Potter

Oakton
Dempster
Dempster
(Des
Plaines)

.8 mi

16 mins

Devon

Courtland

Canfield

.48 mi

10 mins

Talcott

Courtland

Canfield

.49 mi

10 mins
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Pedestrian demand / notes

Access to CTA Blue Line and
many commercial
businesses/jobs
Access between local
businesses and potential
customers (hotel, office)
Access between students and
schools (Washington, Lincoln)
Busy commercial area (key
crossing area); existing
marked crossing is not
respected by drivers based on
anecdotal reports and
observation
Access between students and
schools (Washington, Lincoln,
Maine South)
Access between residents and
schools/parks
Access between residents,
Hinkley Park, bus stops, and
grocery store with other local
businesses, train station
platform, and commuter
parking
Access between residents,
businesses (including Village
Green), bus stops, and Dee
Road station area
Access to Carpenter School
and Dee Rd station
Access between residents and
Forest Preserve
Access between businesses
(i.e. Village Green) and
residents
Access to parks
Access to school (Niles
students walking to Field) and
bus routes (Pace 226, Pace
Milwaukee PULSE)
Access to school and park;
there is a poorly visible
marked crossing at Glenview
Avenue, but the distance is
very wide, and the crossing
provides little notice to drivers
Access to Maine East
Access between jobs/office,
bus stops, and residents
Access between residences,
parks, businesses
Access between residences,
parks, and businesses
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Figures 5 and 6. Example Barrier Corridor intersection: Talcott and Western
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Access to schools
Park Ridge-Niles School District 64 provides busing to students based on two criteria under
state law: 1.) the student attends a school that is more than 1.5 miles from their residence; or 2.)
students must cross a “serious safety hazard.” Because of the prevalence of serious safety
hazards, the school provides busing for students who live as little as .6 miles, or about a 10minute walk, from their schools. Figure 7 illustrates the District-identified safety hazards.
Figure 7. District 64 Safety Hazards (NOT YET AVAILABLE; DISTRICT TO PROVIDE)

To assist with general pedestrian safety in the area of school – not necessarily the specific safety
hazards as identified by the District – the Park Ridge Police Crossing Guard Program assigns a
crew of adult volunteers to provide crossing guard assistance. The guards staff the following
locations, which include the high school areas. However, guards are present only on school days
during typical arrival and departure times:
-

Potter and Manor
Northwest Hwy and Potter
Hwy and Glenview
Dee and Birch
Oakton and Greenwood
Sibley and Prospect
Sibley and Dee
Hamlin and Elm
Touhy and Western
Crescent and Western
Belle Plaine and Engel
Talcott and Western
Talcott and Seminary
Hwy and Elm
Hwy and Washington
Northwest Hwy, Touhy, and Prospect (Six Corners)
Touhy and Washington
Prospect and Summit
Talcott and Cumberland
Devon and Cumberland
Talcott, Devon, and Courtland
Albion and Courtland
Albion and Prospect
Cumberland and Granville
Talcott gate for Maine South (Talcott, west of Hamlin)
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C. Data: How do people get to, from, and around within Park Ridge?
To measure method transportation behavior, it is important is to analyze some readily available
data points and compare Park Ridge to reference areas, such as Cook County and the Chicago
region (Cook, DuPage, Kane, Kendall*, Lake, McHenry, and Will Counties):






How much per year does the average household drive?
How many vehicles does the average household have?
How do people commute?
Where do they commute to/from?
How many people are riding the various public transportation routes that go through or
near Park Ridge?

*Kendall County is not counted in every data measurement. Where “CMAP Region” appears, it is counted. Where “6County Region” appears, it is not.

Household Driving and Vehicles
Per-household average annual miles driven is greater for Park Ridge residents (17,257) than for
Cook County (14,123) and the Chicago region (17,165). Select neighboring and nearby
municipalities have the following averages: Harwood Heights (13,431), Niles (14,861), Norridge
(15,448), Mount Prospect (16,904), Arlington Heights (17,039), Morton Grove (17,294), Rosemont
(17,774), Glenview (18,394), and Des Plaines (18,916).
Table 2. Average Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled

The share of households that owns three or more automobiles is much greater in Park Ridge
(18.6%) than in Cook County (11.5%) and the region (16.0%). The share of one-car households is
less in Park Ridge (31.1%) than Cook County (40.6%) and the region (35.8%).
Table 3. Vehicles Available
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Commute Mode and Location4
Park Ridge (14.6%) lags Cook County (19.4%) and is line with the 6-county Chicago region
(13.8%) in commuting by transit, despite having comparatively good public transportation
access (i.e. multiple train stops, access to both Metra and CTA, several bus routes with daily
service, good sidewalk network) and many residents having workplace destinations that are
accessible by transit. Park Ridge (3.0%) lags the County (5.7%) and region (4.2%) in commuting
by walking or biking, despite having 10% of employed residents who work in Park Ridge, and
16.4% who work in either Park Ridge, Des Plaines, or Niles.
Table 4. Commute Mode

The most common location for Park Ridge residents to work is Chicago (30%). Park Ridge is
10%. Des Plaines and Niles, which are generally within three-to-five miles of any point in Park
Ridge, are collectively 6.4%.
Table 5. Commute Destination (from Park Ridge)

4

Table 6. Commute Origin (to Park Ridge)

“Community Data Snapshot: Park Ridge” (2018). Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning. Compilation
compilation of U.S. Census and other sources such as 5-year American Community Survey, 2013-2017; 2015
Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics; and Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Accessed at
https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/102881/Park+Ridge.pdf
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Public transportation5
In recent years, Metra average weekday boardings have increased at the Park Ridge Uptown
Metra station by 9 percent (Fall 2016: 1,043; Spring 2014: 954) but decreased at the Dee Road
station by 11 percent. (Fall 2016: 515; Spring 2014: 570). Overall, total boardings at the two
stations have increased slightly, 2.2 percent (Fall 2016: 1,558; Spring 2014: 1,524).
CTA Cumberland Blue Line station average weekday boardings have held steady since October
2010 (2010: 4,837, 2018: 4,876). The average weekday boardings of CTA No. 68 bus route have
decreased by since October 2010 (2010: 1,349; 2018: 1,253). Approximately 8% of the route’s
boardings, or approximately 100-120 per day, are in Park Ridge (12 stops). The most popular
stop with about 50 boardings and 50 alightings (i.e. getting off the bus) is the shelter on Summit
across the street from the Park Ridge Uptown Metra station.
Average weekday Pace bus boardings have the following trends (not necessarily Park Ridge but
for the whole route). Numbers are based on October 2010 and October 2018. The substantially
increased ridership along Routes 240 290 may signal the importance of a connection between
central and northern Park Ridge and the Cumberland CTA station. This may be an opportunity
for route enhancement (i.e. bus shelters, greater housing density along the route).
An important note: Service cuts, which diminish the frequency and availability of buses, will
inevitably lead to decreases. This can skew the data, and Pace has repeatedly cut service on
several routes this decade, most recently Route 209, which ended weekend service in mid-2019.
Table 7. Pace bus ridership trends
Route
209
226

250
290

241

240

Beginning/End
CTA Harlem Blue
Line-Des Plaines
CTA Jefferson
Park-Oakton and
I-90
Evanston-O’Hare
Evanston-CTA
Cumberland Blue
Line
Golf Mill-CTA
Cumberland Blue
Line
Golf Mill-CTA
Cumberland Blue
Line

October 2010
531

October 2018
351

Trend
Down 34%

729

712

Down 2%

3,032
3,145

2,993
3,654

Down 1%
Up 16%

271

241

Down 11%

590

651

Up 10%

5

“Regional Transportation Authority Mapping and Statistics” (2019). Regional Transportation Authority. Accessible
at: http://rtams.org/rtams/home.jsp.
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Figure 8. Public transit route map
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D. Parking assessment
Even with a focus on reducing individual automobile use and miles driven, there is a practical
need for car parking, and therefore the City takes a strategic and iterative approach to parking
management. In Comprehensive Plan outreach, 19% of survey respondents to the second poll
cited “parking hours” as the top transportation/mobility concern.
In simple terms, parking is supplied in two ways: off-street and on-street. Off-street parking is
required for most uses in the Zoning Ordinance, with the notable exception of permitted
commercial uses in Uptown (implemented in 2018). The intent of off-street parking regulations
is to ensure that private property uses are allocating at least some space on their properties to
accommodate parking demand. However, best practices in U.S. urban planning signal a trend
toward reducing and in some cases eliminating off-street parking requirements. While most offstreet parking is on private property, multiple public lots exist, owned by the City or another
agency partner, and these lots are concentrated in Uptown or the Dee Road train station area.
On-street parking utilizes curb space throughout the City’s many neighborhoods, with
heightened visibility in busy commercial areas, such as Uptown; and near train stations and
schools. The City’s overall approach is to use time limits, permits, and various hourly prohibitions
to ensure that a street’s primary users – the property owners or residents/tenants along that
street – are those with the best opportunity to use the parking. However, on-street curb parking
is a public good on a public right-of-way, and therefore no property owner or resident has an
exclusive right to the curb space adjacent to their property. The City has a process for requesting
changes to the permits and time regulations, and these regulations, as well as corresponding
signs and enforcement strategies, are amended from time to time.

Uptown Parking Study (completed July 2017)
In 2017, the City engaged consultants from Gewalt Hamilton Associates and Teska Associates to
complete an Uptown Parking Study, which including observations of parking usages in the area
conducted in late 2016. The study also included qualitative surveys and interviews. In general,
the study concluded there is enough parking within Uptown; 68.5% was the peak utilization for
the whole area between off- and on-street parking. Rates of utilization, observed Tuesday
through Thursday in October 2016, ranged from 49% at 8 p.m. to 68.5% at 12 p.m.
Table 8. Uptown Parking Supply
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City Council implemented changes through 2017 and 2018 to address specific issues, such as
Uptown employees not having long-term parking available. The City allocated more permit- and
long-term parking, shifted 90-minute and three-hour parking rules between lots and spaces,
and along Busse Highway in Uptown, introduced modern pay boxes instead of coin meters.
According to Comprehensive Plan outreach, including key stakeholder interviews and poll data,
some members of the community believe there is still room for improvement. Specifically, an
idea was presented to create a non-permit option for greater than three hours, as the threehour limit is seen as discouraging to those who want to make a whole day or evening out of
visiting Uptown by going to multiple locations (for example, first the library, then dinner, then a
movie). Not considered in this discussion was that non-restricted, free street parking is already
possible; it might be a bit farther to walk—up to 10 minutes— and it might be on a residential
block, but it is possible to park within a reasonable walk, for an able-bodied person, of Uptown
for free with no time limit. Having sufficient and perhaps reserved parking for those who are not
able-bodied is a related comment that emerged from outreach.
Figure 9. Uptown Total Off- and On-Street Parking Occupancy (Excerpt from Study)

South Park/Devon
The Devon Avenue commercial corridor, commonly referred to as South Park, is known for its
unique pastiche of small local businesses. The walkable corridor has a strong, desirable midcentury character. However, the City regularly receives complaints from businesses that parking
rules in this area make it difficult to impossible to meet off-street parking requirements. As a
specific example, in Spring 2019, a potential new business, a children’s cooking school, inquired
about moving into a vacant space. Upon learning they would need a parking zoning variance to
open, they chose to locate in Edison Park (Chicago). Anecdotally it appears the current supply of
on-street parking, on Devon and adjacent side street, generally meets the demand. There are
meters and hourly restrictions.
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Other areas
Here are key parking considerations for other areas where parking is, at times, inconvenient:


Dee Road train station area: The prime piece of land for development in this area
currently occupied by City-owned commuter lot; in addition, wireless towers generate
rental income for the City here.



Higgins Road/Cumberland area: Due to the proximity of the CTA Cumberland Blue
Line station, park-and-ride commuters seek out the free parking along the Higgins Road
frontage as well as nearby side streets. To prevent these commuters from parking all day
along the streets, the City has imposed parking limits in this area.”

E. Ongoing local endeavors and projects
Maintaining the local transportation network and its infrastructures requires careful budgeting
and planning. In its financial statements, the City categorizes its street infrastructure as an asset.
The following regular initiatives support the transportation network.


Street resurfacing and restriping of local streets: This effort is funded annually at
about $1.4 million, paid for by motor fuel tax fund (MFT), which is money generated from
the state’s motor fuel tax. However, the local home-rule fuel tax generates revenue for
the Park Ridge general fund and is not reserved for transportation expenses. Street
resurfacing and striping is in the Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Resurfacing
includes pothole patching.



Sidewalk replacement: ($200,000-$250,000 annually), which is a line item in the general
fund of the City budget.



Annual pavement conditions assessment: This process informs priorities for street
resurfacing and striping.

From time to time, the City applies to outside agencies, namely IDOT, for grants to fund special
projects. For example, the 2018 Northwest Highway streetscaping in Uptown, which led to new
curbs, sidewalks, planters, lighting, benches, and other features, was funded by the Illinois
Transportation Enhancement Program (ITEP). The grant funded 80% of the project, and 20% was
a required “local match” contribution. In 2008, the City worked with Park Ridge-Niles District 64
to receive a Safe Routes to School grant to fund new sidewalks in the vicinity of Franklin School
(“The Manor”) neighborhood.
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2018 Bike Plan Implementation
In December 2018, the Council adopted a new City bike plan, replacing the plan adopted in
2005. The plan was the work of a multi-year effort of local bike enthusiasts and a Bike Task
Force, which was sunsetted after the plan was completed. Consultants from nonprofit advocacy
agencies Ride Illinois and the Active Transportation Alliance (Active Trans) conducted study and
produced the plan, which led to task force receiving the Under the Radar award from Active
Trans. Figure 5 on the following page shows the long-term project map with the types of
facilities shown.
Even before plan adoption, the City allocated approximately $60,000 in its Fiscal Year 2019
project to implement short-term, incrementally effective bike infrastructure:





Additional bike parking racks in commercial areas
An expanded wayfinding and signage network to designate more streets as bike
routes and provide information on distances and directions to destinations
Striping projects to establish bike lanes and shared-lane markings (“sharrows”) on
Prospect Avenue between the railroad tracks in Uptown to Oakton
Conducting engineering study on the feasibility of restriping Busse Highway to
establish bike lanes (part of what would be considered a “road diet”)

There is a lengthy list of projects not yet implemented. Here are a few of the key projects:






Actual construction of the Busse Highway Lane Reduction: As of this writing, the City
Council has supported with expenditures on engineering studies but has not allocated
funding toward design or construction, the cost of which will be determined by IDOT,
which has jurisdiction over the upcoming resurfacing and dictates the timeline. Estimated
project cost to the City: $50,000
An expanded shared-lane marking network spanning many streets
At the Riverside/Sibley intersection, a signal or flashing/calming treatment creating a
safe crossing for cyclists and pedestrians to the Des Plaines River Trail
A multi-use sidepath on the south side of Oakton Street connecting Prospect and
Oriole, filling a current sidewalk gap

IDOT projects
IDOT has informed the City of upcoming resurfacing roadway projects to occur in 2020-2024)




Busse: Resurfacing, potentially with altered striping to implement road diet: 2020-2024
Northwest Highway – Resurfacing 2020-2021
Touhy – 2020-2021
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Figure 10. Recommended Projects from 2018 Bike Plan
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F. Regional projects and ongoing efforts (non-IDOT)
In the span of this Comprehensive Plan, multiple efforts of regional and subregional agencies –
other than IDOT – are anticipated, and these will affect Park Ridge’s local planning.


Northwest Municipal Conference (NWMC) Multimodal Plan: The NWMC, in which Park
Ridge is a member municipality, is the Council of Mayors that helps determine how
federal surface transportation funding (STP) is spent within its service area, including
Park Ridge. In 2019-2020, the NWMC is updating its multimodal plan to determine
funding priorities for public transit, walking, and biking.



Pace PULSE Arterial Rapid Transit: Building on the success of its inaugural PULSE arterial
rapid transit bus service on Milwaukee Avenue through Niles and Chicago, Pace is
planning the second PULSE route. This will connect O’Hare Airport with Evanston via
Dempster Street, and will cross through Park Ridge, passing in front of the Maine East
and Lutheran General Hospital campuses. The project will involve traffic signal priority for
buses, significant upgrades to existing bus shelters, better buses, more frequent buses
(every 10-15 minutes at rush hours, 15-20 minutes non-rush, seven days per week), and
fewer stops along the route, which will significantly shorten trips for riders going to
either Evanston or O’Hare.

Figure 11. Pace PULSE station on Milwaukee Avenue
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O’Hare Noise Mitigation Organizations
Like all communities close to O’Hare Airport, Park Ridge has both benefits and challenges
because of proximity to this regional asset. Being close to O’Hare, one of the world’s busiest
airports, means being close to many jobs and having convenient access to national and global
travel. On the other hand, jets are loudest and burn the most jet fuel during take-off and
landing. Here is Park Ridge’s involvement in partnerships to mitigate the negative effects of
O’Hare.


Park Ridge O’Hare Airport Commission: The O'Hare Airport Commission consists of nine
citizen members whose objective is to provide a forum for public discussion and serve as
an advocate for reasonable sound and environmental levels associated with flights flying
to and from O'Hare Airport over Park Ridge. The Commission, which meets bimonthly,
conducts research, educates the public, and advocates for improvements.



O’Hare Noise Compatibility Commission (ONCC): Park Ridge is a participating member,
and as of 2019 has a representative on the Commission’s Fly Quiet Committee. The two
key ONCC initiatives are the following:
o

Residential windows soundproofing program: Funded by two sources, federal
money (FAA) and a fee on O’Hare air tickets, this program pays for home
enhancements such as door and window soundproofing. Many Park Ridge homes
in the southern part of the City have taken advantage of this program, which is
phased to establish a priority order of neighborhoods to be served. There are
Park Ridge homes in south Park Ridge near Higgins slated for Phases 17A and
17B installations. In Figure 9, the green dots represent already completed
installations, the orange is 17A, and the yellow is 17B.

Figure 12. ONCC Residential Windows Soundproofing Progress and Phases
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o

Fly Quiet Committee: The Fly Quiet program through the Chicago Department of
Aviation encourages air traffic controllers and pilots to alter approach/take-off
patterns at night such that they occur over less populated areas. This committee
has led to a runway rotation pattern designed to ease constant sound burden on
any particular community or neighborhood. To better spread out jet noise,
O’Hare began nighttime runway rotations in 2019, but this also reduced the “fly
quiet” hours at O’Hare.

G. Trends in mobility technology
Since the last City Comprehensive Plan in 1996, technological advances have affected how
people and goods get around—with the proliferation of smartphones in the early to mid 2010s
as a particular accelerant. The advances listed below have already affected Park Ridge’s
transportation network, and their impact may grow in the future.


Ride-hailing (smartphone and app enabled): Uber and Lyft have expansive Chicagoland
coverage areas that include Park Ridge. Particularly with its airport and expressway
proximity, Park Ridge should expect a visible presence from these types of vehicles as
long as they remain popular and viable. In general, the prevalence of ride-hailing services
has increased the transportation impact6 of commercial rides, a domain that had
previously been dominated by traditional taxis.



Car-sharing / short-term car rental: Entities such as ZipCar, Getaround, and car-rental
brands such as Hertz and Enterprise offer an hourly car-rental model designed to
accommodate people who often choose not to own a car and to instead rent one as
needed. These organizations are well represented in Chicago, although not currently
prevalent among Park Ridge residents.



Micromobility (bike-share, e-bike, scooters)
o

Bike-sharing and electronic-assisted-pedal bikes: In addition to using bikes they
own, many cyclists prefer short-term rentals for bikes, either on a per-use basis or
via a membership. This innovation popped up in U.S. cities around 2010 and has
grown in prevalence. In Chicago, Divvy began operating in 2013 and has steadily
built its network to be one of the largest bike-share networks in the world. In the
past couple of years, it grew to suburban Evanston and Oak Park. Evanston has
retained the program, but Oak Park discontinued it. The Chicago-based network
is not well-connected on the far Northwest Side in neighborhoods that border

6

Balding, M et al (2018, September). “Estimated Percent of Total Driving by Lyft and Uber.” Fehr & Peers. Accessed
at: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1FIUskVkj9lsAnWJQ6kLhAhNoVLjfFdx3/view
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o

Park Ridge; it’s farthest northwest point is in the Mayfair neighborhood. The
company Zagster has partnered with cities such as Woodstock as well as
McHenry and Kane Counties to launch bike-share pilots7. In addition, U.S. bikemakers are beginning to roll out e-assisted bikes, both for personal ownership
and sharing networks. These bikes contain batteries and allow cyclists to pedal
faster and easier. They have been prevalent in Europe for decades.
Scooters: Cities – and some suburbs – across the U.S. have seen an influx of
battery-powered scooters, many of which allow single riders to travel up to 25
miles per hour. Some scooters are privately owned, as have been seen in Park
Ridge occasionally, but many are owned by sharing companies. Chicago hosted a
pilot program in 2019 and is expected to make scooters permanently street legal,
although it is uncertain, and unlikely, they would be legal on sidewalks.



Real-time information: signs, data, and signals. A growing amount of visible
infrastructure is necessary to make new transportation technologies viable. A good
example is real-time arrival signs at bus shelters, which had been previously prohibited
under Park Ridge zoning as electronic message boards, but are now allowed as of 2019.



Electric vehicles and hybrids: This vehicle type continues to proliferate such that most
automakers offer at least one and often multiple classes of the product. Federal and
state tax credits encourage personal purchase. Supportive infrastructure – most notably,
charging ports and stations – are also becoming more prevalent. With the exception of
expensive vehicles made by companies such as Tesla, the fully-electric driving range of
the average vehicle may only be 30-50 miles, and getting a full charge can take a couple
of hours. However, the range is expected to improve in the future. Therefore, charging
stations are currently necessary to support feasibility, although advancements in battery
storage and range will remove a barrier to purchasing these vehicles.



Connected and automated vehicles (CAVs), also known as autonomous vehicles: These
vehicles are those that can fully or partially drive themselves. CAVs are already legal in
Illinois and 30 other states – although in Illinois they are restricted to testing only to
encourage experimentation, but they are not fully rolled out or prevalent. A current pilot
program in Itasca provides connections between Metra and a business park.8



Commercial deliveries from e-commerce. The use of delivery vans has increased
significantly based on deliveries of good from online sales.

7

Keepman, B. (2019, May 14). “Zagster bike-share program coming to McHenry County.” Northwest Herald.
Accessed at: https://www.nwherald.com/2019/05/10/zagster-bike-share-program-coming-to-mchenrycounty/aka65in/
8
“Autonomous Illinois: The New State of Mobility” (2019, November). Illinois Department of Transportation
(IDOT). Accessed at: http://www.idot.illinois.gov/autonomous.
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II. GOALS
Based on the guiding principles and existing conditions, as well as community input on
prioritization, the transportation-related goals are described in this section. These goals and
their supporting actions are also listed in the Implementation table on Pages 36-37, where
important “how to” considerations are listed: which entity would take the lead, what are the first
steps, what are the funding options, and, what is the time horizon and difficulty of completing
the actions? All goals serve the overarching theme to expand options for getting around and
to reduce individuals’ default preference to drive a personal vehicle for all of their trips.
Key metrics to track progress include a.) reducing the “drive alone” commute percentage; and
b.) completing the target number of pedestrian improvements.
A. Make streets safer and more inviting for pedestrians and those who struggle to walk
long distances.

A1. Initiate a crossing enhancement program that results in at least three-to-five project
installations over the next 10 to 15 years.
The first step is to target and prioritize a list of project locations for pedestrian
enhancement. Admittedly, there are more barrier corridors and desired improvements than five,
but settling on a top-priority list will help implementers determine where to focus resources. The
priority list may be amended in the future as a result of subsequent community outreach.


Northwest Highway
Segment: Between Oakton and Greenwood
Key crossing area: Western/Seminary



Riverside
Segment: Between Oakton and Touhy
Key crossing area: Sibley into Forest Preserve



Busse
Segment: Between Dee and Greenwood
Key crossing area: Shibley to Western



Talcott
Segment: Between Dee and Greenwood
Key crossing area: Western



Devon
Segment: Between Dee and Greenwood
Key crossing area: Western
25
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Figure 13. Priority Pedestrian Project Areas
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Outside of the top five, additional target project areas include:


Oakton
Segment: Between Prospect and Milwaukee (Niles)
Key crossing area: Michael John/Ozark to Washington (Niles)



Oakton
Segment: Between Greenwood and Northwest Highway
Key crossing area: Western



Devon
Segment: Between Courtland and Cumberland
Key crossing area: Fairview/Walgreen’s Plaza
Note: This crossing is currently marked with a ladder-style crosswalk, yellow pedestrian
signs alerting motorists, and in-street “State Law” bollards; possible enhancements
include raised crosswalk and pedestrian-activated flashing beacon/traffic control



Northwest Highway
Segment: Between Potter and Oakton
Key crossing area: Northwest Park/Glenview



Higgins
Segment: Between Potter and Oakton
Key crossing area: Northwest Park/Glenview

Types of Pedestrian Projects: Options
The recommended type of pedestrian crossing enhancement varies from place to place based
on myriad considerations. There are engineering factors, such as functional classification, traffic
speed, traffic volume, lane configurations, and sight lines; cost factors, as certain treatments are
more expensive to install and maintain then others; and the practical factor of, “If installed, will
this treatment achieve both a.) improve safety and b.) encourage more people to walk?”
Given that all of the identified barrier corridors are IDOT-jurisdiction roadways, IDOT engineers
must ultimately approve the treatment selected. In terms of who would pay for the project –
IDOT, the City, or a combination of both – the treatment decision is based on issues such as
whether the project is being wrapped into a larger IDOT project, whether it is grant-funded, and
what share of the cost is born by each. Table 8 displays a menu of treatments to consider where
there is currently no pedestrian or accessibility accommodation at all. Table 9 shows options
that, in addition to Table 8, may be used to enhance existing marked crossings, such as
Devon/Fairview intersection or Northwest Highway/Glenview near Northwest Park and Franklin
School.
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Table 8. Pedestrian Project Options9
Project Type

Pro and Con
Pro: Most effective by bringing
traffic to a full stop

Cost estimate10,11 range*
$150,000-$250,000

Con: Must meet engineering
“warrants”; by far, most
expensive option

Traffic signal with crosswalks,
countdown signal timers, etc.
Pro: Now approved on a pilot
basis by federal traffic
engineering manual (MUTCD)
and IDOT

$15,000 not including refuge
island; $30,000-40,000 including
mid-range refuge island

Can be – and should be –
combined with other treatments
to maximize benefit
Rectangular rapid flashing
beacon (RRFB)

Con: Not as effective in safety
improvement as traffic signal
Pro: Effective in improving safety
and reducing pedestrian
apprehension

$2,000 – 40,000, depending on
size of median and
enhancements/beautification

Con: Can lead to additional
Lane restriping to reflect
maintenance; at some desired
narrowed travel lanes would be
project locations, curb-to-curb
an additional cost.
width may not be sufficient –
although travel-lane width could
be narrowed, which is often
Pedestrian refuge island
possible
*Note: Ranges are conceptual estimates only and not based on a detailed assessment of any particular site.

9

“Types and Treatments Gallery, Complete Streets Toolkit” (2019). Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning.
Accessible at: https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/programs/local-ordinances-toolkits/complete-streets/treatmentstypes-gallery
10
Osman, Loete, Eller (2019, March 11). “TRA-23, Guidelines for Pedestrian Crossings at Uncontrolled Locations:
Version 1.0.” Illinois Department of Transportation Departmental Policy.
11
Bushell, M. et al (2013, October). “Costs for Pedestrian and Bicyclist Infrastructure Improvements.” Highway
Safety Research Center. University of North Carolina. Accessed at:
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/cms/downloads/Countermeasure%20Costs_Report_Nov2013.pdf
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Table 9. Pedestrian Project Options (Enhancements to Existing)12
Project Type

Raised crosswalk (“speed table”)

Pro and Con
Pro: Reduced traffic speeds;
Increased convenience for
pedestrians (since the grade
change is eliminated);
supports streetscaping, and
placemaking goals.

Cost estimate13,14 range*
$7,000-30,000

Con: Boundary between the
sidewalk and street is not
readily detectable by visually
impaired unless tactile cues
are installed on sidewalk at
each end; cost
Pro: Reduces the distance
and time that pedestrians
travel in the street; increases
pedestrian visibility and the
ability to see oncoming
traffic; adds sidewalk space

$10,000-40,000

Con: Eliminates the buffer
(parked cars) between the
pedestrian waiting at the
curb and passing vehicles.
May be difficult to for
moving vehicles to see and
Curb extensions
creates an obstacle for street
sweepers and snowplows.
May require landscaping or
other means to guide
visually impaired pedestrians
to crosswalks.
*Note: Ranges are conceptual estimates only and not based on a detailed assessment of any particular site.

12

“Types and Treatments Gallery, Complete Streets Toolkit” (2019). Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning.
Accessible at: https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/programs/local-ordinances-toolkits/complete-streets/treatmentstypes-gallery
13
Osman, Loete, Eller (2019, March 11). “TRA-23, Guidelines for Pedestrian Crossings at Uncontrolled Locations:
Version 1.0.” Illinois Department of Transportation Departmental Policy.
14
Bushell, M. et al (2013, October). “Costs for Pedestrian and Bicyclist Infrastructure Improvements.” Highway
Safety Research Center. University of North Carolina. Accessed at:
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/cms/downloads/Countermeasure%20Costs_Report_Nov2013.pdf
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To summarize both Tables 8 and 9, the pedestrian improvement options (in addition to striping)
to consider are:







Full traffic signal (“full control”) with marked crosswalks and required pedestrian and
accessibility upgrades (i.e. countdown timers, tactile domes, wheelchair ramps)
Rectangular rapid flashing beacon (RRFB); optional: pedestrian and/or wheelchair
activated with a button
Pedestrian refuge island (pedestrian median)
Raised crosswalk
Curb extensions (also known as “pedestrian bumpouts” or “neckdowns”)
Enhanced lighting and increased number of street light fixtures

Funding options
Regardless of whether the City is awarded grants to fund in part or in full the desired pedestrian
enhancements, a recurring line item should be added to the budget – either through the
general fund or the capital improvement program – for ongoing pedestrian infrastructure
investment. With regard to grant opportunities, these are most common. With the passage of
the state capital infrastructure bill in 2019, the amount of funds and regularity of opportunities is
likely to increase:


Invest in Cook: A yearly opportunity funded by the Cook County Department of
Transportation and Highways to implement its Connecting Cook County plan; does not
have to be used for projects on Cook County-jurisdiction roads; awards in 2019 ranged
from $50,000-$400,000. City should consider a scattered-site pedestrian enhancement
program and consider applying. In the first three years of the program (2017-2019),
there was no local match required.



Safe Routes to School (SRTS): Federally funded and administered by IDOT, last
available in 2018; requires school partnership, and high schools/high school districts are
not eligible to participate. In 2018, maximum award was $200,000 with 0% local match.



ITEP: Like SRTS, Federal source with 80% federal/state, 20% local cost shares.
Administered by IDOT.



Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ): Federally funded and administered by
CMAP. Funds available bi-annually. Awards available into the millions of dollars. Twenty
(20%) percent local match required, and Phase I engineering is not funded. Only Phase
II/construction engineering and actual construction may be funded.



Surface transportation (STP) allocation through Northwest Municipal Conference
(NWMC): The City should monitor the progress of the Multimodal Plan and may apply
for a grant if the NWMC sets up a grant program to implement the plan.
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A2. Promote pedestrian-oriented design in development projects.
The City will continually be presented with development ideas and permit applications. These
present an opportunity to help pedestrians. The City should revisit the development codes and
ordinances, particularly those that govern bulk standards and site planning, and consider the
following possible changes:





Smaller setbacks and “inverted” parking, which is parking areas in the back, away from
the main frontage of the street, not at the front
Required marked or protected pedestrian pathways in parking lots
Bus stop or shelter areas required
Windows at the pedestrian level

A3. Create gathering spaces in and near public right-of-way.
Opportunities exist throughout Park Ridge to repurpose underutilized areas of rights of way,
such as short street segments and sidewalk corners, such that people might gather there. In
some cases, closing a short street segment to traffic or implementing a “people street” – also
known by its Dutch word, “woonerf” – may improve currently confusing intersections, as there
would be fewer conflict points between vehicles if the number of options for getting through
are reduced. Here are three options to study further:


Install benches and outdoor seating areas (outside of Uptown) on curb extensions
in residential neighborhoods. Figure 12 from western Chicago suburb Forest Park
provides an example.

Figure 14. Street benches in residential neighborhoods in Forest Park.
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Consider closing a short street segment to traffic and repurposing as public space.
While further planning and engineering study would be required, public feedback is that
there are multiple intersections in Park Ridge where, because of multiple streets (i.e.
diagonal streets) intersecting in nearly the same place, drivers are regularly confused.



Explore a woonerf. In contrast with the above, a street is not fully closed off to vehicles.
However, on this street, curbs are removed, traffic does not have the right of way, and
people are encouraged to walk and bike freely, and all motor vehicle traffic must yield to
them. This could begin as a temporary experiment, known as a pilot or “tactical
urbanism.” Example installations in the region include Argyle Street on the North Side of
Chicago and River Street in Batavia.
For either of these projects, the City may start by studying segments of Courtland, Main,
Prairie, and Fairview in Uptown – where festivals are already common for temporary
street closures – Prospect in South Park, and Dee Road in the Dee Road train station
area. The first step would be to test out ideas with a low-cost tactical urbanism events.

Figure 15. River Street, Batavia Woonerf
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A4. Strategically invest in improved and expanded sidewalk infrastructure.
The City should maintain its commitment to a sidewalk fund and continually look for
opportunities to install sidewalk where there is none and to widen or restore sidewalks where
they are substandard or deteriorated. Issues should be reported to IDOT where they have
jurisdiction.

B. Manage existing parking supply through policy and ongoing evaluation.
Occasionally the City is presented with resident and public questions about building new
parking structures or acquiring additional land for parking. Public parking garages are
sometimes warranted, but they are generally very expensive and require borrowing and taking
on financial risk. Rarely is parking the highest and best use of land. Before committing to any
long-term obligation toward expanding the City-owned parking supply, the City should use
policies – such as time limits, permits, and pricing – to allocate parking based on its scarcity.
These policies may need to change regularly, which is why these actions are recommended:

B1. Conduct a semi-regular, light-scope Uptown parking survey (every three to five years).
The first survey after Comprehensive Plan adoption could serve as follow-up work to the 2017
parking study to evaluate if policy changes have been effective. The number and popularity of
Uptown restaurants and other desirable uses has increased since the 2017 study, and this
dynamic parking environment should be re-assessed periodically.

B2. Initiate a parking study for the Devon Avenue South Park area. Most businesses in the
area are nonconforming with regard to meeting the zoning off-street parking minimum. Results
in variances or businesses not locating. The study can determine needs and potential solutions.

B3. Educate and conduct ongoing outreach to residents about parking. There is less parking
need if fewer people access congested area by driving, or if they are willing to park outside the
congested area and walk to their final destination. It is important to encourage alternative
modes. In addition, there is a sentiment that parking that is not abundantly convenient is an
inhibitor to business, but an even greater inhibitor is requiring too much parking or
oversupplying it when land area could be used for complementary businesses.

B.4. Consider selling air rights over City-owned parking lots in return for public/private
garages and other land uses. Possible locations are the Dee Road train station parking lot and
the lot at 36 South Prairie.
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C. Continually work toward implementing planned bike projects.
The City should not lose sight of the bike plan and its recommended projects. Some projects
may overlap or complement those that have a pedestrian benefit and were explained under
Goal A. While this plan does not seek to restate all of the improvements in that plan, here are
three key actions to focus on:

C1. Implement a 4-to-3-lane conversion on Busse Highway ("road diet").
C2. Riverside/Sibley Forest Preserve Trail Connection, which is also a priority pedestrian
project.

C.3. In annual budgeting, consider allocating funds to smaller, less expensive projects.
o
o

Shared-lane marking network
Expanded bike parking

C.4. Amend Zoning to create an incentive for the private market to provide bike parking.

D.

Support initiatives of public transit providers to expand and enhance service.

The City can take the following actions to support this goal.

D1. Make transit-supportive decisions on land use applications.
Land use and zoning decisions should be generally supportive of two-family, threefamily, and multi-family housing development, as well as small-lot single-family development, as
density makes transit most viable. A minimum of seven-to-10 dwelling units per acre (typical of
small-lot single-family detached residential blocks) is the minimum housing density to support
basic fixed-route bus service.15

D2. Allow and expand supportive infrastructure – such as signs (electronic or static) and
more bus shelters.
The City should first consider enrolling in Pace’s ad shelter program, which would lead to more
bus shelters

D3. Promote the use of transit among employers and institutions.
The City can lead by example through City Hall operations: Human Resources/Administration
should allow employees, though a program of the Regional Transportation Authority, to have a
pre-tax deduction toward transit fares. In addition, as part of the regular economic development

15

“Transit-Supportive Land Use.” Transit Supportive Guidelines. Pace Suburban Bus. Accessed 15 November 2019
at https://www.pacebus.com/guidelines/06b_transit-supportive_land_use.asp.
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conversations with local businesses, the City can talk to local employers about incentivizing/light
subsidy, such as fare passes, to workers to use transit.

E.
Continue involvement with subregional efforts to manage effects of O’Hare Airport
proximity.
The City can take the following actions to support this goal:

E1. Maintain participation in O’Hare Noise Compatibility Commission and Quiet
Committee seat.
E2. Maintain O’Hare Airport Commission (Park Ridge body).

F.
Study and test out new mobility technology that will affect how people in the
future get around.
The City can take the following actions to support this goal:

F1.
Consider a Zagster bike-share pilot similar to McHenry and Kane County
communities.
F2.

Invite Zipcar, Getaround, and others to locate and promote their services. The

City can begin by contacting these entities to see which metrics are needed to locate in Park
Ridge.

F3.
Study necessary curb space for drop offs and pick-ups for autonomous vehicles;
consider areas where it would be allocated.
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TRANSPORTATION - IMPLEMENTATION
A. MAKE STREETS SAFER AND MORE INVITING FOR PEDESTRIANS.
A.1. Initiate a crossing enhancement program: at least three-to-five project installations in 10 years.
Lead:
Public Works; CP&D
Identify project list and short-term funding opportunities; establish funding in City budget (general or CIP)
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time; local funds; grants; developer contributions
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term, complex
A.2. Promote pedestrian-oriented design in development projects.
Lead:
CP&D, Planning & Zoning Commission, City Council
Review and amend development regulations
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time, Commission time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
A.3. Create gathering spaces in and near public right-of-way.
Lead:
Public Works, with support from other departments
Identify and prioritize a project list; organize a tactical urbanism activity
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time; local funds; commercial corridor special service area for streetscaping; grants; developer contributions
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term/complex
A.4. Strategically invest in improved and expanded sidewalk infrastructure.
Lead:
Public Works
Produce educational materials for public; continue program
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term/routine
B. MANAGE EXISTING PARKING SUPPLY THROUGH POLICY, EVALUATION.
B.1. Conduct a semi-regular Uptown parking survey (every two to three years).
Lead:
Multiple departments (Administration, CP&D, Public Works); consultant
Scope first survey for 2021
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time, consultant (possibly)
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
B.2. Initiate a parking study for the Devon Avenue South Park area, similar to Uptown area.
Lead:
Multiple departments (Administration, CP&D, Public Works); consultant
Budget for project, RFP/procurement
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time, City budget
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/complex
B.3. Educate and conduct ongoing outreach to residents about parking.
Lead:
Citizen commissions / task forces
Assign task to commission or task force
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/complex
B.4. Consider selling air rights over City-owned parking lots in return for public/private garages and other land uses.
Lead:
CP&D, Planning & Zoning Commission, City Council
Put forward air rights pitches for discussion
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
C. IMPLEMENT PLANNED BIKE PROJECTS.
C.1. Implement a 4-to-3-lane conversion on Busse Highway ("road diet").
Lead:
Public Works, IDOT
Finalize engineering design with IDOT; allocate local funding
Next Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time; IDOT funding; local funding (estimated $50,000)
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/complex
C.2. Address the Sibley/Riverside intersection for safe crossing to Des Plaines River Trail.
Lead:
City Hall (Admin, Finance, CP&D, Public Works)
Invest in preliminary engineering to determine desired treatment and project type (i.e., refuge island, raised
First Steps:
crossing/bump, rectangular rapid flashing beacon)
Resources/Funding:
Grant; local funding match
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term/complex
C.3. In annual budgeting, consider allocating funds to smaller, less expensive projects.s (i.e. shared-lane markings, parking).
Lead:
City Council

First Steps:
Review bike plan and consult with staff on cost estimates and priorities
Resources/Funding:
City budget
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term/complex
D. SUPPORT PUBLIC TRANSIT PROVIDERS TO EXPAND AND ENHANCE SERVICE.
D.1. Make transit-supportive decisions on land use applications.
Lead:
Planning & Zoning Commission, City Council
Enroll in Pace ad shelter program to establish more bus shelters
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff and Commission time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
D.2. Allow and expand supportive infrastructure.
Lead:
Administration, CP&D, Public Works, City Council
Enroll in Pace ad shelter program to establish more bus shelters
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
D.3. Promote use of transit among employers and institutions.
Lead:
Administration (HR), CP&D
Allow City employees to deduct transit fare pre-tax (RTA program); reach out to large employers such as Lutheran
First Steps:
General Hospital about transit incentives for employees
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
E. CONTINUE INVOLVEMENT IN SUBREGIONAL O'HARE AIRPORT PROGRAMS.
E.1. Continue participation in O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission.
Lead:
TBD
Continue current efforts.
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff, Council, or volunteer time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
E.2. Continue O'Hare Airport Commission.
Lead:
TBD
Continue current efforts.
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time; budgeting
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/routine
F. TEST OUT NEW MOBILITY TECHNOLOGY.
F.1. Consider a bike-share pilot.
Lead:
Public Works, CP&D
Investigate and lay out potential partnerships (i.e. Zagster) and costs.
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time; budgeting
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short term/routine
F.2. Invite Zipcar, Getaround, and others to locate and promote in Park Ridge.
Lead:
Public Works, CP&D
Research programs elsewhere for pitfalls and successes
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Long-term/complex
F.3. Study necessary curb space for drop offs and pick-ups for autonomous vehicles.
Lead:
Public Works, CP&D, consultant and/or grad student research
Invite an urban planning or civil engineering grad school cohort to study.
First Steps:
Resources/Funding:
Staff time
Time Horizon/Complexity:
Short-term/complex

