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Alternatives handouts:
o North and South Alignments Overview
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o South Alignments
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Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings
SOUTH MEETING:
October 10, 2012, 1:30‐4:00pm
Grand Crossing Park Field House
7655 S. Ingleside Avenue, Chicago

NORTH MEETING:
October 11, 2012, 1:30‐4:00pm
St. Bernard Hospital
326 W. 64th Street, Chicago

AGENDA
1. Welcome and Introductions (10 minutes)
2. Recap and Review (15 minutes)
3. Presentation: Screening Results and the Build Alternative (20 minutes)
4. Group Discussion/Q&A (60 minutes)
5. Summary/Next Steps (15 minutes)

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
PROJECT STUDY AREA MAP

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
NORTH AND SOUTH ALIGNMENTS OVERVIEW

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
NORTH ALIGNMENTS

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
SOUTH ALIGNMENTS

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL PROJECT IMPROVEMENTS

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
BUILD ALTERNATIVES SCREENED
All four Build Alternatives would include the rail signal improvements and CN
Connection. The Build Alternatives will vary in which South Alignment is included
and which North Alignment is included.

Community Advisory Group
Preferred Alternative Meetings – October 2012
SCREENING RESULTS

1 Buildings (Dwelling Units)
2 Assumes the worst case condition with the widest possible cross section – that is, a sloped embankment with 3:1 slope.
3 All alternatives could also involve potential street closures due to the CN Connection. The North alignments may also
require street closures, but the South alignments would not. Exact locations are not yet known.
4 Includes construction cost of North and South alignments only. Other costs (e.g., construction of the CN Connection, signal
improvements, right-of-way acquisition, and utility relocation) will be developed as the project progresses.
Source: Parsons, June 2012

COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP
Summary of March 13 and March 14, 2012 Range of
Alternatives Meetings

The Grand Crossing Rail Project Team is using the Illinois Department of Transportation’s
(IDOT) Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) process to develop the project’s preliminary
engineering design and corresponding Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). This process
engages all project stakeholders, including neighborhood residents, elected officials, community
and business leaders, interest groups, government agencies, and anybody who interacts with
the railroads and roadways in the project study area. The intent is to identify and have a clear
understanding of the community’s transportation concerns. Vital input will help shape a solution
for the Grand Crossing Rail Project that best balances the transportation needs of this project
with the concerns and values of the community.
As part of this CSS process, the Project Team invited area residents and representatives from
businesses, police and fire districts, non-profits, churches, and schools to form two Community
Advisory Groups. These two groups – one for neighborhoods in the northern part of the study
area and one for those in the southern part – will serve as a forum for community leaders and
residents to meet periodically to discuss the community’s thoughts and ideas about the project.
These Community Advisory Groups will be integral to shaping the project, providing input to the
problem statement and purpose and need, the alternatives considered, and selection of the
preferred alternative. The Community Advisory Group membership roster is provided as
Attachment A.
On March 13 and 14, 2012, the second round of Community Advisory Group meetings were
hosted at St. Bernard Hospital and the Grand Crossing Park Field House, respectively. These
meetings focused on the Range of Alternatives developed for the project but also included much
of the same introductory information provided at the first round of meetings, both as a review
and so that new members could become more familiar with the project. The Project Team also
provided attendees the opportunity to provide input on the materials presented at the first round
of meetings, including the Problem Statement, the Purpose and Need Statement, and
Community Context Audit survey.
This memorandum describes the format and content of the March 13 and 14 Range of
Alternatives meetings, the input received from Community Advisory Group members during
these meetings, and the next steps for the project’s public outreach program.
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1.

Meeting Format and Agenda

The Community Advisory Group-North Meeting was held on Tuesday, March 13, 2012 from
1:30pm to 4:00pm at St. Bernard Hospital, 326 W. 64th Street, Chicago and was attended by 24
people. The Community Advisory Group-South Meeting was held on Wednesday, March 14,
2012 from 1:30pm to 4:00pm at the Grand Crossing Park Fieldhouse, 7655 S. Ingleside
Avenue, Chicago and was attended by 49 people. A sample invitation letter is provided as
Attachment B.
Project Team staff included Danielle Stewart and Jakita Trotter from IDOT, as well as several
members of the consultant team, including Tony Pakeltis, Craig Moore, Elizabeth Federico,
Brian McNuckle, and Manuel Ayuso1 of Parsons; Nick Busalacchi of HNTB; and Margarite
Wypychowski2, Ambar Mentor1, and Josh Druding of public outreach subconsultant Carolyn
Grisko and Associates. Other attendees included Chuck Allen of Norfolk Southern and Joe
Alonzo of the Chicago Department of Transportation (CDOT). At the North meeting, the Project
Team was assisted by Community Advisory Group member Michael Howard, who was invited
by the Project Team at the suggestion of Alderman Dowell to serve as a facilitator for the
meeting.
The north and south meeting attendance lists are included as Attachment C, and handout
materials provided to each attendee can be found in Attachment D. Details on the discussions
that took place during these meetings are provided in Section 2 and 3 below.
The venues for the two CAG meetings were laid out with tables seating 6 to 8 members each.
Seating was not assigned ahead of time; CAG members chose on their own where and with
whom to sit.
After a safety briefing, IDOT’s CREATE Public Outreach Administrator, Jakita Trotter, welcomed
attendees and laid out some meeting guidelines to ensure that the afternoon proceeded in an
efficient manner so that everyone had the opportunity to participate. Ms. Trotter then walked
through the agenda for the meeting, which included Project Team introductions, a recap and
review of the material presented at the November Community Advisory Group meetings,
presentation of the Range of Alternatives developed for the project, a small group activity, and a
summary of upcoming outreach activities and next steps. At the North meeting, representatives
of State Representative Hunter and Aldermen Cochran and Dowell introduced themselves and
delivered a few remarks on behalf of the elected officials.
Next, Parsons Project Manager Tony Pakeltis delivered the technical presentation, which began
with a review of the Grand Crossing Rail Project (including the project’s Purpose and Need
Statement), the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process, and a recap of the November
2011 Community Advisory Group meetings and the December 2011 public meetings. Because
the South meeting attendees included several individuals who were new to the group and were
less familiar with the project than the others, Mr. Pakeltis spent more time reviewing previously
presented material at the South meeting. The second part of Mr. Pakeltis’s presentation focused
on the Range of Alternatives developed and the process by which they would be refined and
screened to determine the alternatives that will be evaluated in detail in the Draft EIS.

1
2

South meeting only
North meeting only
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The Project Team’s presentation was followed by a 45-minute group activity during which
Community Advisory Group members discussed the build alternatives presented by Mr. Pakeltis
in small groups. This activity is described further in Section 2. The meeting concluded with a
discussion of next steps and other opportunities for community input, including the March 26
and 28, 2012 public meetings.
A copy of the presentation slides is included as one of the handouts in Attachment D.

2.

Group Activity

The purpose of the group activity was for Community Advisory Group members to gain a full
understanding of the Range of Alternatives and solicit their input on which alignments would be
preferable from a community perspective.
Each table included a member of the Project Team to help walk participants through the
alternatives using table maps and typical sections showing the alternatives and answer
technical questions. The small group discussions lasted approximately 30 minutes, followed by
a recap in which each table shared the main points of its discussion, including any
recommendations on which alignments they preferred, with the larger group. A brief
questionnaire was provided to each group to guide discussion. A copy of the questionnaire is
provided in Attachment E.
At the North meeting, most tables reached consensus on which north alignment they preferred,
as summarized in Table 1:
Table 1: North Meeting – Small Group Discussions and Alignment Recommendations
Recommended
Alignments

Reasons
• Because the rail corridor is already
there, whereas N-1 would create a
new rail corridor and disrupt the
community

Group 1

N-2; no south
alignment
recommendation
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Other Comments
• One group member
preferred N-1 because it
would have less impact on
the greater community
• All agreed that the North-1
would be more tenable if it
incorporate a community
benefit such as a bike trail
• In the N-2 area, there’s a
long-term land use
planning effort underway
that involves a bike trail
• The group also surmised
that N-1 may preclude a
new Metra station, which
would provide direct train
service to downtown and
be a major asset for the
community

May 11, 2012

Table 1: North Meeting – Small Group Discussions and Alignment Recommendations
Recommended
Alignments

Group 2

Group 3

N-1;
S-1

N-1; no south
alignment
recommendation

Reasons

Other Comments

• N-1 would require fewer
displacements
• There’s a potential historic
preservation issue with N-2 – a
dressed limestone bridge would be
covered
• S-1 keeps the improvements closer
to the Chicago Skyway, with less
noise and vibration impacts on the
surrounding community

• In order for N-1 to happen,
two other CREATE
projects (the Englewood
Flyover and the 75th
Corridor Improvement
Project) must happen first
• For the CN Connection,
there are tradeoffs
between blocking and
lowering streets
(convenience/mobility
versus possible
flooding)…this needs to be
communicated visually at
the public meetings
• Other concerns include
noise and track
maintenance

• The NS yard expansion has
already destroyed the
neighborhood that
N-1 would affect
• N-2 may divide the neighborhood
more
• Sherwood Park is only 15 years
old; it was built for children in the
community, and we had to fight
for it

• Concerned about noise
and air quality impacts for
residents left behind
• Cited Sherwood Park as
an important community
resource
• For both south alignments,
concerned about noise
and fumes from idling
trains affecting residents
near the proposed south
alignments. Suggested a
noise wall to mitigate
impacts.

At the South meeting, where many attendees were learning about the details of project for the
first time, table discussions were more general and focused on overall rail-related issues in the
community. Table 2 summarizes these conversations:
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Table 2: South Meeting – Small Group Discussions
Comments

Group 1

• Additional information, details, and explanation are needed to ensure this audience
truly grasps what the project is and to eliminate confusion and myths circulating in the
community.
• There are many misconceptions about project-related property acquisitions and
relocations.
• One participant noted impacts on building foundations, possible relocations, and
home values as concerns.
• Another participant, who lives near 77th and Avalon, is most concerned about noise,
vibration, flooding, and foundations. She noted that trains seem to be more frequent
lately.
• ETA Creative Arts Foundation, a community theater group at 76th and S. Chicago, is
planning to expand its facility. They should be consulted to review project timelines
and potential impacts.
• There will be noise and air quality issues near the Chicago Skyway.
• The group wondered if the 73rd Street ramp to the Chicago Skyway would be closed.
(Mr. Pakeltis confirmed that there would be no ramp closures due to the project.)

Group 2

• Issues and concerns include:
― Residents will hear more noise (including trains blowing horns) in the areas near
the new tracks.
― More trains and faster trains through the area will increase vibration and could
cause structural damage to property.
― Air quality in the areas near trains will worsen because of idling trains (there is a
senior citizen home in the area).
― If streets are lowered to accommodate the new viaduct, will it cause flooding in
the surrounding area.
― What are the proposed community improvements?
― Property values will decrease because of the new train tracks in the area.
• Amtrak completed high-speed rail tests in February. For this project:
― Will the community be informed when the vibration testing will start?
― Will the community have the chance to give their input about the effect of
vibration testing on their property?
• Why do trains on the NS blow their horns in the middle of the night? [Chuck Allen
from NS will talk to supervisors and try to get an answer.]
• Discussed South-1 alignment. One positive is that the new tracks would be added
between the Skyway and the existing NS tracks, so the alignment would not cause
noise impacts for the community.
• Did not have time to discuss the South-2 alignment or the north alignments.

Grand Crossing Rail Project
Range of Alternatives Meetings Summary

5

May 11, 2012

Table 2: South Meeting – Small Group Discussions
Comments

Group 3

Group 4

• Concerns include vibration effects on foundations, air quality, construction impacts.
• Resources/locations that could be impacted:
― ETA Creative Arts Foundation (South-2 would affect)
― 78th and Greenwood development
― Senior citizens building near 70th and S. Chicago near Sears
― Comer Center
• Is there more train activity already?
• We want to know exact locations of property impacts.
• How will you notify people about property impacts?
• Will trains on the new tracks be carrying hazardous materials?
• Where can we get a copy of the CREATE Feasibility Study?
• How can you consider the first public meeting a success if we weren’t there?
• The project should provide benefits to the community.
• Amtrak service to the south is slow.
• Bridge at 73rd and St. Lawrence.
Comments on south alignments:
• Homeowners will be impacted by multiple CREATE projects (e.g., Englewood
Flyover, 75th St. CIP, Grand Crossing Rail Project).
• What kinds of studies are included in the EIS?
• Concerns include:
― Hazardous materials transported by trains on the new tracks.
― 76th Street viaduct.
― Impacts to historic properties near 76th Street, ETA Creative Arts Foundation,
lumber yard, and churches.
• Metra trains to the south area always delayed; trains heading west are much faster.
• Will there be a reduction of train vibration as was done by Metra and CN tracks?
• Residents should be compensated for all the inconveniences caused by these
projects.
Comments on north alignments:
• Concerns include:
― 30-50 affected houses.
― Parks impacts of North-2.
― Impacts to schools.

3.

Other Comments and Questions Received

Both meetings also included a discussion among the full group. Questions and comments heard
include the following (with Project Team responses shown in red):
North:
•

What about the homes that are next to those that are being acquired? Will property
acquisitions negatively affect the property values of the remaining homes? Is this
something that will be addressed in the Grand Crossing Rail Project EIS?
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― The Project Team noted that the property acquisitions currently underway in the
neighborhood are due to the NS yard expansion project, and that any acquisitions
that would result from the Grand Crossing Rail Project are still several years away.
The Project Team also clarified that property values are not something that is
typically addressed in extensive detail within an EIS.
•

Several attendees requested copies of various display materials.
― The Project Team stated that all materials will be posted to the project website
(www.grandcrossingrail.com) during the next week.

•

Where will postcards advertising the upcoming public meetings be distributed?
― Postcards will be mailed to every property owner that could be potentially affected by
property acquisition as well as to property owners who live adjacent to the rail lines in
the study area. In addition, approximately 1,500 postcards will be distributed at
various community meeting places, including libraries, elected officials offices, police
departments, park districts, churches, and other community facilities.

•

How many buildings would need to be acquired for the North-1 alignment?
― 30 to 40.

•

How soon would acquisitions take place? What is the timing of the project?
― If the Selected Alternative would require property acquisitions or relocations, the
property acquisition process could begin only after the Federal Highway
Administration approves the EIS and signs a Record of Decision, or ROD. The
current schedule anticipates a Record of Decision in February 2014.

•

What is the southern limit of the NS yard expansion? This information is important to
disclose at the public meetings because the two projects together (the yard expansion
and the Grand Crossing Rail Project) would form a triangular “island,” isolating the
properties remaining between them.
― Chuck Allen from NS explained that their plans are to expand down to approximately
where the North-1 alignment would be located. Therefore, no triangular island would
remain.

•

What’s the connection between the Grand Crossing Rail Project, the high-speed rail
project, and the NS yard expansion? Why are there separate meetings for each of these
projects? Is there any way to bring everyone together to address all the various projects
going on in the area? A coordinated approach to informing the public about these
projects would help reduce confusion. In the meantime, a display board showing how
some of these projects fit together would be helpful at the public meetings.
― The Grand Crossing Rail Project, the high-speed rail project, and the NS yard
expansion are all separate projects. IDOT will consider ways to present information
about the various rail projects planned in the area. An exhibit will be added for the
Public Meetings that shows the proposed sequencing of CREATE projects near the
Grand Crossing Rail Project study area.
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•

NS started acquiring land for the yard expansion in 2003, but most residents didn’t know
about the project until 2011. Are NS and IDOT subject to the same federal laws re:
environmental review/public disclosure of projects?
― No. IDOT is seeking Federal funding for the Grand Crossing Rail Project and is
therefore subject to the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
which lays out requirements for environmental documentation and public outreach.
NS is a private company using private funding to expand their yard and is not subject
to this law.

•

The postcards and door hangers should include wording that indicates that the project
may result in property impacts.

•

Which Census tracks will be affected by the Grand Crossing Rail Project? Money for
these improvements will be allotted based on Census tract.
― The Project Team clarified that funding from federally regulated transportation
projects, such as the Grand Crossing Rail Project, is allotted on a project-by-project
basis and is not tied to Census tract boundaries.

•

Simulation videos would help residents understand how these proposed improvements
would look.

•

Elder Kevin Ford told the group about the St. Paul Church of God in Christ Community
Development Ministries’ “Step Up to Opportunity” program, which provides training in the
construction trades and related industries.

South:
•

If the problem is at 16th Street, what improvements are you making there?
― If we re-route Amtrak trains from the CN to the NS as part of the Grand Crossing Rail
Project, they will no longer have to pass through the congested 16th Street crossing.

•

Will intermodal expansion be part of this project?
― No.

•

In the 76th Street section, why do the new tracks have to be lower than the existing, CN
and Metra tracks, which also have to pass under the Skyway?
― The clearance under the Skyway is lower at the location of the proposed CN
Connector compared to where the existing CN and Metra tracks pass under the
Skyway.

•

Will there be street closures at 75th Street, 76th Street, and S. Greenwood Avenue during
construction?
― Possibly, but construction details are not available yet.

•

Which came first – the railroads or the Skyway?
― The railroads.

•

Will there be property impacts along S. Chicago Avenue? On S. Ellis Avenue?
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― There would be little to no property acquisition in area of the south alignments. There
would be no improvements south of the Skyway, and no improvements north of S.
Chicago Avenue.
No homes or businesses would be displaced along S. Chicago Avenue and/or S.
Ellis Avenue; the only property that may need to be acquired would be small pieces
of land from from the Chicago Skyway and/or ComEd.
•

If 76th Street is lowered, would houses flood?
― A drainage study will be completed during final design to ensure no issues are
created with any proposed modifications.

•

We want to know exact locations of these planned improvements.
― [The Project Team provided explained the proposed alignments using specific
geographic details.]

•

It would be helpful if the Project Team brought aerial photos and/or sections of the
Skyway ramps to show more clearly what property would be taken. Same thing at 76th
and Greenwood.
― [The Project Team revised many of its presentation materials for the March 26 and
March 28 public meetings in response to this comment.]

•

We are concerned that building foundations would become destabilized by new
construction. When they tested the new high-speed trains recently, there was a change
in the amount of vibration we felt.
― [The Project Team noted this comment.]

•

Recently, there has been an increase in train traffic and vibration near my home (88th
Place, near Metra).
― [The Project Team noted this comment.]

•

Vibration is a major issue, both during and after construction.
― [The Project Team noted this comment.]

•

Will the EIS look at impacts to businesses along S. Chicago Avenue, both during
construction and after?
― Yes, the EIS will consider both permanent and temporary construction period
impacts to homes and businesses in the study area.

•

The construction impacts of the Dan Ryan project turned out to be much more severe
than anticipated. IDOT formed a task force to respond to this problem…will a task force
be formed for this project as well?
― Danielle Stewart from IDOT agreed to take this suggestion under consideration.

•

The plan for the expansion of New Life Covenant Church has been submitted to the City
Council for approval, and construction is scheduled for next March. How soon will you be
able to tell us what the Preferred Alternative for the Grand Crossing Rail Project will be?
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― In late 2012 or early 2013.
•

The purpose of the project is to eliminate the 19-minute delay for Amtrak customers, but
what is the benefit to our community? We will be put through a lot (especially during
construction) for something that is not really our problem. Did you look at making
improvements at 16th Street, where the problem is?
― Yes, this was looked at as part of the CREATE Feasibility Study and by Amtrak and
was determined not feasible, mainly due to physical constraints. Amtrak’s
maintenance facilities would need to be destroyed to accomplish this, which would
affect all Amtrak service into and out of Chicago.
Can we get a copy of these studies?
― Yes. The CREATE Feasibility Study is available at www.createprogram.org, and the
Project Team will have information from the Amtrak feasibility study available at the
public meetings.

•

We requested that the governor compel IDOT to redo the first round of meetings. You
need to obtain “vital community input” on the Purpose and Need Statement, and we
weren’t there to give it.
― The Project Team stressed that anyone may comment on the Purpose and Need
Statement – or any other element of the project – at any time.
Can we still fill out the Community Context Survey from the first round of Community
Advisory Group meetings?
― Yes, we have copies of it here today.
Is it the same survey?
― Yes.
[At the conclusion of the meeting, several attendees completed the Community Context
Audit Survey from the November 2011 Community Advisory Group meetings. Their
responses will be evaluated to determine if any modifications to the project’s Purpose
and Need Statement are required. The responses will be reviewed to determine if new
issues were identified that should be considered as the project moves forward.]

•

Explain the relationship between this project and other projects in the community, such
as the Englewood Flyover and the 75th Corridor Improvement Project (CIP).
― The 75th CIP would relocate Metra Southwest Service trains to the Metra Rock
Island District tracks. In order for this to happen, the Englewood Flyer must first be
built.
Construction of the Englewood Flyover, which is being paid for by with Federal
Railroad Administration funding from the high-speed rail stimulus package, began
this year and will continue for two years. The Englewood Flyover has to be built
before the 75th CIP can be completed, which has to happen before the Grand
Crossing Rail Project can be completed.

Grand Crossing Rail Project
Range of Alternatives Meetings Summary

10

May 11, 2012

•

4.

Property owners who may be displaced should be notified of the public hearings by
certified mail.

Next Steps

The second round of public meetings for the Grand Crossing Rail Project were held two weeks
after the Community Advisory Group meetings, on March 26 and 28, 2012. Like the Community
Advisory Group meetings summarized in this memo, the purpose of these meetings was to
present and solicit feedback on the project’s Range of Alternatives, as well as provide
background information the project and the overall CREATE Program. The Project Team will
also hold a community meeting, open to the public, on May 17th, 2012 to present the Problem
Statement and Purpose and Need Statement to those who may have missed the December
2011 public meetings.
The next round of Community Advisory Group meetings are tentatively scheduled for Summer
2012. At the meetings, the Project Team will ask the Community Advisory Groups to help
recommend a Preferred Alternative for the project.
In addition to these formal venues for comment, the Project Team encourages Community
Advisory Group members and the general public to provide input on the project at any time.
Comments can be submitted by:
•

Email: info@grandcrossingrail.com

•

Online comment form: www.grandcrossingrail.com/comment.html

•

Phone: Tony Pakeltis, Parsons: (312) 930-5268

•

Mail:
Grand Crossing Rail Project
Parsons
10 South Riverside Plaza, 4th Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60606
ATTN: Tony Pakeltis

Grand Crossing Rail Project
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ATTACHMENT A
COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP MEMBERSHIP3 – Updated May 2012
Stakeholder

Representing

Type

North/
South

Ms. Priscilla Alexander

Sherwood Park

Parks/Rec Centers

North

Mr. Gerald Anderson

African American Contractors Association

Economic Development

Both

Residents

South

Ms. Janice Avery
Mr. Hal Baskin

P.E.A.C.E Organization

Community Development

North

Mr. Marcel Bright

3rd Ward

Elected Official
Representative

North

Mr. Gregg Brown

Southside Federal Credit Union

Residents

North

Mr. Michael Brown

Fuller Park

Parks/Rec Centers

South

Ms. B. Elaine Bryant

Englewood Mennonite Church

Religious Institutions

North

Residents

North

Residents

North

Residents

North

Ms. Cora Butler
Principal Alice Buzanis

Jesse Sherwood Elementary School

Ms. Jean Clark
Principal Joyce Cooper

Emil G. Hirsch Metropolitan High School

Educational Institutions

South

Principal Sharon Ann Dale

Arthur Dixon Elementary School

Educational Institutions

South

Mr. Arness Dancy

Englewood Black Chamber of Commerce

Chambers of Commerce/
Business Orgs

North

Ms. Naomi Davis

Blacks in Green

Community Development

South

Reverend Gerald Dew

Antioch MB Church

Religious Institutions

North

Ms. Connie Dire

Bishop Shepard Little Community Center

Residents

South

Ms. Mary Ellen Drake

Chatham Avalon Park Community Council

Neighborhood Groups

South

Mr. Demond Drummer4

Teamwork Englewood

Community Development

North

Principal Michael Durr

John Hope College Preparatory High
School

Educational Institutions

North

Ms. CeCe Edwards

Park Manor Neighbors;
Grand Crossing Park Advisory Council

Neighborhood Groups;
Parks/Rec Centers

South

Residents

North

Mr. John Ellis

3

Community Advisory Group members and organizations added/changed since the list published in the Community
Advisory Group Kick-Off Meetings Summary are indicated in red.
4
Replaced Jacques Conway
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Stakeholder

Representing

Type

North/
South

Pastor Jacqueline Ford

Ingleside-Whitfield United Methodist
Church

Religious Institutions

South

Elder Kevin Ford

Project Pride/ St. Paul Church of God in
Christ Development Ministries, Inc.
(SPCDM)

Residents/Religious
Institutions

South

Residents

South

Ms. Mildred Gipson
Ms. Teresa Gonzalez

Resident Association of Greater
Englewood (R.A.G.E.)

Economic Development

North

Principal Beverly Greene

James Madison Elementary School

Educational Institutions

South

Ms. Donna Hampton-Smith

Office of State Representative Kenneth
Dunkin

Elected Official
Representative

North

Pastor John Hannah5

New Life Covenant

Religious Institutions

South

Mr. Yusuf Hasan

Linblom Park

Residents

North

Reverend John Hatchett

Coalition for United Community Labor
Force

Economic Development

North

Principal Shontae
Higginbottom

Avalon Park Elementary School

Educational Institutions

South

Ms. Jean Carter Hill

Imagine Englewood If

Community Development

North

Director Julia Hill

Chicago International Charter Avalon/South Shore

Educational Institutions

South

Mr. Holden Hodges6

House of Israel Temple of Faith

Religious Institutions

South

Rabbi James Hodges

House of Israel Temple of Faith

Religious Institutions

South

Mr. Rob Hodges7

House of Israel Temple of Faith

Religious Institutions

South

Residents

North

Ms. Estella Holloway
Ms. Barbara Holt

20th Ward

Elected Official
Representative

North

Mr. Michael Howard

Fuller Park Community Development
Corporation/ Eden Place

Residents

North

Mr. Roger Huff

5th Ward Organization

Residents

South

Mr. Donald Jaburek

Residents

North

Ms. Lenore Jackson

Residents

South

Ms. Beatrice Jasper

Residents

North

Residents

South

Mr. Brandon Johnson

5
6

Washington Park Consortium

Replaced Pastor Wilfredo DeJesus
Participating on behalf of Rabbi James Hodges
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Stakeholder

Representing

Mr. Bernard Johnson
Mr. Charles Johnson

New Life Covenant

Ms. Loretta Johnson

Residents

South

Religious Institutions

South

Residents

South

Chicago Police Department, 9th District

Police & Fire

North

Ms. Doris Jones

Teamwork Englewood

Community Development

North

Mr. George Jones

Coalition for United Community Labor
Force

Economic Development

North

Ms. Juanita Jones

Princeton Community Organization

Residents

North

Residents

North

Community Development

South

Residents

South

Mr. Barry Kelley

B.F. Paxton Community Development
Corp.

Ms. Crystal King-Smith
Ms. Clara Kirk

West Englewood United Organization

Neighborhood Groups

North

Mr. Michael P. Knotek7

St. Colombanus Parish

Religious Institutions

South

Chief Sylvester Knox

Chicago Fire Department - Engine 84

Police & Fire

North

Principal Peggy KorellisByrd

TEAM Englewood Community Academy
High School

Educational Institutions

North

Director Dennis Lacewell

Urban Prep Academy for Young Men
Charter

Educational Institutions

North

Mr. Carl Latimer

Coalition for United Community Action

Residents

South

Residents

North

Mr. Cliford Lindsey

8

North/
South

Captain Robert Johnson

Mr. Prentiss Jones

7

Type

Principal Shannon Mason

Betty Shabazz International Charter

Educational Institutions

South

Mr. Charles O’Conner8

Chicago Police Department, 7th District

Police & Fire

North

Ms. Deborah Payne

Southwest Federation Block Clubs of
Greater Englewood

Neighborhood Groups

North

Pastor Willard Payton

Pastors of Englewood

Community Development

North

Bishop Edward Peecher

Chicago Embassy Church

Religious Institutions

North

Principal Tiffany Phinn

Walter Reed Elementary School

Educational Institutions

North

Mr. Brad Redrick

Grand Crossing Neighborhood Network

Neighborhood Groups

South

Officer Teresa Reed

Chicago Police Department, 3rd District

Police & Fire

South

Replaced Pastor Matthew Eyerman
Participating on behalf of Commander Leo Schmitz

Grand Crossing Rail Project
Range of Alternatives Meetings Summary
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Stakeholder

Representing

Ms. Alice Rivers
Commander Leo Schmitz9

Chicago Police Department, 7th District

Ms. Brenda Scott

North/
South

Resident

South

Police & Fire

North

Residents

North

Mr. Omar Shareef

African American Contractors Association

Economic Development

Both

Mr. Edward Shultz

Eastwood Gardens Apartment

Residents

North

Residents

South

Ms. Joy Sigur-Ramza
Principal Kenndell Smith

Henry O. Tanner Elementary School

Educational Institutions

South

Mr. Solomon Smith

Meyering Park Advisory Council

Parks/Rec Centers

South

Ms. Alicia Spears

Business and Economic Revitalization
Association

Economic Development

South

Residents

South

Ms. Earnestine Sykes
Principal Garland Thomas

Noble Street Charter School (Johnson
College Prep)

Educational Institutions

North

Mr. J.P. Thomas

6th Ward

Elected Official
Representative

South

Mr. Phillip Thomas

ETA Creative Arts Foundation

Cultural Centers

South

Principal Veronica
Thompson

Paul Revere Elementary School

Educational Institutions

South

Pastor Stephen John
Thurston

New Covenant Missionary Baptist Church

Religious Institutions

South

Residents

North

Ms. Michelle Times
Ms. Valerie Toliver

71st Street Drexel Block Club

Neighborhood Groups

South

Ms. Darlene Tribue

Park Manor Neighbors Community
Council

Neighborhood Groups

South

Principal James Troupis

Gary G. Comer College Prep

Educational Institutions

South

Mr. John Ukpong

Will Feed Community Organization

Neighborhood Groups

North

Mr. Eli Washington

The Chesterfield Community Council

Neighborhood Groups

South

Ms. Dorothy Watts

Meyering Park Advisory Council

Parks/Rec Centers

South

Residents

North

Mr. Eric White

9

Type

Ms. Barbara Williams

8th Ward

Elected Official
Representative

South

Mr. Henry P. Wilson

New Englewood Village Collaborative

Neighborhood Groups

North

Replaced Commander Anthony Carothers

Grand Crossing Rail Project
Range of Alternatives Meetings Summary
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Type

North/
South

Mr. Jose Wilson

Residents

South

Mr. Calvon Witchard

Residents

North

Chicago Fire Department - Engine 72

Police & Fire

South

Hoard Park/Wood Hall Park

Parks/Rec Centers

South

Parkway Community House - Hull House

Community Development

North

Stakeholder

Representing

Grand Crossing Rail Project
Range of Alternatives Meetings Summary
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GRAND CROSSING
RAIL PROJECT (P4)
Community Advisory Group
October 10, 2012 1:30 pm
Grand Crossing Park Field House
7655 S. Ingleside Avenue, Chicago

GRAND CROSSING
RAIL PROJECT (P4)
Community Advisory Group
October 11, 2012 1:30 pm
St. Bernard Hospital
326 W. 64th Street, Chicago

Welcome!
• Agenda:
– Introductions
– Recap and Review
– Range
off Alternatives
R
Alt
ti
Screening Results
– Group Discussion:
Draft EIS Build
Alternative
– Next Steps

1
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Goals for Today
• Present Range of
Alternatives
Screening Results
• Review contents of
Draft EIS Alternatives
Chapter
• Hear your input
on the Build
Alternative

Recap and Review

Grand Crossing Rail Project
The Project Purpose
is to provide a new direct
route for Amtrak trains from
New Orleans or Carbondale
into Chicago Union Station
Station,
and to provide sufficient
mainline capacity to
accommodate Amtrak
and freight trains.

2
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Grand Crossing
Rail Project
Study Area

CREATE Program Map

Union
Station

Currently…

16th Street
Interlocking

• Trains back into
Union Station
• Trains cross
through
g congested
g
16th St crossing
Together, these
issues add 19
minutes of travel
time each way

Outreach Activities to Date
Meetings with community organizations and elected officials

Notice of
Intent

CAG/
PM#1

CAG/
PM#2

CAG#3
Community Meeting

CAG#4/
Public Hearings

Record of
Decision

*contingent upon funding

3
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Since our last CAG meeting…
• Outreach activities:
– March 26th and 28th
Range of Alternatives
Public Meetings
– May 17th Purpose
and Need
Community
Meeting
– Meetings with
community
organizations

Since our last CAG meeting…
• Responded to community request for information on
project-related employment activities:
– There are limited project-related employment opportunities
prior to construction
– Instead, community was provided information on other
transportation-related
transportation
related
job opportunities
that are available
right now:
• Jobs with the railroads
• HCCTP – training for
future IDOT jobs
(may or may not be
project related)

Since our last meeting…
• Project Team activities:
– Range of Alternatives
screening
– Continued
alternatives
development
– Documented
alternatives
for Draft EIS

4
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What we’ve covered so far…
Initial Alternatives (1a, 1b, 2, 3, 4)

• Initial Alternatives
• Range of Alternatives

CREATE Feasibility
Study

Amtrak St. Charles Air
Line Study

Initial
Alternative 2
(NS Corridor)

Develop Range of Alternatives

No Build

Build Alternatives (A, B, C, D)

Initial Alternatives
• CREATE Feasibility
Study looked at all
routes into Union
Station from the south
• Determined that the
NS route was the only
feasible option for rerouting Illini-SalukiCity of New Orleans
trains

Each Build
Alternative is
composed of:
Rail signal
improvements near
115th Street
Connection
C
ti between
b t
the CN and NS lines
One of two South
alignments
One of two North
alignments

5
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CN Connection
• CN Connection – Reestablish connection
between NS and CN lines
(included in all Build
Alternatives)

South Alignments
• South 1 – Provide new
single track between NS
and Skyway between CN
connection and
Dan Ryan Expressway
p
y
• South 2 – Add capacity
along north side of NS
between Stony Island Ave
and Dan Ryan
Expressway

North Alignments
• North 1 – New double
track connection
between NS and Metra
• North 2 – New single
track east of NS

6
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Build Alternatives
Alt. A

Alt. B

Alt. C

Alt. D

Rail Signal Improvements
CN Connection
South 1 Alignment
South 2 Alignment
North 1 Alignment
North 2 Alignment

What we’ve covered so far…
Initial Alternatives (1a, 1b, 2, 3, 4)

• Initial Alternatives
• Range of Alternatives

CREATE Feasibility
Study

Amtrak St. Charles Air
Line Study

Initial
Alternative 2
(NS Corridor)

Develop Range of Alternatives

No Build

Build Alternatives (A, B, C, D)

Range of Alternatives Screening

7
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Alternatives Screening
• Alternatives were
evaluated based on:
– Ability to meet
Purpose and Need,
including railroad
operational issues
– Potential community
impacts
– Costs

Screening Criterion 1:
Purpose and Need
• Re-routing Amtrak trains to the NS corridor
and adding capacity meets the project’s
Purpose and Need:
– Improved
I
d Amtrak
A t k route
t efficiency
ffi i
– Reduced congestion and delays for freight and
passenger rail service
– Adequate capacity for passenger and freight rail
traffic in the overall regional rail network

Screening Criterion 2:
Potential Community Impacts
Potential impacts to be
evaluated during screening:
• Right-of-way acquisition
• Residential/business
displacements
• Number of impacts to
community facilities such as:
–
–
–
–

Churches
Schools
Community centers
Parks

8
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Screening Criterion 3: Costs
• Cost estimates were
developed for
the initial Range of
Build Alternatives

Screening Results:
Purpose and Need
Alt. A

Alt. B

Alt. C

Alt. D

Improves Amtrak route efficiency?

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Reduces congestion/delays for freight and
passenger trains?

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Adequate capacity for overall rail network?

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

• Each Build Alternative would meet the Purpose and Need:
– Provide a new, more efficient route for Amtrak’s Illini, Saluki,
and City of New Orleans trains
– Improvements included in each Build Alternative were
developed in coordination with the Project Team (which
includes the railroads) to ensure sufficient capacity is provided

Screening Results:
Community Impacts
* Buildings (Dwelling Units)

Alt. A

Alt. B

Alt. C

Alt. D

Residential – Occupied

31 (71)

39 (42)

31 (71)

39 (42)

Residential – Vacant

8 (17)

7 (11)

8 (17)

7 (11)

Buildings and Dwelling
Units Potentially Impacted*

Park Buildings/
Section 4(f) Impacts

0

2

0

2

Commercial/Industrial

0

2

0

2

0

3

0

3

Community Facilities
Potentially Impacted

• All potential community impacts are associated with the North alignments

9
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Screening Results: Cost
Alt. C

Alt. D

South Alignment
Cost Estimate

$45,000,000 $45,000,000
(South 1)
(South 1)

Alt. A

Alt. B

$61,000,000
(South 2)

$61,000,000
(South 2)

North Alignment
Cost Estimate

$30,000,000 $39,000,000
(North 1)
(North 2)

$30,000,000
(North 1)

$39,000,000
(North 2)

TOTAL COST

$75,000,000

$91,000,000

$100,000,000

$84,000,000

• These cost estimates include construction cost of North and
South alignments only – this is what differentiates the alternatives.
• Other costs (construction of the CN Connection, signal
improvements, ROW acquisition, and utility relocation) will be
developed as the project progresses.

Screening Results: Cost
Alt. C

Alt. D

South Alignment
Cost Estimate

$45,000,000 $45,000,000
(South 1)
(South 1)

Alt. A

Alt. B

$61,000,000
(South 2)

$61,000,000
(South 2)

North Alignment
Cost Estimate

$30,000,000 $39,000,000
(North 1)
(North 2)

$30,000,000
(North 1)

$39,000,000
(North 2)

TOTAL COST

$75,000,000

$91,000,000

$100,000,000

$84,000,000

• These are conceptual, planning-level cost estimates that will
change once preliminary designs are developed.

Screening Results: Weighing the Trade-offs

• North 1 would impact fewer buildings than North 2,
although more dwelling units would be impacted
• North 1 would not impact any community facilities,
while North 2 would directly impact Sherwood and
Fuller Parks, as well as the Eden Place Nature Center
Given these factors, the alternatives that include
the North 1 (A & C) alignment are preferable to
those that include the North 2 alignment (B & D)

10
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Screening Results: Weighing the Trade-offs

• Estimated cost of South 1 is $45M, versus $61M for
South 2
• South 1 requires that less new infrastructure be built,
yet is better from a railroad operational perspective
Given these factors, the recommended build
alternative is Build Alternative A, which combines
the North 1 and South 1 Alignments

Screening Results
Summary
• Alternatives to be
evaluated in Draft EIS:
– No Build
Alternative
– Build Alternative A

Alternatives Carried Forward for
Detailed Study

11
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Alternatives Carried Forward
No Build Alternative
Build Alternative A:
• Rail signal improvements near 115th Street
• Connection between the CN and NS lines
• South 1 Alignment
• North 1 Alignment

RAIL SIGNAL
IMPROVEMENTS
NEAR 115th ST.

CN Connection

12
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CN Connection

South 1 Alignment

North 1 Alignment

13
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Group Discussion

Next Steps

Next Steps
• Continue to refine Build Alternative A
based on community/stakeholder input
• Complete “Environmental Resources,
Impacts, and Mitigation” chapter of
Draft EIS
• Participate in community meetings
when invited
• Community Advisory Group Meeting on
potential project impacts and mitigation
• Publish and circulate Draft EIS
• Public Hearings

14
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Upcoming Activities
• Next Community Advisory Group Meeting – Jan/Feb 2013 (tentative)
• Public Hearing – March 2013 (tentative)

PM#2

Record of
Decision

CAG Meetings

Public Hearings
CAG Meetings

CAG Meetings

PM#1
CAG Meetings

Notice of
Intent

*contingent
upon funding

WE ARE HERE

Timing of Property Acquisitions
• The property acquisition process can begin after the Federal
Highway Administration approves the study and signs a Record of
Decision (ROD) endorsing the project. The current schedule
anticipates a ROD in February 2014.
Property acquisition process can begin

Notice of
Intent

CAG/
PM#1

CAG/
PM#2

CAG#3

CAG#4/
Public Hearings

Record of
Decision

*contingent upon funding

Share Your Thoughts
• Email us at info@grandcrossingrail.com
• Fill out an online comment form at
www.grandcrossingrail.com
• Mail your comments to
the address on your
handout materials

15
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THANK YOU!

www.grandcrossingrail.com
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GRAND CROSSING RAIL PROJECT MATERIALS RELEASE
I understand that there is a possibility that I will be photographed and/or video recorded during the
implementation of the Illinois Department of Transportation (“IDOT”) Grand Crossing Rail Project
(the “Project”). I hereby grant IDOT, its respective parents, affiliates, subsidiaries, licensees,
successors and assigns for good and valuable consideration, the receipt of which is hereby
acknowledged, permission to photograph and or record me for promotional and/or educational
purposes for the Project. Further, I knowingly, freely and voluntarily release, and discharge IDOT, its
agents and employees from any and all liability, claims, judgments, demands, costs, causes of
action, including without limitation rights of privacy and publicity, and damages of any kind for any
personal injury, losses or damages, known or unknown, caused by, or arising out of the IDOT's use
of the photos or other promotional media. This release shall not obligate IDOT or its authorized
agents to use said photographs or other promotional media. IDOT shall retain the right to assign its
rights hereunder without my consent, in whole or in part, to any other party so long as the assignee
is using the photographs and other media for the same uses and purposes as IDOT.
I further agree that IDOT may use and license others to use, exclusively and in connection with the
Program, my name and likeness and any biographical material concerning me which I may provide,
in any and all media and in the promotion, advertising and publicizing of the Project and ancillary
materials in connection with the Project (the “Project Materials”).
I hereby grant to IDOT all rights of every kind in and to the Project Materials including without
limitation the right to use such an unlimited number of times, in perpetuity in any and all media,
now known or hereafter invented, and in connection with the Project, or otherwise and for
advertising and promotional purposes in connection with the Project and all rights, including
copyright in the Project Materials shall be and remain vested in IDOT.
I agree that IDOT shall be the exclusive owner of the Project Materials with the right to copyright, to
use and to license others to use, in any manner, all or any portion thereof or of a reproduction
thereof in connection with the Project. I acknowledge that IDOT is creating the Project Materials in
express reliance upon the foregoing.
This document is the entire agreement between the undersigned and IDOT regarding the matters
stated herein. No other authorization is necessary to enable IDOT to use the Project Materials for
the purposes herein contemplated.
NOTE: DO NOT SIGN THIS DOCUMENT UNTIL YOU HAVE READ IT COMPLETELY
AGREED AND ACCEPTED BY:
PRINTED NAME:
SIGNATURE:
DATE:

_____________________________
_____________________________
_____________________________

Railroad and City of Chicago Contact Information
The Chicago Region Environmental and Transportation Efficiency (CREATE) Program Team has compiled the following contact information for
individuals wishing to express railroad-related concerns. Please read the directions carefully so you can direct your important concerns to the person

best able to address them.

Emergency Situations

Call 911 to report the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Hazardous material releases
Personal injuries
Criminal activities
Illegal dumping
Vehicles stuck/stalled on tracks or other track obstructions
Other environmental issues, such as:
o Petroleum spills
o Idling locomotives
o Engines with excessive smoke

The City of Chicago Office of Emergency Management and Communications will coordinate with the proper emergency responders and railroad
personnel to resolve this situation immediately. Only call 911 in the case of an emergency.

Non-Emergency Situations

Call 311 to report non-emergency issues concerning the railroads. The City of Chicago 311 operators will ask for the information they need to route
your request. Write down your Service Request number for better follow up.
The City of Chicago Department of Streets and Sanitation has also set up a one-stop number for non-emergency concerns related to the railroads.
During regular business hours, call Sue Sardo at 312-744-4079 for non-emergency situations. She will determine which railroad(s) to contact
and coordinate directly with their appropriate staff to address your concerns quickly and efficiently.

Additional Railroad Contact Information
Listed below is non-emergency contact information for the railroads involved in the CREATE Program. Please keep in mind that Ms. Sardo (mentioned
above) is the most effective point of contact for non-emergency, railroad-related issues and is best able to direct your concerns to people at the
railroads that can help.
Amtrak – 312-655-3116

Canadian Pacific – 312-744-4079*

Metra – 312-322-6900

CSX – 877-TELL-CSX (877-835-5279)

Belt Railway of Chicago – 312-744-4079*

Norfolk Southern – 312-744-4079*

BNSF Railway – 312-744-4079*

Union Pacific – 312-744-4079*

Canadian National – 888-888-5909
*Several railroads do not have the internal resources to effectively address non-emergency concerns. As a result, they have set up a
process with the City of Chicago (as mentioned above) to direct important community concerns to their most appropriate personnel.
This one-stop number is 312-744-4079 as referenced above.
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The CREATE Program
The Chicago Region
Environment and Transportation
Efficiency (CREATE) Program is
a unique partnership between
the Federal Highway
Administration, the Illinois
Department of Transportation,
the Chicago Department of
Transportation, and the
Association of American
Railroads.

Employment Opportunities
The CREATE team is committed to helping local residents find out about job opportunities
and requirements on CREATE projects and in the railroad industry. Through partnerships
with community-based organizations and continuous outreach to the public, the CREATE
team will make information available on opportunities for qualified candidates to pursue these
employment opportunities.

When will jobs be available?
To understand what jobs are currently available and will be available in the future, it’s
important to first understand the timeline of CREATE projects. Each project must go through
an environmental review process and design phase before construction can begin. This
means that construction jobs on many CREATE projects are still several years away.
There may be jobs available now with the railroads, and there are training opportunities
available to prepare you for future CREATE construction efforts.

What types of jobs will be available?
Jobs with the CREATE Program are broken down into two broad categories: 1) jobs in the
railroad industry; and 2) jobs on CREATE construction projects. Each of these is discussed in
greater detail below.

JOBS IN THE RAILROAD INDUSTRY
Timeline: Ongoing

Preparing for Current
Railroad Jobs
In the upcoming years, a large
portion of the nation’s railroad
workforce will be retiring. As a
result, railroads are beginning to
look for qualified workers to fill
these positions. Individuals
interested in these positions can
begin applying now for available
positions.

The railroad industry hires regularly and is currently in hiring mode. This is due primarily to
business levels and the rate of retirements. Railroad positions vary widely, from equipment
operators to track workers to mechanics. These jobs are often demanding, requiring workers
to travel for extended periods, work in all weather conditions, and perform in a fast-paced
environment. The hiring process is stringent, but qualified candidates willing and able to go
through the steps have the chance to earn well-paid, union jobs with solid benefits and paid
training.
Additionally, there may be opportunities for qualified individuals to work at the railroads’
intermodal terminals as on site truck drivers and service workers. These positions usually
report to companies hired by the railroads to handle intermodal operations.
If you are interested in applying for a position with the railroads, we encourage you to visit the
railroads’ websites and follow the instructions provided on the back of this fact sheet. Take
time to explore the employee videos/testimonials posted on several of the railroads’ websites
to learn more about what it’s like working for the railroads.
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Tip: If you have a resume in a
word processing document, you
can copy and paste the text of
your resume into the online job
application. This will speed up
the application process.

What is needed to apply for railroad jobs? (actual requirements vary by railroad)
• Access to a computer and internet service: If you don’t have a computer at home,
you can go to your local branch of the Chicago Public Library, your local FamilyNet
Center or another nearby community center.
• 20-30 minutes to complete each application
• Social security number
• Education and training history: school names and addresses; years completed; and
degrees, certificates and/or licenses received.
• Employment history: employer addresses, supervisor names and titles, and
salary history.
• Military history
• Three professional references: names and contact information for three people who
can vouch for your work.
• List “CREATE” as a referral source on your application if there is a space provided.
Railroad Job Websites
You can go to the following websites to apply for railroad jobs:
Amtrak

Go to www.amtrak.com, scroll to the bottom of the page and click on “Careers”

BNSF

Go to www.bnsf.com and click on “Careers”

BRC

Go to www.beltrailway.com and click on “Employment”

CN

Go to www.cn.ca, select “Careers” and click on “Search and Apply for Jobs”

Canadian Pacific

Go to www.cpr.ca and click on “Careers”

CSX Corporation

Go to www.csx.com and click on “Working at CSX”

Metra

Go to http://metrarail.com and click on “Employment”

Norfolk Southern

Go to www.nscorp.com and click on “Job Seekers”

Union Pacific

Go to www.up.com and click on “Jobs at UP”

JOBS ON CREATE CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS
Timeline: Current and future construction efforts
Construction work on CREATE projects will be done by both railroad forces and private
contractors, each having their own hiring processes and requirements.
•
•

Railroads will complete most of the track and signal work with their own employees.
Contractors will perform much of the structural work, such as railroad bridges.

How do I apply for construction jobs with the railroads?

CREATE Website
www.createprogram.org
This website will provide you with
information about the CREATE
Program and the benefits it will
bring to Chicago-area residents.
We invite you to explore the site
and return often for information
about employment opportunities
and other CREATE news.

The application process for railroad construction crews is the same as that for other
railroad positions. If you are interested in being eligible to work on CREATE
construction projects as a member of a railroad crew, we encourage you to follow
the instructions above in the Jobs in the Railroad Industry section.
How do I prepare and apply for construction jobs with private contractors?
Most private contractors require that their workers have union credentials. If you
already have your union card and want to work on a CREATE construction
project, we encourage you to talk to your local union representative about being
placed with a contractor that works on the CREATE Program.
If you do not have a union card, you will need to apply for enrollment in a preapprenticeship or apprenticeship program. A local employment resource center can
provide you with information about these programs and help you navigate the
application process. Also, Illinois WorkNet (www.illinoisworknet.com) offers
information about training programs and tips to prepare you for the workplace.
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HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION CAREER
TRAINING PROGRAM

INTERESTED IN A CONSTRUCTION CAREER?
Register now for the Highway Construction Careers
Training Program at Dawson Technical Institute.

APPLY
NOW

This FREE, 10-week program will give you the skills
you need to land a job in construction.

PICK A SESSION

Session I
01/07/2013 – 03/16/2013

Session II:
04/08/2013 – 06/15/2013

BOTH SESSIONS MEET

REQUIREMENTS

Days: Monday – Thursday & Saturday
Times: 7:30 AM – 4:30 PM

College Degree -or- High School Diploma -or- GED
Valid Driver’s License

Contact:
Shoshiwa Mabina
SMabina@ccc.edu

3901 S. State St. | Chicago, IL 60609

http://www.dot.il.gov/sbe/HCCTP%20news.pdf

Program Description
IDOT consistently seeks to engage a population that reflects the diversity of this great state. Highway
Construction Careers Training Program has been implemented to increase the number of socially and
economically disadvantaged individuals working on IDOT highway construction projects. The Highway
Construction Careers Training Program at Dawson Technical Institute consists of an intensive 10-week
program to learn the skills necessary for acceptance into the highway construction trades and the
opportunity for a career with high wages earning potential.
Dawson Technical Institute of Kennedy King College, One of the City Colleges of Chicago, an accredited
institution, offers pre-apprentices in the Highway Construction Careers Training Program construction math,
blueprint reading, and construction technical skills in a hands-on environment. In addition, participants earn
industry requirements such as OSHA 30 certification, Scaffolding certification, and tool safety training.
Highway Construction Careers Training Program students are trained by Union Journeyman and are groomed
not to waste contractor dollars.
To get in the program, individuals go through an in-take vetting process: tested in high-level math & reading,
interviewed, and drug screened. Successful candidates have shown they can show up to class on time, get
good grades, and listen to their instructor, which mirrors how they perform on a job site. At the end, they're
career ready for OJT apprenticeships with contractors and area unions to start their career.
Admission
Admission to the Highway Construction Careers Training Program is based on the following requirements. All
prospective trainees must:
 Be interested in highway construction industry trades;


Be a socially and economically disadvantaged individual;



Be at least 18 year of age;



Have any College Degree or High School Diploma or GED Certificate;



Hold a valid driver’s license;



Pass the aptitude Test of Adult Basic Education (T.A.B.E) with minimum score of 8.6 in both reading
and math;



Consent to and pass an initial drug screening test and potential random tests.

The following documents must be submitted during application:
 A completed HCCTP Application


Copy of high school transcript or GED Certificate



Copy of valid driver’s license

The Illinois Department of Transportation, the Illinois Community College Board and the participating
community colleges do not guarantee employment upon a trainees’ graduation from the Highway Construction
Careers Training Program.

Shoshi Mabina, Highway Construction Careers Training Program, smabina@ccc.edu
3901 S. State St., Room 201-G, Chicago, IL 60609 | Direct : (773) 451-2082 FAX: (773) 451-2160

CONSTRUCTION
COURSES OFFERED
IN VARIOUS SKILLS:

• O.S.H.A. 10 Hour Safety
• First Aid/CPR/AED
• Aerial Lift
• Fork Lift
• Mobile Crane
• Crane Signaling
• Skid Steer

“

I was committed from the start to be a

successful woman in construction. This class gave
me the opportunity to have a great career, which I

”

am now starting as a Cement Mason!
Jackie Clemens
2011 Cement Mason’s Apprentice
Illinois Central College Graduate

Building Careers Across Illinois

In collaboration with the Federal Highway Administration, the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) initiated a
Highway Construction Careers Training Program (HCCTP) in late 2009, in an effort to increase access to highway
construction jobs for minorities, women and disadvantaged individuals. The HCCTP emphasizes life-long learning and
provides opportunities for further education and assistance to improve employability in Illinois’ highway construction
industry. The program is administered by the Illinois Community College Board and implemented through ten Community
Colleges throughout the state.
Each Community College holds one to five training sessions per year in which individuals receive intensive training in
highway construction-related skills, such as mathematics for the trades, job site readiness, carpentry, concrete flatwork,
blueprint reading orientation, introduction to tools, forklift operation and OSHA 10 certification, etc.
Each Community College provides its graduates with assistance in obtaining placement in Illinois’ highway construction
trade unions, apprenticeship programs and/or with IDOT highway construction contractors.
Participating Community Colleges
District 1 ................Dawson Technical
.........Institute of Kennedy-King College
District 2 ................Rock Valley College
District 3 ................Kankakee Community College
District 4 ................Illinois Central College
District 5 ................Parkland College

District 6 .................Lincoln Land Community College
District 7 .................Lake Land College
District 8 .................Lewis & Clark Community College
.........Southwestern Illinois College
District 9 .................John A. Logan College

DESIGNING OUR WORKFORCE, PAVING THE FUTURE

“

I know that the path I travel is greatly
determined by the decisions I make

in life. I am so thankful for deciding to
enroll in the Highway Construction

”

Careers Training Program.
A. Cox

2011 Carpenter’s Apprentice
John A. Logan Graduate

Coordinator Contact Information
District
One

Community College
Dawson Technical Institute Chicago, IL

Coordinator
Shoshiwa Mabina

Phone/Email
773-451-2082
smabina@ccc.edu

Rock Valley College Rockford, IL

Scott Abbott

815-921-3912
S.abbott@rockvalleycollege.edu

Kankakee Community College Kankakee, IL

John Willard

815-802-8205
jwillard@kcc.edu

Four

Illinois Central College Peoria, IL

Randy Stevens

309-690-6916
Randy.stevens@icc.edu

Five

Parkland College Champaign, IL

R.J. Rowland

217-353-2122
rrowland@parkland.edu

Two
Three

Six

Lincoln Land Community College Springfield, IL Tom Spears

217-622-7764
Thomas.spears@llcc.edu

Lake Land College Mattoon, IL

Cindy Shupe

217-235-0361 ext. 236
Cshupe@lakeland.cc.il.us

Eight

Southwestern Illinois College East St. Louis, IL

Melissa Snelson

618-874-6528
Melissa.snelson@swic.edu

Eight

Lewis & Clark Community College Godfrey, IL

Stephanie Gill

618-468-4156
sgill@lc.edu

John A. Logan College Carterville, IL

Mark Etters

618-985-2828 ext. 8643
Mark.etters@jalc.edu

Seven

Nine

The Illinois Department of Transportation, The Illinois Community College Board, and the participating Community
Colleges do not guarantee employment upon a trainees’ graduation from the Highway Construction Careers Training Program.
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