The Glenview Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan consists of several
recommendations including traffic control devices, roadway improvements, policy
recommendations, proposed bicycle facilities, and proposed pedestrian facilities for
the purposes of enhancing the bicycling and walking environment in Glenview. In a
community within the Chicago Metropolitan region where traffic congestion is a
growing concern, this plan aims to provide non-motorized transportation facilities as
an alternative to automobile use as well as a form of recreation.
This plan recommends the installation of more than 50 miles of bicycle facilities,
which includes signed on-street bike routes, bike lanes, and off-street shared use
paths.
In terms of pedestrian improvements, this plan recommends the installation of nearly
15 miles of sidewalks along with improved traffic control devices, including
improved crosswalks, push button signals, and pedestrian countdown clocks.
Policy recommendations have been made with respect to site plan review, the Village
of Glenview Municipal Code, and Village bicycle and pedestrian education and safety
programs to increase awareness among residents of the benefits of walking and
bicycling. Furthermore, these recommendations are aimed at educating pedestrians,
bicyclists, and motorists of appropriate behavior on Glenview roadways that creates a
transportation environment suitable for all users.
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The Village of Glenview selected T.Y. Lin International (TYLI) and the Chicago
Bicycle Federation (CBF) to create a new Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan (Plan).
This Plan serves as a tool for the Village, its residents, business owners, and visitors
to help create a bicycle and pedestrian friendly community with a network of
facilities amenable to people of all ages and skill levels.
The Village of Glenview is committed to providing
more non-motorized transportation options to connect
major Village destinations and to ensuring that
roadway improvements benefit both pedestrians and
bicyclists, as well as motorists. The recommendations
in this plan are products of extensive public
involvement, including two sidewalk workshops and
one bicycle workshop. Residents and business owners
were engaged in hands-on planning and discussions to
identify the goals and priorities set forth in this plan.
The Village already has a number of off-street bicycle
paths and an extensive sidewalk network throughout
the Village. In addition, the Village has an established
system for identifying and repairing broken and
missing sidewalk segments. The Village of Glenview
1.1: Bicycling southbound
is planning for the future with the hope of creating a Figure on
Harlem Avenue
continuous network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
Plans with three neighboring municipalities are being discussed to develop a shared
use path along the Union Pacific/ComEd right-of-way at the eastern edge of
Glenview (Skokie Valley Trail).
The Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan is divided into the following sections:
Existing Conditions (Chapter 2) - The first section provides a review of
existing sidewalks and bikeways within Glenview. Existing sidewalks along
with major gaps and infill opportunities are identified on a sidewalk map
created for the Plan. A second map is included within the discussion of existing
bikeways. It shows current and programmed paths within Glenview and nearby
communities.
Current Regulations and Policies (Chapter 3) – This section provides a
summary of policies and ordinances relating to pedestrians and bicyclists within
the Village of Glenview. These policies and ordinances were reviewed to
determine their compatibility with recommendations for the future bicycle and
pedestrian network.
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Public Participation (Chapter
4) – Prior to the start of this
study, the Village of Glenview
actively sought public input in
the bikeway and sidewalk
planning process. As part of the
Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan,
five additional public meetings
were held.
Three of these
meetings were conducted as
“mobile” workshops to allow Figure 1.2: Existing pedestrian crossing on Glenview
Road
bicyclists and pedestrians to
point out areas in the community
where bicycle and pedestrian facilities are most needed, to identify
enhancement opportunities to existing intersections, roads, and bikeways, and
to help expand the bike and sidewalk networks within the Village.
Network Recommendations (Chapter 5 & 6) – These sections propose a
network of sidewalks and bikeways for the Village. These proposed facilities
were generated from the data provided on the maps, feedback provided by
members of the community, and on-site surveys by the consultant.
Implementation Strategy (Chapter 7) - The final section of this Plan presents
the design standards and signage plan for the proposed bike and sidewalk
network.
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2.1

Existing Bikeway Network

The Village of Glenview is located near
several regional bicycle trails extending along
railroad rights-of-way and through Cook
County Forest Preserves. The Techny Trail is
located in Glenview east of Johns Drive and
connects through northern Glenview to West
Fork Park south of Willow Road. The Forest
Preserve District of Cook County maintains a
trail in Blue Star Woods in eastern Glenview
that crosses Glenview Road and Lake Avenue
near the village boundary with Wilmette.
Two recreational paths are located in the Glen
and in northeast Glenview near Old Willow
Road.
There were three shared use paths planned in
Glenview prior to the creation of this plan.
The first is a path that parallels the Metra
Milwaukee District North Railroad and
Lehigh Avenue through downtown Glenview.
The second planned path is the Millennium
Trail, a shared use path paralleling West Lake
Avenue from the North Glenview Metra
station to a proposed connection with the Des
Plaines River Trail. The third path, known as
the Skokie Valley Trail, is proposed along an
abandoned Union Pacific right of way along
the eastern edge of Glenview. A map of
existing and currently proposed facilities is
shown in Figure 2.1: Existing Bikeway
Facilities.
Although there are many cyclists and several
shared use paths in Glenview, currently there
are no other on-street bicycle facilities. Many
of the Village’s east-west corridors, including
Glenview Road, Central Road, Chestnut
Avenue, and Winnetka Avenue are used by
road bicyclists, but currently provide no
supporting wayfinding signs or pavement
markings.

Bicycle Facilities

The term “bicycle facilities” refers to
on-street bike routes, marked bike
lanes, or shared use paths. More
information is provided in Chapter 5,
Bicycle Recommendations. Design
guidelines can be found in Chapter
7, Implementation Strategy.

Bike Route
A road designated for use by
bicycles in mixed traffic with
automobiles. Signs are used to
instruct motorists to share the road
with bicyclists and occasional
pavement markings show the
recommended riding location along a
road.

Bike Lane

An on-street painted lane for
exclusive use by bicycles. Signs are
used to alert motorists to the
presence of the lane. Bicycle lanes
are located along collector and
arterial roadways where more
separation is needed between
vehicles and bicycles than is
provided with a bike route.

Shared Use Path

An off-street trail designed for
bicyclist and pedestrian use. Shared
use paths are 10-12 feet wide and
are
used
predominantly
for
recreational travel.
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Figure 2.1 | Existing Bikeway Facilities | Village of Glenview
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Several north-south corridors, including Harlem Avenue, Lehigh Avenue, and
Greenwood Avenue, are used by many bicyclists but do not have pavement markings
or signs for bicyclists. Automobile speeds and the perception of bicyclist safety
contribute to preventing bicycling from becoming a more popular mode of
transportation in Glenview.
2.2

Suitable Bicycle Roadways

There are several roadways in Glenview that currently are used by bicyclists,
including some roadways frequently traveled by area bicycle club members. They
include Glenview Road, Lehigh Avenue, Shermer Road, and Chestnut
Avenue/Pleasant Lane. Each roadway provides mobility on a regional scale for
bicyclists wishing to travel to and through Glenview.
Glenview Road
Glenview Road is a two-lane east-west
arterial roadway in Glenview. It has
eight traffic signals and limited stops,
and provides good connectivity for
bicyclists, as well as access to the
Glenview Metra station. There are
sidewalks along both sides of
Glenview Road, but vehicles exiting
subdivisions or residential driveways
make riding on the sidewalk very
hazardous to bicyclists.
Lehigh Avenue

Figure 2.2 - Glenview Road west of Harms Road

Lehigh Avenue is a two-lane roadway that is oriented southeast-northwest through
Glenview. It provides access to the Glenview Metra and North Glenview Metra
stations. There is perpendicular on-street parking on Lehigh in the vicinity of the
Glenview Metra Station. There are four traffic signals on Lehigh and limited stops,
which enable good north-south movement through Glenview.
Shermer Road
Shermer Road was recently reconstructed in conjunction with the development of The
Glen. Shermer is a two-lane north-south collector street that terminates behind the
Glenview Post Office north of East Lake Avenue. Because of the reconstruction,
Shermer Road is a low-volume street with wide shoulder lanes at several points that
provide space for bicyclists.
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Chestnut Avenue/Pleasant Lane
Chestnut Avenue and Pleasant Lane
are two-lane east-west collector roads
in northern Glenview between Patriot
Boulevard and Sunset Ridge Road.
The eastern limit of Chestnut Avenue
is a signalized T-intersection on
Waukegan. The western limit of
Pleasant Lane is a stop-controlled
intersection at Waukegan. Bicyclists
traveling along either road must
negotiate traffic or use the sidewalk
when traveling across Waukegan
Figure 2.3: Eastbound Pleasant Drive near Wagner
Road
Road. Chestnut Avenue and Pleasant
Lane provide a valuable east-west connection between eastern Glenview and
Wilmette to the east and The Glen to the west.
2.3

Bicycle Crashes

In 2005 there were 3,407 vehicle crashes involving bicyclists in the state of Illinois.
Of these crashes, more than 95% resulted in an injury and 21 crashes (1%) were fatal.
The most recent crash data for Glenview shows that 35 calls for service were initiated
by the Glenview Police Department in 2005. Five of these crashes involved bicyclists
who were riding on the sidewalk and four of those crashes occurred on Glenview
Road, which further demonstrates the hazards of riding on the sidewalk. Glenview
Road was identified as a suitable bicycle roadway but it is recommended that
sidewalk riding be discouraged in areas where fences and landscaping obstruct
motorist’s sight lines.
Three crashes occurred at the
intersection of Glenview Road and
Harms Road near the Blue Star Woods
trail crossing on Glenview Road (see
Figure 2.1). Two crashes occurred
between a bicycle on the Blue Star
Woods trail crossing and a vehicle
making a southbound right-hand turn.
The third crash involved a bicycle on
the trail crossing and a northbound
left-hand turn. The trail crossing is
located west of the intersection of
Glenview Road and Harms Road.
Bicyclists travel in the north-south
direction across Glenview Road when

Figure 2.4: Looking west at the intersection of Glenview
Road and Harms Road at the Blue Star Woods trail
crossing
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the light for Harms Road is green, but encounter conflicts with turning vehicles.
Additionally, eastbound right-turning vehicles on Glenview Road conflict with
bicycles crossing Glenview Road, but these bicycles cannot always be seen by
approaching vehicles.
2.4

Existing Pedestrian Network

The sidewalk and crosswalk network is extensive in most parts of Glenview, but
some older areas of the Village, especially some of the neighborhoods to the east,
lack sidewalks on one or both sides of the roadway. Many of these local streets,
including cul-de-sacs, carry very little traffic and function adequately without
sidewalks. As traffic volumes or speeds increase, however, sidewalks become
necessary to reduce pedestrian-vehicle conflicts.
Figure 2.6: Existing Pedestrian
Facilities
shows
the
existing
sidewalks within Glenview. Existing
sidewalks are shown on the map in
blue. Several roads have a sidewalk
on one side, and blank areas not
shown in blue indicate missing
sidewalks. Sidewalk extensions or
improvements from the 2007-2011
capital plan are shown on the map in
yellow to indicate where sidewalk
construction is programmed.
Figure 2.5: Some streets function well without

Several arterial and collector streets sidewalks. (Elm Street & Fir Street)
lack sidewalks entirely and some were
observed to have sidewalks only on one side of the street. This is an inconvenience
and a safety hazard for pedestrians who must either go out of their way to cross at
signalized intersections or to cross mid-block. Local streets with sidewalks on one
side are less of an issue because traffic volumes, vehicle speeds, and crossing
distances are low enough to permit frequent pedestrian crossings. While it is not
practical to build sidewalks on every street in Glenview, greater consideration should
be made for arterial and collector roadways where higher vehicles speeds and large
amounts of pedestrian activity are observed or expected.
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Figure 2.6 | Existing Pedestrian Facilities | Village of Glenview

COLFAX

PLEASANT

WOODLAWN

IO
R

1 Miles

HARRISON

H
NC
BRA

WILLIAM

L IK
MA
BIANCO

CULVER

L
CENTRA

H

NORWOOD

FONTANA

GEORGE

WILD
W

ELIZABETH

NY E
HARMO
T
IVA
PR

ROBIN CREST

LAKE

ON
DS
HU

LINNEMAN

LEHIG

COVERT

R
VE
RI

JERRIE
HARRISON

HENLEY

PALMGREN

CENTRAL

GROVE

ALLEY

LARKDALE

BRIARHILL

VIRGINIA

MAPLEWOOD

PRAIRIE

DEWES ALLEY

STEVENS

LONDON

QUEENS

LINDEN

PENDLETON

PINE MACLEAN

AD
LRO
RAI

CO
VE

GROVE

HENLEY
ALLEY
LINNEMAN

BEL AIR

0.5

BRASSIE

FERNWOOD

0

COVERT

FIR

SUMAC

SHORT

E
KE
AU
LW
MI

THORNBERRY

FIR

LINNEMAN
CLEARVIEW

HUBER

REG

Y
ENC

FIR

ER

COUNTRYSIDE

ALLEY

WOODLAWN

VITALE

KINGS

N
VERNO

DELL

RUGEN
ALVIN

CINDY

TIMO
TH Y

RM
SHE

GLENVIEW

TLE
THIS

GO
DI
IN

GLADISH

TR
AC
EY

NIMITZ

AMMER AMMER

CHESTNUT

TINKER

AR

E
KE
AU
LW
MI

LINDENWOOD

AV

OR
IAT

LOIS

BURR OAK

H
NORT

BELLWOOD

LIM

LINDEN

THORNWOOD

TUSCANY

HUNTINGTON

LOCUST

SA

BC

B LE

WINNETKA

ALLEY

KNIGHT

KENNICOTT

D

Y

LAUREL

JENNA

GRACE

LAKE

E
ALL

LILAC

LILAC

AVENUE E

Y
MICKE

LARCH

LARCH

GOL
IO
D EN V
ROD
MI
NT

BRANCH

T
LE

BLUESTEM

EUCLID

Y

GH

DANIELLE

ALL
E

I
LEH

GLENLAKE

SS
COMPA

Existing Sidewalks

NS
JOH

GREGORY

WINNETKA

Planned Sidewalk

T
RIO
PAT

E
NC
RE
W
LA OL
R
CA

IVY

VANTAGE

Railroad

WILLOW

PADDOCK

E
UN
PT
NE

HAMMERSMITH

KEENAN

H
IC
RW
NO
ICK
RW
WA

CONCORD

PYNSKY
CRES
CENT

KIESS
LIZ
ETT
E
BRETT

HAMPTON

LAWSON

WILLOW

LILY
P
DR O
SUN

WOODRIDGE

LAWSON

ER RY
STRAWB

PFINGSTEN

BLAKE

GREENWOOD

JOANNE

MICHAEL

N
PEN

YALE
S
ER
G
T
RU

PHILLIPS

GLENWAY

SHERMER

PFINGSTEN

MANU

PORTER

ASPEN

MILLER

CHESTER

Traffic Signal

WAUKEGAN

DALE

DEBRA

E
AG
OS

BRO
OK

MYRTLE

CORNELL

PAWNE
E

NIELSEN

S
SANDER

Legend

ARDMORE

DALE

2.5

Pedestrian Crashes

In 2005 there were 5,753 vehicle crashes involving pedestrians in Illinois, 96% of
which resulted in injury and 171 crashes (3%) resulted in a fatality. In Glenview,
there were 20 calls for service initiated by the Glenview Police Department for
crashes involving pedestrians. The crashes occur throughout the village and there is
no direct correlation between a reported crash and the presence of sidewalks,
although sidewalks have been shown to reduce pedestrian crashes. On average, the
installation of sidewalks on a roadway that previously did not possess them has a
crash reduction factor of 88%1. Only two reported crashes occurred where a
pedestrian was crossing against the traffic signal, and three crashes occurred where
there was no crosswalk or sidewalk present.

1

National Cooperative Highway Research Program 500. Vol. 10: A Guide For Reducing Collisions
Involving Pedestrians.
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This section provides an overview of existing policies and regulations governing the
use and location of bicycle and pedestrian facilities within the Village of Glenview.
Sources that were consulted include the Comprehensive Plan, the Municipal Code,
the Zoning Ordinance, and recommendations from the Downtown Development Code
and Milwaukee Avenue Corridor Plan.
3.1

Village Policy

Comprehensive Plan
The Village of Glenview has set forth a transportation objective to improve the
comfort, capacity, access, and movements of pedestrians and bicyclists within the
Village.
In its Comprehensive Plan, the Village indicated the presence of gaps within the
sidewalk network, including major corridors such as Willow Road, Milwaukee
Avenue, East Lake Avenue, Landwehr Road, and Golf Road. Additionally, the
Village identified three main north/south shared use paths for bicycle travel: the Des
Plaines River Trail, the Techny Trail, and the North Branch Trail. These locations
form the foundation for a dispersed network of bicycle facilities. In addition to
locating new routes, the Village would like to create additional bicycle parking in
order to encourage the use of bicycles as a means of transportation and recreation.
As a result, the Village seeks to provide additional bicycle and improved pedestrian
facilities within the transportation system that adequately meet the needs of residents,
businesses, commuters, and recreational users. The Village of Glenview has a broad
objective of promoting the continued enhancement of economic development
opportunities consistent with the overall character of the Village, as well as to
catalyze reinvestment and revitalization within the Village’s downtown. Therefore,
the transportation network should make use of design guidelines and standards
appropriate to the scale of development and the quality of existing and planned
facilities. An improved bicycle and sidewalk network can be used to promote these
objectives.
Sidewalk Regulations
Sections 62 and 66 of the Glenview Code of Ordinances include provisions for the
construction and maintenance of sidewalks within the Village.
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The Village of Glenview requires the construction of sidewalks in all new
developments.1 The regulation includes accommodations for sidewalk construction
throughout a subdivision. All public sidewalks are to be located on public rights-ofway not more than one foot from the abutting property line. Sidewalks are to be
constructed of concrete.
Right-of-way dedication is included as part of Section 66. Within single family
residential districts, the right-of-way is to be 60 feet wide, whereas in multiple family
residential districts, it is to be 75 feet wide. Business and industrial districts require at
least 80 feet of right-of-way. The Code of Ordinances provides minimum
requirements that are subject to the duty of the superintendent of public works. The
superintendent is responsible for exercising general supervision over the construction
and repair of all sidewalks within the Village.
The minimum requirements for sidewalk construction are as follows:
Sec. 62-144. Minimum requirements.
No sidewalks shall be constructed which do not conform with
the following minimum requirements:
(1) Material, and minimum width and thickness. Sidewalks on public
property shall be constructed of concrete. Such sidewalks shall be a
minimum width of five feet and a minimum thickness of five inches.
Specifications for concrete shall be as adopted by the Village for such
purpose.
(2) Grades and slopes. The grades of the proposed sidewalk shall be
approved by the superintendent of public works or his representative.
A slope of one-eighth inch to the foot shall be maintained toward the
street in order to take care of surface drainage.
(3) Subgrades. All sod and vegetable matter in the subgrade shall be
removed and any soft spots shall be dug out and filled with sand or
limestone screenings, and be thoroughly tamped. Exceptionally hard,
compact spots shall be loosened and tamped to provide the same
bearing power as the remainder of the subgrade. When additional fills
are required under the sidewalks to bring the sidewalks to the proper
grade, they shall also be of sand or limestone screenings, and
thoroughly compacted in six-inch layers. A well-compacted, welldrained subgrade does not require a specially prepared subbase.
(4) Surface finish. Sidewalks shall be finished with a slightly
roughened surface to ensure a safe footing in wet weather. To obtain
such finish, sidewalks shall be lightly broomed after the side edges are
1

Glenview Code of Ordinances, Section 66-235.
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rounded.
(5) Expansion joints. Expansion joints shall consist of premolded
material, one-half inch thick, and as wide as the depth of the sidewalk.
Such expansion joints shall be placed at 50-foot intervals and wherever
the sidewalk meets another walk, driveway, curb, light, standard,
fireplug or other rigid object. Contraction joints shall be made with a
double edger, at intervals of not less than five feet and not more than
six feet.
(Code 1959, § 17.33)
Additional standards for construction of sidewalks are found in the Village
Engineering Standards Manual within Sections I and II for Conceptual Engineering
Plans and Preliminary Engineering Plans, respectively. Of particular importance is
the Village policy for sidewalk construction at driveways. Village policy requires
that sidewalks are built so as to continue through driveways, where sidewalks are
required. In addition, all sidewalks are to be built with accommodations suitable for
handicapped access. The construction and design must follow the Illinois Department
of Transportation Handicap Standards and Specifications.
The replacement of deteriorated public sidewalks is funded one hundred percent by
the Village of Glenview. The repair program is implemented on an area-by-area basis
annually. Only those sidewalks within that area are eligible for replacement in that
year based upon available funding for the year. Petitions can be filed by residents of
Glenview in order to be placed on an eligibile list. Exceptions are made for areas in
which the sidewalks are deemed hazardous by the Public Works Department.
Bicycle Regulations
The Village of Glenview requires residents with bicycles with a wheel diameter
greater than 20 inches to register their bicycles with the chief of police. A registration
tag is provided at a nominal cost and is used to assist in the return of lost or stolen
bicycles to their owners. Bicycles also must include a working brake system, as well
as proper lamps and reflectors if the bicycles are to be used at night.
General operating procedure requires that bicyclists ride as near to the right-hand curb
of roadways as conditions will permit. Bicyclists are required to yield the right of
way to all pedestrians when riding upon a sidewalk and are required to give audible
signal before overtaking or passing such a person. Bicyclists are not permitted on
roadways or sidewalks where the chief of police has posted a sign declaring “Bicycles
Prohibited.”
3.2

Comprehensive Plans and Studies

As previously stated, pedestrian access and safety recommendations are regulated by
the Code of Ordinances. Measures to improve pedestrian and bicycle facilities vary
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dependent on the location within the Village and can include the installation of barrier
medians to protect pedestrians crossing busy or wide streets, the fitting of countdown
clocks at signalized intersections to display the amount of available crossing time,
and the development of mid-block crossings, such as on Glenview Road near the Des
Plaines River to provide access to the riverfront.
Through a variety of comprehensive planning programs, the Village of Glenview has
explored numerous measures intended to improve the transportation infrastructure
and facilities within the Village limits. The following two plans include proposed
changes to Village pedestrian and bicycle facilities within the downtown and along
Milwaukee Avenue.
Downtown Development Code
The Downtown Development Code was developed in order to create a vision and
implementation plan for the enhancement of the downtown by balancing the
community’s diverse interests with the economic health and quality of life that
characterize the Village. This plan in part recommends pedestrian and bicycle
improvements in order to improve the walking and bicycling environment in the
Village of Glenview downtown area.
This revitalization plan recommends form based code as a regulatory tool to guide
new development. This tool is understood as an action oriented measure that allows
for various land uses to be placed together. These types of codes specify the desired
form of buildings, while placing less of an emphasis on bulk or density regulations,
such as the floor area ratio (FAR). As part of the form based code, regulations can be
established to enable sharing of parking facilities and reduce the total number of curb
cuts. These improvements can reduce the number of potential conflict points for
pedestrians and vehicles while providing a more continuous pedestrian corridor.
The Downtown Development Code also promotes the designation of mixed use retail
and service-oriented streets in order to attract pedestrians to certain locations in the
downtown. Basic capital improvements are necessary in order to improve the
downtown image, as well. As part of these developments, the transportation
infrastructure and signage and way-finding programs will need to be addressed.
Milwaukee Avenue Corridor Plan
As part of a hands-on design workshop for the Milwaukee Avenue Corridor, residents
and Village officials expressed a need to enhance the non-vehicular experience
through the provision of street trees, sidewalks, and multi-purpose paths. These
facilities especially are needed in areas with large amounts of commercial property
and the potential for pedestrian travel.
As shown by the Milwaukee Avenue Corridor Plan, commercial areas can be reached
by a large number of pedestrians within a five-minute walking radius from main
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arterials. Along this thoroughfare in particular, residents of large multi-family
developments can reach needed services in a short period of time without the use of a
motor vehicle.
This study recommended improving the streetscape, which includes landscaping,
sidewalks, street paving, street furniture, public art, signage, and outdoor lighting.
Pedestrian-scaled streets and buildings are at the root of these improvements and are a
development goal of the Village. Likewise, the Village seeks to reduce the number of
access points on main roadways in order to improve the environment for pedestrians
and bicyclists and reduce conflicts on Milwaukee Avenue caused by stopped or
turning vehicles. Shared driveways and rear access to buildings are two possibilities
for reducing arterial street access points.
The Village of Glenview has shown its commitment to the improvement of pedestrian
and bicycle facilities through the initiation of the Milwaukee Avenue Corridor Plan
and other comprehensive planning efforts. Current planning goals reflect findings of
this study and other similar efforts.
3.3 Zoning Ordinance
3.3.1

Mixed Use Retail Center (MURC) Districts

Within the Glenview Zoning Ordinance, several zoning districts promote the
development of pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Among these are the Mixed Use
Retail Center districts (MURC), which are important locations providing linkages
between amenities and transportation. As per Article III, Division 1, Section 98-81
(18), these districts consist of smaller scale facilities for sports, recreation, wellness,
entertainment, retail and cultural activities, with a variety of supporting professional
office and residential uses. This type of district is intended to be designed as a
pedestrian friendly area with buildings located near the front property line and fronts
oriented toward the street. Development typically will supplement ground floor uses
with other types of programs on remaining floors. Pedestrian and automobile
circulation is promoted, but additional focus is placed on the pedestrian such that
“drive through” establishments are prohibited in these districts (also Section 98-135.
D-1 downtown business district regulations).
3.3.2

Sports/Leisure/Entertainment

Section 98-81 (19) focuses on the larger scale Sports/Leisure/Entertainment district
(S/L/E). This district, unlike the former, is to be used predominantly by motor
vehicles, but pedestrian and bicycle facilities are to be promoted throughout the
district and to provide connections to other districts.
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3.3.3

Off-street Parking

Off-street parking requirements are determined by the floor area of the sum of the
gross horizontal areas of the several floors of a building, or portion thereof, devoted
to a use requiring off-street parking (Section 98-293. Number of required off-street
parking spaces). There are no requirements or guidelines for the provision of bicycle
parking.
3.3.4

Open Space Development

Section 98-496 regulates open space development. Unlike residential areas, this open
space development does not require sidewalks. Alternative pedestrian paths may be
built to accommodate and encourage pedestrian circulation. Linkages to circulation
systems and public areas on adjacent properties can be required in lieu of sidewalks
(Section 98-496 (p) Open Space Developments (8) h.).
3.4

Policy Recommendations

In order to improve the existing pedestrian and bicycle network, the Village of
Glenview should consider amendments to existing subdivision regulations, zoning
ordinances, and general Village policy.
The following discussion provides
recommendations that can be adopted by the Village within the near future.
Municipal Code
The Village of Glenview Municipal Code provides guidance for the consideration of
pedestrian circulation during the site planning process. It is recommended that
Section 54.81 and Section 54.85 be amended to include bicycles in addition to
pedestrian and vehicular considerations. With these changes in the Municipal Code,
Village staff will be more equipped to make recommendations with respect to bicycle
facilities during the site plan review phase, which is discussed below.
Site Plan Review
The Village of Glenview requires the construction of sidewalks in all new residential
developments which is enforced during site plan review. This requirement may be
expanded to include a provision for bicycle facilities, as well as pedestrian walks.
Shared use paths can be provided in place of or in addition to sidewalks in new
developments. Furthermore, the Village may wish to offer incentives such as reduced
off-street parking requirements or a density bonus to developers willing to provide
shared use paths that meet design guidelines provided in this Plan. The Village may
also guide the development of these paths to provide connections to existing path
systems and frequently visited destinations such as transit stations, schools, and
commercial areas.
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Glenview possesses several pedestrian “cut through” segments, where a sidewalk
continues through a cul-de-sac or dead-end street to the nearest collector road or
arterial. Where cul-de-sacs or dead-end streets are proposed, additional bicycle and
pedestrian connections should be recommended by the Village to preserve a
continuous pedestrian and bicyclist transportation network. Shared use paths may be
used to create a direct connection from cul-de-sacs and dead end streets to the nearest
available street, where roads are unable to be built. Sidewalks and/or shared use
paths also should be required in all retrofit projects or tear-downs where an existing
sidewalk and/or shared use path already is present. This regulation can be
accommodated during the building permit application process.
Single Lot Subdivision
Although sidewalks are not required as part of single lot subdivision regulation, basic
street improvements, and in some cases dedications for parks and schools, are
required. The Village may wish to amend Section 66.163 to include requirements
that require dedications for the extension of sidewalks as well as streets into
subdivisions or across single lots that are to be subdivided in areas where sidewalks
are requested.
Zoning Ordinance
The Village of Glenview has recognized the need for bicycle parking, but currently
has not made provisions for bicycle parking within its existing regulations. While
motor vehicle parking requirements are standard as part of zoning and development
codes, bicycle parking often is overlooked.
Short term facilities can include racks where cyclists can lock their bikes quickly and
easily. Refer to Figure 3.1 for an example of standard short-term bicycle parking.
These types of facilities are needed in commercial areas where customers may be
making multiple or short stops for necessary services and/or goods. Recommended
short term bicycle parking racks should meet the following criteria:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Supports the bicycle in an upright position
Prevents the wheels from tipping over
Allows the frame and one or both wheels to be secured
Simple design to limit need for explanation for use
Clearly designated space for each bicycle
Allows front-in and back-in parking
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Long term bicycle parking should be
installed
where
employees,
commuters, students, or residents will
park for more than two hours, such as
at the Metra Station or near schools.
Long term bicycle parking can be
created by providing protected bicycle
parking facilities, such as bicycle
lockers or in locations such as
designated storage rooms, cages
(fenced, locked areas) or inside a
parking garage or transit station.
Recommended long term bicycle
Figure 3.1: Example of inverted “U” bicycle
parking facilities should provide: A
parking (Source: www.bicyclinginfo.org)
rack that can secure the frame and
both wheels, provide protection from the weather, or be enclosed fully by a locker or
locked storage area. Additional facility design guidelines are provided in Chapter 7,
Implementation Strategy.
Short-term and long-term bicycle parking should be required in conjunction with
existing off-street parking requirements. New developments or changes within
businesses may require the installation of bicycle parking proportionate to car parking
requirements.2 Bicycle parking requirements should consist of the following:
specific requirements for facility access, facility types, signage, and number of spaces
to be provided per building square footage and/or per number of employees. Bicycle
parking should be appropriate to the suburban setting of Glenview. The following
examples provide information regarding requirements based upon land use and floor
area ratio.
The Village should make bicycle parking recommendations as part of site plan review
and may wish to adopt bicycle parking guidelines as an amendment to off-street
parking requirements. The regulations should be included as part of the process of
obtaining a building permit.3 Bicycle parking can be used as part of an incentive
program to encourage developers to include non-motorized transportation facilities as
part of overall designs.
The Village of Schaumburg has adopted bicycle parking requirements as part of its
Municipal Code. The Village of Glenview may wish to adopt bicycle parking
standards to accompany its off-street parking regulations as provided in Section 98293 of the Municipal Code. An example table created from the Village of
Schaumburg requirements is shown below in Table 3.1: Off-Street Bicycle Parking.

2

International Bicycle Fund. “Bicycle Parking Criteria, Bike Rack, Bicycle Locker, Cycle Stands, &
Bike Storage Systems.” www.ibike.org/engineering/parking.htm.
3
Federal Highway Administration. “Bicycle Parking and Storage.”
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/univcourse/swless22.htm.
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Table 3-1
Off-Street Bicycle Parking

Land Use
Parking Requirement
Retail Center
Minimum of 10 spaces at each building entrance
Office/professional uses
1 rack or 5 spaces for every 50,000 square feet
Full service restaurant
1 rack or 5 spaces
Carry-out restaurant
1 rack or 5 spaces
Full service & carry-our restaurant
2 racks or 10 spaces
Health club, community pool, or similar uses
30 spaces minimum
Bowling alley, skating rink, movie theater, or Determined on a case by case basis
similar uses
Village of Schaumburg Municipal Code §154.125 Bicycle Parking Requirements.

The City of Madison, Wisconsin has adopted bicycle parking regulations in a manner
similar to the Village of Schaumburg, but requires bicycle parking in proportion to
the total number of automobile parking spaces required. Schaumburg, however,
determines the required bicycle parking spaces for office and professional uses based
on gross floor area measured in square feet. The model from Madison would be
consistent with form based zoning, while that in Schaumburg is consistent in style
with existing Village of Glenview regulations.
Education & Safety Programs
The Glenview Police Department offers bicycle safety training workshops at
elementary schools within Glenview to educate children on proper riding behavior.
Bicycle registration is offered with the Village for the purpose of returning lost or
stolen bicycles to registered owners.
On May 19, 2007, the Village of Glenview Police Department held its first annual
bicycle safety fair. The fair included free helmet fittings and free replacements by the
Trauma Center at Glenbrook Hospital; bicycle safety inspections provided by
mechanics from bicycle shops within Glenview; and a skills obstacle course
organized by the Glenview Police Department. More than one hundred residents
attended the fair and over fifty children participated in the activities offered. The
Village should consider providing a bicycle safety booth or skills course at other
events in Glenview to capitalize on an existing audience and promote bicyclist and
pedestrian safety.
It is recommended that these programs continue to be offered and coordinated with
the Police Department. In addition, it is recommended that the Village develop an
education and safety campaign for bicycling and walking in Glenview. The program
should target pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists. Educational materials should be
designed to increase awareness about traffic control devices; proper bicycle riding,
walking, and driving behaviors.
The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) provides guidance
for developing a bicycle and pedestrian safety program, and recommends the
following preliminary actions: designate a program manager, encourage
3-9

multidisciplinary involvement,
and
implement
a
communication program4.
It is recommended that the
Glenview Police Department
serve
as
the
program
coordinator in Glenview. This
could involve expanding the
duties of an existing traffic
safety officer or planning for a
future staff position to manage
bicycle safety and education
programs.
To encourage multidisciplinary
involvement,
it
is
recommended that Glenview
invite participation in the
program by representatives
from various departments,
including the police, school
Figure 3.2: Shared Lane Pamphlet
districts, park district, planning,
(Source: Village of Northbrook)
public works, as well as
Village groups including faith-based organizations and bicycle clubs. Members from
the League of Illinois Bicyclists (www.bikelib.org) and the Chicagoland Bicycle
Federation (www.biketraffic.org) can provide additional guidance in promoting
bicycle safety and various bicycle events.
Educational materials should be made available on the Village website and in print
format to promote the following:
Correct use of bicycle facilities
Proper street-crossing behavior
Safe driving and riding practices near school buses and school zones
Correct yielding behaviors at crosswalks
Proper use and fitting of bicycle helmets
“Share The Road” signs
An example of a shared lane pavement markings pamphlet produced by the Village of
Northbrook is shown on the right in Figure 3.2. This pamphlet provides information
about recently installed shared lane markings in Northbrook. The pamphlet includes
a sample pavement marking and provides safe riding and driving tips.
4

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. “Uniform Guidelines for State Highway Safety
Programs.” November 2006.
http://www.nhtsa.dot.gov/portal/site/nhtsa/menuitem.810acaee50c651189ca8e410dba046a0/
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Public input is a necessary component for determining pedestrian and bicycle facility
needs for the Village of Glenview and establishing the desired goals for the Bike and
Sidewalk Master Plan. This section discusses the public and stakeholder involvement
process. It focuses upon public input gathered from two primary comment periods,
October 2006 and activities associated with Sidewalk and Bicycle Workshops
conducted in February and March 2007.
4.1

Initial Comment Period-October 2006

In October 2006, the Village of Glenview Capital Projects Department solicited
public comment to help define the community’s goals for the creation of a Bike and
Sidewalk Master Plan. Fourteen members of the community provided comments on
the implementation of a Master Plan following an October 23, 2006 public meeting.
The respondent comments generally supported the process of creating this Plan.
Respondents were provided with a Community Focus Group Comment Form. The
form consisted of three comment fields: (1) comments on the recommended
improvement scope; (2) comments on deliverables; and (3) other comments.
Ten of the fourteen respondents (71%) identified specific areas and/or intersections
that they felt required improvements. Each of these comments was grouped into one
of six categories:
Access To Major Destinations
Gap Identification/Difficult Crossing Locations
Educational Programs/Informational Materials/Maps
Preference for Routes/Lanes/Paths
East-West Connectivity
Signage Plan Needed
All of the comments were recorded and kept on file with the Village of Glenview.
Comments that were not grouped into the above categories generally concerned
overall issues and suggestions regarding the implementation and need for a bike and
sidewalk plan.
Access to Major Destinations– Eleven of the fourteen respondents (79%) identified
a particular location where sidewalk and bicycle access should be provided. These
locations are cited as major destinations within the Village of Glenview. People tend
to travel to and from these destinations by bicycle and by walking. The suggested
areas included the following locations:
The Glen
Downtown Glenview
Metra Stations
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Forest preserves
Adjoining communities
Residents also were interested in the development of a connection between the Glen
and Downtown Glenview, as well. This links the two areas, as well as the Metra
Stations.
Gap Identification/Difficult Crossing Locations– Ten respondents (71%) identified
the presence of difficult pedestrian crossing locations throughout the Village.
Responses suggested that pedestrian crossings were particularly difficult along
Waukegan Road and Glenview Road. Other comments suggested that missing
sidewalks or unsafe crossing areas were located in areas near respondents’ homes or
on routes that they traveled often.
Respondents suggested further that a possible reason for difficult crossings was due to
the long distances between traffic signals providing pedestrian walk phases. In
particular, one respondent mentioned that the distance between signalized
intersections was a reason that people were forced to cross roadways either midblock
or at unsignalized locations without protection from automobiles. This particular
problem was cited at Waukegan Road, near Glenwood.
Educational Programs/Informational Materials/Maps– Five of the ten
respondents commented that educational and informational materials, such as proper
usage guides and maps, should be provided concurrently with the introduction of the
Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan and planning process. Responses indicated that both
bicyclists and motorists should be made aware of the laws and ordinances within the
Village of Glenview and the State of Illinois. Additional responses indicated that
Safe Routes to School Programs are important components of promoting a continuous
and improved pedestrian and bicycle network accessible by users of all ages and skill
levels. As shown in future commentary sessions, schools were identified as areas in
need of sidewalk and bicycle improvements.
Preference for Routes/Lanes/Paths – The public input period in October 2006 also
allowed for residents to comment on their preferences for types of bicycle facilities.
Two respondents specifically favored the installation of more bicycle paths in the
community, while two other respondents mentioned the advantages of enhanced
safety and connectivity offered by installing on-street facilities. Residents cited a
particular need for bicycle facilities on Glenview Road and Waukegan Road.
Respondents also supported the development of proposed and existing trails, such as
the Techny Trail, the Des Plaines River, and the Centennial Trail.
East-West Connectivity – In addition to the identification of facility types,
respondents also provided comment on the location needs for the network. Three
residents cited the lack of east-west bicycle connections within the Village. As a
result, these respondents felt that the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan should address
east-west movements.
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Signage Plan Needed– Among the many suggestions for improving the existing
pedestrian and bicycle network, two respondents suggested that a signage program
accompany the construction of bicycle facilities, especially regarding bicycle routes.
Signage for this purpose should be clear and concise regarding directions and
destinations, if the program is to be effective.
4.2

On-going Public Comment Period

Throughout the subsequent consultant planning process, TYLI was available to
receive comments via email submissions or through comments delivered to the
Village of Glenview Planning Department.
Most residents who submitted comments made suggestions or identified specific
areas in the Village. These included areas where sidewalks end along busy streets,
major intersections that do not properly accommodate pedestrians and persons with
disabilities, and on roads where the existing sidewalk is in disrepair and presents
tripping or accessibility hazards. Due to the large number of improvement
suggestions and comments made by residents throughout the Village, a complete list
of requests along with all other comments has been provided in the appendix.
4.3

Public Meetings and Workshops

As part of the public involvement process conducted by the TYLI Team, residents
and community members were asked to submit comments either through attendance
at one of the scheduled workshops, by e-mail, phone calls to Village staff, or through
a comment form set up on the Village of Glenview website.
Comments received as part of this planning process are discussed as they relate to the
stages of the development
of the Bike and Sidewalk
Master Plan. The stages
include
the
visioning
period,
the
Sidewalk
Workshops,
and
the
Bicycle Ride.
4.3.1 Goal-setting
Workshop
On February 22, 2007, an
introductory workshop was
held at the Glenview Police
Station. This meeting was
developed in part to receive
initial comments regarding

Figure 4.1: Goal Setting Workshop February 22, 2007
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the development of the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan. This meeting provided an
opportunity for residents and concerned community members to offer suggestions for
goals and improvements to be included within the Master Plan. In addition, the
meeting allowed the TYLI Team to introduce the planning process and familiarize the
attendees with the existing bicycle and pedestrian network.
Comments received prior to the start of this process primarily were gathered from
residents unable to attend the meeting. Residents had an open forum in which to
provide comments, as no direction or specific questions were provided. Respondents
who submitted comments prior to the meeting generally noted a specific area in need
of improvement. These responses were grouped into five areas or corridors and
include the following:
Landwehr Road
The Glen
Glenview Road
Willow Road
East Lake Avenue/West Lake Avenue
Landwehr Road
School District 31 Winkelman School is located on the east side of Landwehr Road
south of Glenlake Drive (see Figure 4.2). Winkelman School has all of the necessary
signs to indicate the school crossing zone. Crossing guards and other personnel are
used during the high travel periods as students enter and exit the school grounds.
Currently, 43 students are designated as students who walk to school, although more
may walk at different times of the year. Sidewalks, however, are not present along all
segments of the roadway. Concerned residents have cited the need to improve
conditions
for
children
walking and riding to school,
especially since the speed
limit along Landwehr is 40
miles per hour.
Sidewalks
are
missing
between East Lake Avenue
and the entrance to the Indian
Ridge subdivision on the
west side of Landwehr. This
segment is located directly
across from Winkelman
Figure 4.2: Landwehr Road at Lake Avenue (Source:
School. It also is located
http://local.live.com)
near multi-family housing
and the streets Westview and Pleasant Run. Sidewalks are located on the eastern
side. Additional missing segments include the eastern side of Landwehr from
Hampton Court (a new housing development) to Crestwood. Lastly, a segment is
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missing from the Indian Ridge subdivision limits to north to Willow Road on the
western side of Landwehr. Residents within the Indian Ridge subdivision are in
support of improvements along Landwehr.
The Glen
The Glen, the former Glenview Naval Air Station, is a new development consisting of
residential, commercial, public, and light industrial uses. Some residents feel that this
area is not bicycle-friendly due to the size of roadway intersections and presence of
on-street parking. Others feel that access by bicycle is difficult because residents
must cross busy streets such as East Lake Avenue and West Lake Avenue to reach the
Glen. Suggestions to improve this area, as well as other local streets, include the
painting of shared lane and bicycle lane markings on village streets to indicate the
usage of bicyclists.
The Glen also contains one of the two Metra Stations located within Glenview.
Residents have requested better bicycle and pedestrian access to this train station, as
well as providing a link between this station and the one located in Downtown
Glenview.
Glenview Road
Suggestions to improve the comfort of bicycle riders
included providing uniform signage at the
intersection of Harms and Glenview Roads, where
the North Branch Trail crosses. Shared lane or
bicycle lane markings were suggested on Glenview
Road between Waukegan and Harms. “Complete
Streets” concepts, which allow for multiple types of
users, should be followed (see inset at right). This
may include a signage program including the
installation of signs that say “Share the Road”.
According to respondent comments, the intersection
of Glenview Road and Greenwood is a candidate for
this type of approach. Residents have suggested that
sidewalks be provided at the intersection and
extended along Greenwood to at least Linneman
Street.

What are “Complete
Streets”?
Complete Streets is a term to
describe roadways designed
and operated to enable safe
access
for
all
users.
Pedestrians,
bicyclists,
motorists and bus riders of all
ages and abilities are able to
safely move along and across a
complete street.

For more information, visit:
www.completestreets.org

Willow Road
The railroad underpass on Willow Road east of
Shermer Road was cited as a dangerous area for
pedestrians.
The paved sidewalk area is not
designed to current pedestrian standards and is filled
with litter and roadway debris, blocking the pedestrian path. Residents stated that
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pedestrians must take extra care to avoid this crossing but there are no alternative
crossings under the railroad tracks in the vicinity of this underpass (see Figure 4.3).
Residents suggested that sidewalks be widened to allow people access between the
industrial areas and commercial areas. Likewise, residents cite Willow Road as
unfriendly to bicyclists. Provision of these facilities would link residents from north
of Willow Road to the Glen and
downtown Glenview.
The four
vehicular lanes on Willow Road
narrow at the underpass, as well. One
possible
improvement
to
this
underpass would be a path or sidewalk
constructed on the outside of the
bridge supports yet within the existing
structure. Care must be taken to
ensure that any new facility comply
with Americans with Disabilities Act
Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG).
Further engineering study to determine
the likelihood of a sidewalk at this
Figure 4.3: Willow Road railroad underpass east of
location is recommended.
If the
Shermer Road (Source: http://local.live.com)
structure requires major retrofits or
reconstruction, coordination with IDOT, Metra, and the Chicago & Northwestern
railroad would be required.
East Lake Avenue/West Lake Avenue
Residents have suggested the need for providing bicycle facilities along East Lake
Avenue and West Lake Avenue. In particular, people have suggested the use of
bicycle lanes along West Lake Avenue. West Lake Avenue would provide an
important connection within the system to public facilities along the road, including
Glenbrook South High School. This is consistent with the proposed alignment of the
Centennial Trail in Glenview leading to Des Plaines.
East Lake Avenue also is viewed as a potential link within the sidewalk network.
Continuous sidewalks along East and West Lake Avenues would allow a connection
to Des Plaines River Road and the Lake Avenue Woods Forest Preserve.
Other areas cited as important to individual residents include Echo Lane leading to
Cunliff Park, and the area surrounding the Avoca West School. Village residents
have suggested that sidewalks be included on Central Road between Milwaukee
Avenue and Greenwood Road. Bellwood Lane and Longmeadow Drive are two areas
in need of sidewalks, as these streets provide a connection from the western end at St.
Catherine Laboure School and Church and the East Lake Avenue pedestrian bridge
that accesses Flick Park to the eastern end at Greenwood Road in the vicinity of
Westbrook Elementary School and Canaan Presbyterian Church.
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In addition to the identification of specific geographic locations in need of
improvements, respondents also provided general suggestions for enhancing the
pedestrian and bicycle network. Frequently, respondents commented on the inclusion
of bicycle education programs to be lead by certified instructors and with the
involvement of Village officials and police representatives. Specifically, Village
residents suggested programs to teach children the proper use of bicycles and basic
traffic safety. They also identified the need for bicycle safety training classes and
bicycle rodeos to promote the use of bicycles as a means of transportation and
recreation.
4.3.2

Sidewalk Workshops

Sidewalk workshops were held on Saturday, March 24 and Saturday, March 31, 2007
in the field houses of Flick Park and Roosevelt Park, respectively. Each workshop
consisted of a guided walking tour of the roadways surrounding that park followed by
a discussion about pedestrian facilities in Glenview. Residents discussed issues
encountered on the guided tour, as well as village-wide issues, such as crossing at
traffic lights, the speed of automobile traffic, and the presence or lack of sidewalks in
their neighborhoods. Roads were evaluated from the pedestrian’s perspective by
asking the following questions:
Is there a sidewalk present?
Is it in good repair/wide enough for two-way movement?
What kinds of street crossing opportunities are there?
Following the discussion, residents were asked to mark up maps with their comments
and observations from the workshop, as well as to make suggestions for
improvements they would like made in their community.
New Sidewalk Construction
One point that was discussed in detail was new sidewalk construction in residential
areas of Glenview. Many workshop attendees desired a better understanding of the
process by which neighborhoods are selected for the installation of new sidewalks
and the costs associated with construction.
Residents and representatives from the Village discussed the process by which
sidewalks are installed in Glenview. Many residents felt that a clearly defined
Village policy that encompasses all factors affecting sidewalk construction should be
publicized to improve the understanding of the sidewalk installation process. Current
policy states that new sidewalks are required when an owner files a permit to
subdivide his or her property, provided that other properties in that neighborhood
have been improved with sidewalks. Sidewalks generally are not required in
conjunction with building permits related to teardowns or home additions. In the
event that homeowners wish to request new sidewalks in areas where they currently
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do not exist, they may petition the Village to be added to a planning schedule for new
sidewalk construction. Prior to the year in which those sidewalks are programmed to
be built, the Village will readdress the petitioners to determine if a majority are in
support of sidewalk construction.
Traffic Control/Crosswalks
In addition to sidewalks, workshop attendees observed the various crossing
treatments and traffic control devices for pedestrians. Some residents felt that
crosswalks were confusing or did not allow enough time for a pedestrian to cross. At
the intersection of Greenwood Avenue and East Lake Avenue, for example, residents
were concerned about crossing five lanes of traffic. Newer crosswalks, such as those
at the intersection of Shermer Road and Glenview Road, provide audible instructions
and countdown clocks to provide pedestrians with added information and security
when crossing roadways.
Sidewalks on Major Roads
Many residents felt that arterial
roadways, like Waukegan Road, are in
need of more complete and updated
sidewalks. Waukegan Road is one of
the oldest established commercial
corridors in Glenview. Unfortunately,
it has developed in pieces over time
and incorporates many different
development practices.
Waukegan
Road extends into neighboring
communities, as well, which requires
partnerships with communities such as
Northfield, Wilmette, Golf, and
Figure 4.4 Northbound Waukegan Road at
Northbrook to ensure that sidewalks
Winnetka Road. (Source: Vic Sholis)
don’t end at the Village limit. Figure
4.4 shows the termination of the sidewalk on the east side of Waukegan Road at the
Glenview-Northfield village limit at Winnetka Road.
With respect to pedestrian facilities in Glenview, workshop attendees identified three
major objectives to provide the following:
Access to downtown Glenview, the Glen, parks, and schools
Improved traffic control, crosswalks, and sidewalks on major roadways
Simplified process for planning, financing, and constructing new sidewalks
4.3.3

Bicycle Workshop
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A bicycle workshop was held on Saturday, April 14, 2007, at the Johns Park field
house. The workshop began with a guided 12-mile bicycle tour of Glenview to show
residents the various roadways and examples of off-street trails. Workshop attendees
stopped at several points along the tour to engage in brief discussions about
intersections that are problematic for bicycles and other aspects that determine the
suitability of a roadway for bicyclists. The tour was followed by a presentation and
discussion that defined the various
types of on-street and off-street
bicycle facilities.
Residents were invited to mark up
maps of the Village to identify areas
where they would like to see bicycle
facilities installed.
Residents also
pointed out areas of conflict for
bicyclists.
The intersection of
Glenview Road and Harms Road at
the trail crossing for Blue Star Woods
was discussed in detail. Other areas,
Figure 4.5: Bicycle tour attendees at Wagner Road and
including downtown Glenview and the
Kenilworth Road (Source: Nick Jackson)
Glen, were cited as desirable areas for
bicyclists but were in need of treatments to improve bicyclist comfort. Possible
treatments that were discussed included pavement markings, signs, traffic control
devices, and bicycle parking.
With respect to bicycle facilities in Glenview, workshop attendees identified three
objectives for the proposed bikeway network. These objectives build on the goals set
forth in the February 22, 2007 Goal-setting meeting.
Objective 1. East-West Connections
Residents identified the need for good east-west movement through Glenview by
bicycle. Many road bicyclists use surface streets to go between major forest
preserves along the Chicago River and the Des Plaines River, so providing bicycle
access between these two rivers is important. Additionally, Glenview is located next
to Blue Star Memorial Woods, which is managed by the Forest Preserve District of
Cook County. Providing safe and convenient bicycle routes to this location is
important not only for experienced road bicyclists, but for basic bicyclists and
families, as well.
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Objective 2. Access to Downtown Glenview, Train Stations, and The Glen
These destinations were mentioned
repeatedly among nearly all working
groups as major destinations in
Glenview for motorists, pedestrians,
and bicyclists. Residents wanted to
ensure that bikeways would be part of
the transportation network leading to
these locations. Once in the Glen or
Downtown Glenview, the roadway
and sidewalk network was considered
by many to be sufficient for
pedestrians and bicyclists. However,
major barriers, such as East Lake
Figure 4.6: Residents recommended improved
Avenue, Waukegan Road, and Willow
access to and through Glenview’s two train stations
Road, exist for residents trying to
reach these destinations. Residents proposed pavement markings, warning signs, and
traffic control devices in efforts to reduce the impacts caused by these barriers.
Objective 3. Plan for Bicyclists of All Skill Levels
There are three types of bicyclists to consider when planning bicycle facilities. The
“A” bicyclist, also known as an advanced bicyclist, is comfortable using signed bike
routes, bike lanes, and bicycling in mixed traffic with automobiles. An “A” bicyclist
travels at nearly the same speed as vehicle traffic. The “B” bicyclists refers to the
basic adult bicyclist who is less comfortable in mixed traffic than the “A” bicyclist,
but is willing to use signed bike routes and bike lanes. The “C” bicyclist refers to
children and inexperienced bicyclists who are comfortable only on local roads or
sidewalks. The “C” bicyclist prefers to use a shared use path where available.
One of the most important goals for Glenview residents was to develop a bikeway
system that caters to bicyclists of all skill levels. Residents wanted to ensure that
each skill level was considered when proposing the bikeway network.
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When selecting bicycle facilities for the Village, it is important to focus on areas that
have the most potential for success among bicyclists. Good bicycling roads that
connect major destinations and activity centers create a system of bicycle facilities
that is logical, useful, and convenient for bicyclists.
5.1

Bicycle Network Priorities

Input from public meetings, Village staff, and residents of Glenview were used to
create a list of priorities they felt were important for the selection and location of
bicycle facilities as listed below.

Provide Access to Major Destinations
The Glen
Downtown Glenview
Schools
Shopping centers
Village parks & pools

Connect to Neighboring villages
Des Plaines
Golf
Northbrook
Northfield
Wilmette

Connect to Transit
Glenview Metra
North Glenview Metra
Local Pace Routes (208, 270, 272, 210, 421, 422, 423)
Link Regional Trails
Des Plaines River Trail
North Branch Trail
Techny Trail
Cook County Forest Preserve
Proposed Skokie Valley Trail
These priorities provided a framework for selecting the roads in the village that would
be used as on-street bicycle facilities. After being selected, the roads were further
5-1

studied to identify which streets could safely accommodate bicycle lanes. Lane
width, average daily traffic, and travel speeds were all considered when selecting a
road for a proposed bikeway. If a road was deemed unsuitable for any of these
reasons but was still believed to be an important bikeway, the road was examined to
determine if any modifications could be made to the road to better accommodate
bicycles without adversely affecting traffic flow. All proposed bicycle routes, lanes,
and shared use paths will adhere to an established set of standards set forth by the
American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO).
5.2

Bicycle Facility Types

There are three main types of bicycle facilities that are suitable for use in Glenview.
Each facility has the potential to be used in Glenview depending on roadway width,
automobile traffic, and land use.
Shared Use Paths (Green)
These facilities are completely separated from motor vehicle traffic lanes. They are
designed for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians. These are not to be
confused with pedestrian sidewalks, which are discouraged for bicycle use. The
minimum recommended width for a shared use path is ten feet. Additional path
width may be required if the shared use path is expected to accommodate large
amounts of non-motorized traffic.
Bicycle Lanes (Red)
These are designated on-street rights-of-way, usually abutting and adjacent to other
traffic lanes used by motorists, designed for the exclusive use of bicycles. The
minimum acceptable width for a bicycle lane is four feet to the edge of pavement, or
five feet to the face of curb, which provides space for riding and maneuvering in
moving traffic. Five or six-foot lanes are recommended on roadways with on-street
parking. Bicycle lanes are marked with pavement markings, signs, and an edge line
separating the bicycle lane from automobile lanes. On roadways with on-street
parking, a second edge line is suggested to separate the bicycle lane from the parking
lane.
Signed Bicycle Routes (Blue)
These are shared roadways designated only by signs, used by both motorists and
cyclists. They serve to provide continuity to other bicycle facilities or to indicate to
bicyclists, as with bike lanes, that there are certain advantages to using these routes as
compared to alternative routes. Bicycle routes are marked with signs to guide
bicyclists along a route, as well as pavement markings in some cases to ensure that
the bicyclist rides in the proper location on the roadway. Riding too close to the curb
or too close to moving traffic can present conflicts.
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AASHTO and the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) both
provide detailed guidance with respect to pavement markings, signs, and engineering
standards.
5.3

Proposed Bicycle Facilities Plan

This plan proposes a network of bicycle routes, bicycle lanes, and shared use paths in
Glenview. A map of proposed facilities is shown in Figure 5.1: Proposed Bicycle
Facilities. The proposed network is comprised primarily of bicycle routes because of
the nature of the roadway network. Bicycle routes also are the least expensive facility
type to install and often can be constructed entirely by the Glenview Capital Projects
Department. It is recommended that the implementation strategy outlined in Chapter
7 be followed whenever practical to ensure that as the network grows, facilities can
operate as independent sub-networks and reduce the likelihood of stranding a
bicyclist at the end of a bikeway facility.
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6.1

Pedestrian Priorities

Based on the comments received from Village staff and the various public workshops
conducted around Glenview, a review of the 2007-2011 capital plan, and an analysis
of existing sidewalk gaps within the Village, a series of pedestrian priorities are
established for enhancing the pedestrian environment in Glenview.

Build/Repair Sidewalks Along Major Arterials
Glenview Road
Harlem Avenue
Waukegan Road
Milwaukee Avenue
Landwehr Road
Lake Avenue (east and west)

Provide Sidewalk “Backbones”1 in Select Areas
Near Downtown Glenview
Along School Bus Routes for Children
Access to The Glen

Enhance Crosswalks for Improved Accessibility
Countdown Timers
Highly Visible Crosswalks

Increase Number of “Pedestrian Cut-Through” Opportunities
East Lake Avenue
6.2

Proposed Pedestrian Facilities Plan

This plan builds upon the existing capital plan for sidewalk and intersection
improvements in Glenview. A map of proposed improvements is shown in Figure
6.1: Proposed Pedestrian Improvements. It is recommended that construction
projects be arranged for bid according the implementation strategy outlined in
Chapter 7. A discussion of proposed major improvements is provided below.
1

“Backbone” refers to placing sidewalks along one or two through streets in a neighborhood where
constructing sidewalks on all streets would be impractical and not consistent with neighborhood
character.
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Sidewalk Improvements

Sidewalk improvements are shown in red in Figure 6.1, Proposed Pedestrian
Improvements. These road segments were identified as lacking sidewalks and, upon
consultation of the Capital Improvements Plan, were not programmed for
construction.
For sidewalks along arterials, the Village pursues the installation of sidewalks for
safety reasons and to maintain a continuous pedestrian facility network. In the case
of local streets, many low-volume residential streets function adequately without
sidewalks. As traffic volume and vehicle speeds increase, improvements may
become necessary to reduce the potential for crashes involving pedestrians. For new
sidewalks on local streets, residents living along a proposed sidewalk or in close
vicinity are polled to gauge the level of interest and commitment for constructing the
sidewalk. Although sidewalks are recommended in the following discussions,
inclusion in this plan does not guarantee their construction.
Willow Road
A sidewalk along the north side of Willow Road is proposed between Landwehr Road
and Pfingsten Road. This is one of the last stretches of Willow Road that has not
been programmed for sidewalk improvements as part of the Village’s Capital
Improvements Plan. Willow Road passes underneath the Chicago and Northwestern
Railroad tracks east of Shermer Road. A sidewalk is recommended at this location,
as well, but such improvements may require additional roadway and railroad overpass
reconstruction if sufficient space is not available within the existing structure.
Landwehr Road
Sidewalks are proposed along the west side of Landwehr Road between West Lake
Avenue and Crestwood Drive. An existing sidewalk terminates on this side of the
roadway approximately two-hundred feet north of Crestwood Drive. The proposed
sidewalk would connect to the existing sidewalk to Winkelman School on the west
side of Landwehr Road to provide a continuous sidewalk to Lake Avenue.
West Lake Avenue
Sidewalks are proposed on West Lake Avenue between Milwaukee Avenue and
Potter Road, and from a point three hundred feet east of Pfingsten Road and the start
of the West Lake Avenue shared use path at Monterey Drive. These are the last
remaining portions of West Lake Avenue that have not been improved with
sidewalks. With the completion of The Glen to the east, pedestrian activity can be
expected along West Lake Avenue. A small pedestrian and bicycle connection also is
recommended just north of West Lake Avenue on the right-of-way adjacent to
Glenbrook South High School. This connection would allow pedestrians to cross
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Pfingsten Road on the north side and will provide a connection to the proposed
Centennial Trail.
Pfingsten Road/Glenview Road
A sidewalk is recommended on Pfingsten Road from Glenview Road to the cul-desac north of Rugen Road. A small sidewalk connection is proposed on Glenview
Road from Pfingsten Road to Neil Lane. This would complete a connection between
Downtown Glenview and Milwaukee Avenue.
Longmeadow Road
A sidewalk is proposed along Longmeadow Road between Glenview Road and
Bellwood Lane. There is an existing pedestrian overpass across East Lake Avenue
that connects the northern and southern parts of Longmeadow. The recommended
sidewalks would help connect these two parts of the Village and provide improved
pedestrian access to nearby Flick Park.
Central Road
Sidewalks are recommended along the north side of Central Road from Greenwood
Road to Clearview Drive and from Washington Road to a point three parcels west of
Harlem Avenue. Currently, the south side of Central has sidewalks, along with a
small portion on the north side at Shermer Road.
Spruce Drive/Prairie Street
Sidewalks have been recommended on at least one side of Spruce Drive from
Glenview Road to Lehigh Avenue and on Prairie Street from Roosevelt Avenue to
Elm Street. This would provide access to Downtown Glenview, Our Lady of
Perpetual Help, and parks located in the Swainwood neighborhood west of Lehigh
Avenue.
Lehigh Avenue
Although there is an extensive sidewalk programmed in the vicinity of Lehigh
Avenue along Johns Drive from Chestnut Street to Johns Court, this sidewalk cannot
be accessed from Lehigh Avenue due to the railroad tracks. As a result, a sidewalk is
proposed along the west side of Lehigh Avenue from West Lake Avenue to Chestnut
Avenue.
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Waukegan Road
Waukegan Road is one of the major
commercial corridors in Glenview. This
four-lane, north-south arterial roadway
contains commercial land uses that generate
high levels of automobile, as well as
pedestrian traffic. As a result, sidewalk
improvements and gap infills are proposed
along both sides of Waukegan Road from
Chestnut Avenue to Willow Road. This can
be achieved with reconstruction projects that
reduce the number of curb cuts and create a
more continuous sidewalk frontage along
Waukegan Road. This area has the potential
to be much more heavily traveled by
pedestrians with appropriate sidewalk
improvements.
Old Willow Road
A sidewalk is proposed on Old Willow Road
between Shermer Road and Patriot
Boulevard. This connection will provide an
alternate route to The Glen without requiring
pedestrians to travel either to Willow Road or West Lake Avenue. Although Old
Willow Road terminates in a cul-de-sac at this location, a pedestrian connection to
Patriot Boulevard could connect with the crosswalk on the north side of Compass
Road.
Knollwood Road
Sidewalks are proposed on at least one side of Knollwood Road. This is a walking
route for students of Glen Grove School and would provide enhanced pedestrian
connectivity between the school and Flick Park.
Elmwood Road
A sidewalk is proposed on the north side of Elmwood Road between Sunset Ridge
Road and Brandon Road. Elmwood Road is a narrow residential street without
sidewalks in the Glen Oak Acres neighborhood. It provides east-west access in this
area, but the narrow width makes it difficult to accommodate pedestrians, bicyclists,
and motorists.
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6.4

Intersection Improvements

Spruce Drive and Lehigh Avenue

Figure 6.2: Lehigh Avenue at the Swainwood subdivision entrance (Spruce Drive)

An expanded diverter island is proposed on Spruce Drive at Lehigh Avenue.
Expanding this island would enhance the sidewalk continuity across Spruce Drive at
this location to provide better north-south movement along the west side of Lehigh
Avenue. Additionally, the curb radii on the north and south legs of this intersection
could be reconstructed to enforce slower turning movements onto Spruce Drive. Left
turns still would be permitted at this location.
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Central Parkway and Waukegan Road

Figure 6.3: Waukegan Road at Central Parkway and McDonald's restaurant

Pedestrians at this unsignalized intersection encounter conflicts when crossing four
lanes of traffic on Waukegan Road at Central Parkway in the vicinity of the
McDonald’s restaurant located on the west side of Waukegan. The amount of vehicle
traffic on Central Parkway is not high enough to warrant the installation of stop signs
or a traffic signal on Waukegan road, but crossing treatments could be installed to
better accommodate pedestrians.
Possible improvements include the installation of an international crosswalk and
median to act as a pedestrian refuge island, yield-to-pedestrian signage, flashing
beacons to alert motorists of this crossing, and yield bars painted on the roadway
surface thirty feet in advance of the crossing. The crosswalk and accompanying
median should be placed across Waukegan Road on the south side of Central
Parkway to avoid conflicts with vehicles entering the restaurant drive-through
window. Coordination with IDOT would be required to construct an unsignalized
crossing at this location.
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Winnetka Road and Waukegan Road

Figure 6.4: Waukegan Road at Winnetka Road. Sidewalks do not continue north on the east side of Waukegan
Road into the Village of Northfield.

The existing crosswalk on the east leg of Winnetka Road at Waukegan Road has
worn away due to automobile traffic and should be replaced. Additionally, the curb
radius on the northeast corner should be reduced to slow vehicles making an
eastbound right-turn across the existing crosswalk. This curb radius reduction would
also reduce the total crosswalk distance on Winnetka Road.
Lake Avenue and Cariann Lane
The intersection of Lake Avenue and Cariann Lane is located approximately one
hundred feet from an abandoned railroad right-of-way. This is the site of a proposed
trail crossing for the Skokie Valley Trail. It is recommended that the pedestrian
crossing issues be incorporated into the design of the trail crossing at this location.
This area is located on the east side of Glenview, and improvements may require a
joint effort between Glenview and the Village of Wilmette.
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6.5

Priority Sidewalk Neighborhoods

Several neighborhoods in Glenview were identified as “priority sidewalk
neighborhoods” if a majority of the streets did not have sidewalks. The
neighborhoods are mostly residential but are located within walking distance to major
destinations such as parks, schools, and commercial districts. For this reason, it is
recommended that the Village consider sidewalks or walking paths in these areas.
Although several areas are discussed in this section, sidewalk segments may not
necessarily have been identified for each neighborhood. The Village works with
neighborhoods throughout the planning process to assess residents’ interest and
commitment to the installation of sidewalks. Discussions of each neighborhood and
recommendations are provided below.
1. Swainwood
The Swainwood neighborhood is
identified as a priority sidewalk
neighborhood because of its vicinity to
downtown Glenview and Roosevelt Park.
These areas are sites of high levels of
pedestrian activity. Pedestrians in this
area often encounter conflicts with
automobile traffic cutting through the
neighborhood to avoid the intersection of
Glenview Road and Lehigh Avenue.
2. Northeast Glenview
East Glenview, bounded by Lake Avenue,
Wagner Road, Winnetka Road, and Sunset Ridge
Road is a priority neighborhood. Due to the large
number of new homes being constructed in this
area, the village has an opportunity to create a
“pedestrian spine” on some of the through streets
and collector streets in this neighborhood.
Pleasant Road and Kenilworth Road are two
streets that, if sidewalks were constructed, would
provide east-west access for pedestrians between
Sunset Ridge Road and Wagner Road. Elmwood
Road has been cited by many residents as one of
the major cut-through streets for vehicular traffic, which places pedestrians in a
hazardous situation. As a result, Elmwood Road has been recommended as the first
“pedestrian spine” in this neighborhood.
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3. Southeast Glenview
This neighborhood located south of Glenview
Road and east of the Chicago River, is identified
as a pedestrian priority neighborhood. The
Village may consider a “pedestrian spine” along
Central Parkway or Longvalley Road that would
connect Waukegan Road to Glenview Road or
Wagner Road.
4. Pfingsten Road
The neighborhood around Pfingsten Road between Glenview
Road and the railroad tracks north of Rugen Road is identified
as a pedestrian priority neighborhood due to its proximity to
Flick Park and Glenview Road.
5. East of Harms Road
Two areas east of Harms Road were identified as priority
sidewalk neighborhoods. Installing sidewalks along Wilmette
Avenue and Hunter Road would provide access within these
neighborhoods to Glenview Road
and Harms Road.
6. West of The Glen Club
Pedestrian and bicycle access to the Glen was cited as an
important objective by many residents.
The
neighborhood bounded by Monterey Drive, East Lake
Avenue, Greenwood Road, and West Lake Avenue is an
area where pedestrian access to Independence Avenue
and West Lake Avenue would connect residents to The
Glen.
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7. South of Central Road
Three small areas south of Central Road were
identified as priority sidewalk neighborhoods. These
areas are located between Greenwood Road and
Lehigh Avenue. Sidewalks exist on the south side of
Central Road, but connections should be made to this
sidewalk to connect residents to areas like Johns Park
and Hoffman Elementary School.
8. Elmgate
This small subdivision on the west side of
Shermer Road south of the Glenview Park Golf
Club does not have sidewalks. Some residents
commented that the amount of vehicle traffic in
this neighborhood is high due to its proximity to
the golf club. This area is in need of sidewalks
to improve pedestrian conditions and separate
pedestrians from vehicles in this neighborhood.
6.6

Pedestrian Facility Management

In addition to proposing new pedestrian facilities to complete the network, this plan
recommends adopting practices to maximize the effectiveness of all pedestrian
facilities in Glenview.
High-Visibility Crosswalks
At mid-block crossings and at
crosswalks near schools, churches, and
areas with high-levels of pedestrian
activity, international crosswalks
should be installed.
International
crosswalks, indicated by a series of
eight-inch
thick
lines
painted
perpendicular to the path of the
pedestrian, are easier for motorists to
see when approaching a pedestrian
crossing.

Figure 6.5: International crosswalk

An international crosswalk may be encased by two transverse lines, as shown in
Figure 6.5. International crosswalks are not required at signalized intersections and
stop-controlled intersections, but can be used anywhere where increased visibility is
desired. Additionally, if international crosswalks are installed, the Village may want
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to consider adding roadway signs before
the crosswalk to alert motorists of the
crossing and instruct them to yield to
pedestrians (see Figure 6.6).
Crosswalks may be installed using highly
reflective paint or thermoplastic. The cost
of installation varies depending on
roadway width and number of crosswalks
needed at an intersection.
Pedestrian Countdown Clocks
The village should include pedestrian
countdown clocks as part of signal
installations at all intersections in
downtown Glenview, as well as in any
Figure 6.6: Sample unsignalized pedestrian
other areas with high levels of pedestrian
crosswalk signs (source: MUTCD 2003).
activity.
Pedestrian countdown clocks
provide additional information to the pedestrian without requiring any additional
signal circuitry. The countdown signal is wired to the signal head in the same
location as a traditional walk signal and gives the amount of available crossing time
in seconds when the flashing “Don’t Walk” (pedestrian clearance) phase begins (see
Figure 6.7). This information helps pedestrians gauge their walking speed when
crossing signalized intersections.
Revised Pedestrian Walking Speed
Walking speeds for most traffic
signals in the United States are set to
accommodate an average walking
speed defined by the 2003 MUTCD as
4.0 feet per second (fps).
This
walking speed is actually the average
walking speed for adults. Most traffic
Figure 6.7 Pedestrian countdown clocks
signals default to the minimum
allowable pedestrian phase and, as a result, do not provide enough crossing time at
signalized intersections for half of all pedestrians during the pedestrian clearance
phase. The upcoming MUTCD will use a revised walking speed of 3.5 fps for the
minimum pedestrian clearance phase and 3.0 fps for the minimum pedestrian “Walk”
time plus flashing “Don’t Walk” (clearance) time.
Furthermore, pedestrian signals often are set to dwell in the “Don’t walk” phase even
when additional crossing time is available. The Village of Glenview Department of
Public Works or its contractor in charge of signal maintenance should revise the
settings on locally-controlled signals to reflect these changes. The Village may
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request these adjustments to signals under the jurisdiction of IDOT or the Cook
County Highway Department, as well.
Detectable Warning Tiles
Detectable Warning (DW) tiles should
be installed as part of any curb ramp
installation.
As
per
ADA
requirements, DW tiles provide
necessary tactile warning to the
visually-impaired when reaching a
roadway intersection. DW tiles are
not required at driveways, alleys or
commercial entrance drives, unless
they are signalized. Individual DW
tiles typically are two feet deep and
must be installed no more than two
feet from the nearest edge of the ramp
for the entire width of the curb ramp.
Figure 6.8 shows the typical
application of DW tiles at a sidewalk
curb ramp.

Figure 6.8 Detectable warning diagram
(Source: U.S. Access Board)
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7.1

Bicycle Facility Phasing Plan

This plan proposes nearly 50 miles of bike routes, bike lanes, and shared use paths in
Glenview. This total includes the already planned Techny Trail, Centennial Trail,
and the Glenview portion of the planned regional Skokie Valley Trail. The proposed
bike routes and bike lanes make up nearly three-fourths of the proposed miles of
bicycle facilities, and nearly all of these can be constructed without widening or
reconstructing roads. Not all pavement markings, route signs, and shared use paths
can be installed in a single year. As a result, it is recommended that proposed bicycle
facilities be installed in several phases over a twenty-year period, with priority given
to the less expensive on-street routes.
The proposed bikeway network has been broken into four phases. The first phase
includes a series of recommended improvements that can be implemented
immediately upon adoption of this plan. For this immediate implementation phase, it
is recommended that bike lanes be installed on both sides of Shermer Road from East
Lake Avenue to Golf Road. The first segment, from Glenview Road to Golf Road, is
recommended as the pilot project upon approval of this plan. The remaining portion
of Shermer Road from Glenview Road to East Lake Avenue is recommended in
conjunction with a connection through to Patriot Boulevard that would make use of
property owned by the Village adjacent to the Glenview Post Office.
The remaining phases are as follows: Near Term recommendations, which could be
installed within one to five years of adoption of this plan, Middle Term
recommendations, which could be programmed in the six- to ten-year program, and
Long Term recommendations, which are envisioned for installation beyond the tenth
program year.
The Village of Glenview 2007-2011 Road Program and discussions with Village staff
were used to approximate funding commitments for the near, middle, and long term
recommendations. These funding commitments were extrapolated to provide an
estimate of future funding commitments for the middle and long term
recommendations. It is recommended that the proposed bike and sidewalk network
be constructed in a series of phases in accordance with future capital improvements
plans through the year 2030. Design standards are provided in section 7.3, Design
Standards.
7.2

Bicycle Capital Program

Cost estimates have been prepared for each proposed improvement by facility: Signed
bike routes, bike lanes, and shared use paths. Engineering costs have been included
in the estimates for bike lanes and shared use paths. A 15% contingency has been
applied to all costs, as well. Table 7.1 shows the recommended bicycle facility
improvements by implementation term.
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Table 7.1: Recommended Bicycle Facility Improvements

Road/Facility
Shermer

From
East Lake

Road/Facility

From

Immediate Recommendations (Year 0)
To
Facility
Golf

Bike Lane

Immediate Recommendations Sum
Near Term Improvements (1-5 years)
To
Facility

Length (feet)

Cost

8,630 $

42,335

22,143 $

42,335

Length (feet)

Cost

Central St.

Greenwood Ave.

Harlem Ave.

Bike Route

9,333 $

6,717

Central St.

York Rd. Bridge

Country Rd.

Bike Route

448 $

322

Chestnut

Johns Dr.

Waukegan Rd.

Bike Route

3,587 $

2,582

Chestnut

Patriot

Lehigh

Bike Route

2,708 $

1,949

Church

Grove St.

Glenview Rd.

Bike Route

883 $

635

Country

Grove St.

Overlook Dr.

Bike Route

2,419 $

1,741

Depot

Church

Depot

Bike Route

877 $

631

Elizabeth

Hawthorne

Raliegh

Bike Route

1,667 $

1,200

Glenlake / Winnetka Pfingsten

Greenwood

Bike Route

3,390 $

2,440

Glenview

Greenwood

Shermer

Bike Lane

5,435 $

26,659

Glenview

Harlem

Raleigh

Bike Route

2,241 $

1,613

Glenview

Milwaukee

Greenwood

Bike Lane

4,435 $

21,757

Glenview

Raleigh

Laramie

Bike Lane

11,375 $

55,798

Glenview

Shermer

Washington

Bike Lane

3,377 $

16,564

Glenview

Washington

Harlem

Bike Route

435 $

313

Greenwood

Glenview

Golf

Bike Route

6,797 $

4,891

Greenwood

West Lake

Glenview

Bike Lane

5,277 $

25,885

Greenwood

Willow

Winnetka

Bike Route

4,004 $

2,882

Grove

Raliegh

Church

Bike Route

1,601 $

1,152

Harlem

Central

Harrison

Bike Lane

1,111 $

5,452

Harlem

Lehigh

Central

Bike Route

3,010 $

2,166

Harlem Ave.

Harrison

Golf

Bike Lane

2,658 $

13,036

Harrison

Greenwood

Washington

Bike Route

4,023 $

2,895

Harrison

Lincoln

Nottingham

Bike Route

2,161 $

1,555

7-2

Near Term Improvements (1-5 years)
Harrison

Greenwood

Washington

Bike Route

4,023 $

2,895

Harrison

Lincoln

Nottingham

Bike Route

2,161 $

1,555

Harrison

Shermer

Lincoln

Bike Route

1,684 $

1,212

Harrison

Washington

Shermer

Bike Route

2,807 $

2,020

Hawthorne

East Lake

Elizabeth

Bike Route

1,148 $

826

Kenilworth

Sunset Ridge

Wagner

Bike Route

2,953 $

2,125

Landwehr

West Lake

Willow

Bike Route

6,611 $

4,758

Lehigh

Glenview

Lehigh Path

Bike Route

933 $

672

Milwaukee

Golf

Village Limits

Bike Route

18,141 $

13,056

Nottingham

Harrison

Kraft Property

Bike Route

1,085 $

781

Overlook

Country

Village Limits

Bike Route

1,815 $

1,306

Overlook

Waukegan

Country

Bike Route

1,161 $

836

Patriot

West Lake

East Lake

Bike Route

5,773 $

4,155

Pfingsten

Glenlake

West Lake

Bike Route

1,360 $

979

Pleasant

Waukegan

Sunset Ridge

Bike Route

2,030 $

1,461

Raliegh

Elizabeth

Grove

Bike Route

679 $

489

Raliegh

Glenview

Central

Bike Route

4,126 $

2,969

Ravine

Old Willow

Willow

Bike Route

3,658 $

2,633

Shermer

East Lake

Patriot

Path

841 $

62,230

Sunset Ridge

Winnetka

East Lake

Bike Route

5,437 $

3,913

Wagner

Winnetka

Glenview

Bike Route

9,195 $

6,618

Washington

Golf

Central

Bike Route

3,950 $

2,843

Waukegan

Chestnut

Pleasant

Path

395 $

29,223

West Lake

Lehigh

Johns

Path

604 $

44,726

Winnetka

Waukegan

Skokie Valley Trail

Bike Route

7,527 $

5,417

169,279 $

417,652

Near Term Recommendations Sum

7-3

Road/Facility

From

Middle Term Improvements (6-10 years)
To
Facility

Length (feet)

Cost

Lehigh Trail

Lake

Chestnut

Path

2,788 $

206,304

Skokie Valley Trail

Lake

Laramie

Path

5,577 $

412,698

West Lake

Pfingsten

Monterey

Path

4,401 $

325,670

West Lake Ave.

Milwaukee

Pfingsten

Path

5,613 $

415,337

West Lake Ave.

Des Plaines River

Milwaukee

Path

4,711 $

348,618

23,091 $

1,708,627

Road/Facility

From

Middle Term Recommendations Sum
Long Term Improvements (11-20 years)
To
Facility

Length (feet)

Cost

East Lake Ave.

Greenwood

Shermer

Path

5,051 $

373,736

Kraft Path

Nottingham

Waukegan/Overlook

Path

268 $

19,861

Lake Ave.

Pfingsten

Greenwood

Path

4,398 $

325,443

Lehigh Ave.

Golf

East Lake

Path

10,203 $

755,001

Lehigh Ave.

Old Willow

Willow

Path

2,820 $

208,636

Lehigh Ave.

Chestnut

East Lake

Path

2,876 $

212,783

Techny Trail

Willow

Techny

Path

6,419 $

474,977

Willow

Landwehr

Sunset Ridge

Path

18,571 $

1,374,165

50,605 $
242,975 $

3,744,601
5,870,879

Long Term Recommendations Sum
Total Recommended Improvement Sum
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7.3

Design Standards

AASHTO publishes guidebooks for
the development of bicycle and
These two
pedestrian facilities.1
guides, referred to in this plan as the
AASHTO Bicycle Guide and the
AASHTO Pedestrian Guide, serve as
the design standards for bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. IDOT maintains
similar standards in its Bureau of
Environment and Design Manual
(BDE) for the development of bicycle
and pedestrian facilities on roadways
under the jurisdiction of IDOT.
In addition, the U.S. Access Board is
developing a Public Rights-of-Way
Accessibility Guideline (PROWAG).
While this is still in draft form, FHWA
issued a January 2006 memorandum
stating that PROWAG should be used
on all federally-funded projects until
such time as the Federal Register
review and approval process for this
document is completed.

Figure 7.1: Crosswalk on Glenview Road at
Greenwood Road.

Pedestrian Design Standards
Both AASHTO and BDE state that a
Figure 7.2: International crosswalk with current
warning sign on Glenview Road
standard sidewalk is 5 feet (1.5
meters) wide. Sidewalks wider than 5
feet are recommended in areas with high pedestrian volumes, in downtown areas
where there is little or no planted parkway (as design guidelines allow), or in cases
where bicyclists also may be accommodated (see shared use path discussion below).

1

American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials. 1999. Guide For the Development
of Bicycle Facilities.
American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials. 2004. Guide For the Development
of Pedestrian Facilities.
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Figure 7.3: Recommended shared use path dimensions. (Source: AASHTO Bike Guide, 1999)

Crosswalks at signalized intersections and stop-controlled intersections are marked
with two transverse lines (Figure 7.1). For mid-block crossings or crossings near
parks, schools, or churches, the “international crosswalk”, identified by transverse
lines and thick, ladder-style lines, should be installed (Figure 7.2).
Refer to Section 4.7 of the ADA Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and Facilities
(ADAAG) or PROWAG when constructing new sidewalk ramps. Additionally, all
new sidewalk ramps must be outfitted with detectable warning (DW) tiles.
Bicycle Design Standards
Shared Use Path - This term, adopted by AASHTO and MUTCD, refers to a bikeway
physically separated from motorized vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier.
These paths are used by bicyclists, pedestrians, skaters, wheelchair users, joggers, and
other non-motorists. Shared use paths are a minimum of 10 feet to allow for two-way
traffic, and should separated from automobile traffic with a buffer or median. Figure
7.3 below provides the recommended dimensions for shared use paths.
Bicycle Lane - Bicycle lanes are designated portions of a roadway available for the
preferential use of by bicyclists. These facilities usually are marked by signage and
pavement striping. Bike lanes should be one-way facilities that carry traffic in the
same direction of travel as the adjacent motor vehicle traffic. Two-way bike lanes are
not recommended when they result in bicycles riding against the flow of motor
vehicle traffic. This type of riding is a major cause of bicycle crashes and violates the
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Figure 7.4: Bike Lanes on a Two-Way Street With On-Street Parking
(Source: City of Chicago, Bike Lane Design Guide)

rules of the road as stated in the Uniform Vehicle Code.2 Signage may be used to
discourage this type of wrong-way riding. Motorists are prohibited from using bike
lanes for driving and parking, but may use them for emergency avoidance maneuvers
or breakdowns. Bike lanes are most useful when provided on urban arterial and
collector streets.
Bike lanes typically are a minimum of four feet wide to the edge of pavement or five
feet wide to face of curb, and are placed to the right of vehicular traffic. On roads
with on-street parking, the bike lane is placed between the vehicular travel lane and
the parking lane, and is a minimum of five feet wide. Figure 7.4 provides an
example of bike lanes on a two-way street with on-street parking. The example
shows a 44-foot cross-section of roadway, but treatments are available for roadways
without parking, as well.

2

AASHTO Bike Guide. 1999.

7-7

Figure 7.5: Example of “Share The Road” signs along a
designated bike route (Source: Richard Drdul, 2006).

Pavement markings include a four to
six-inch painted white line separating
vehicular traffic from the bicycle lane,
and when on-street parking is present,
a second four-inch line separating the
bicycle lane from the parking lane is
suggested. “Share The Road” signs,
used to warn drivers of bicycles in the
roadways, typically are placed at
intersections where bike lanes
terminate to provide space for
automobile right-turn lanes or where
bike lanes switch to bike routes
(Figure 7.5).

The standard bicycle symbol and arrow, shown in
Figure 7.6, are placed approximately every
quarter mile, and at the start and end of lanes as
they approach intersections.
7.4

Pedestrian Phasing Plan

More than 13 miles of pedestrian facility
improvements are proposed for eventual
construction in Glenview.
As with the
recommended bicycle plan, the proposed
pedestrian improvements exceed the financial
constraints of the Glenview capital improvements
plan. Therefore, it is recommended that the
proposed improvements also be installed in phases
over the next twenty years, sidewalk construction
along arterials and collector roads being given the
highest priority.
The proposed pedestrian improvements have been
broken into four phases: Immediate Term
recommendations, that can be installed upon
approval
of
this
plan;
Near
Term
recommendations, which could be installed within
one to five years of adoption of this plan; Middle
Term recommendations, which could be
programmed in the six- to ten-year program; and
Long Term recommendations, which are
envisioned for installation beyond the tenth
program year.

Figure 7.6: Recommended placement of
pavement markings for bicycle lanes.
(Source: AASHTO Bike Guide, 1999)

7-8

7.5

Pedestrian Capital Program

Cost estimates have been prepared for all proposed sidewalk improvements for a
standard five-foot wide sidewalk. The current figure for cost estimation is $5 per
square foot. Table 7.2 shows the recommended sidewalk improvements by
implementation term.

7-9

Table 7.2: Recommended Pedestrian Facility Improvements

Road/Facility

From

Immediate Recommendations (Year 0)
To
Side of Street

Length (feet)

Cost

Chestnut

Enterprise

Lehigh

North

902 $

22,547

Chestnut

Sequoia

Tanglewood

Valley Lo Trail Marker

N/A $

150

Elmwood

Sunset Ridge

Brandon Road

South

1,215 $

30,375

N/A $

500

2,117 $

53,572

North Glenview Metra Station

West Lake

Road/Facility

From

Bike Direction Signs

Immediate Recommendations Sum
Near Term Improvements (1-5 years)
To
Side of Street

Length (feet)

Cost

Central

Milwaukee

Greenwood

North

2,501 $

62,530

Central

Washington

Harlem

North

5,318 $

132,941

Glenview

Neil

Pfingsten

North

648 $

16,193

Greenwood

500' N of Maynard

Thornberry

Both

569 $

28,443

Greenwood

Bellwood

East Lake

East

1,531 $

38,277

Knollwood

Middle School

Flick Park

North

1,381 $

34,525

Pfingsten

Glenview

RR Tracks

Both

3,268 $

163,411

Greenwood

Milwaukee

500' N of Maynard

West

884 $

22,112

Landwehr

200' N of Crestwood

Lake

West

3,886 $

97,149

Lake

Shermer

Waukegan

Both

2,832 $

141,589

22,818 $

737,170

Near Term Recommendations Sum
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Road/Facility

From

Middle Term Improvements (6-10 years)
To
Side of Street

Length (feet)

Cost

Along RR ROW

Linneman

S. End of Lehigh

West

247 $

6,169

Along RR ROW

N. End of Lehigh

Dewes

West

232 $

5,788

Central

Dearlove

Milwaukee

North

3,631 $

90,779

Central

Greenwood

Clearview

Both

2,172 $

108,597

Dearlove

Central

Milwaukee

East

3,067 $

76,669

Elmdale

Thornwood

West Lake

Both

1,318 $

65,884

Euclid/Lake

Milwaukee

Porter

North

1,128 $

28,196

Lake

I-294

262 $

13,089

Willow Rd

Landwehr Rd

2,650 $

66,244

14,705 $

461,415

Both
Pfingsten Rd

South

Middle Term Recommendations Sum
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Road/Facility

From

Long Term Improvements (11-20 years)
To
Side of Street

GBS Property

Robin Ln

Pfingsten

Both

Golf

Washington

Harlem

Lehigh

Length (feet)

Cost

879 $

43,970

North

2,131 $

53,275

675' north of East LakeChestnut

East

2,129 $

53,220

Lehigh

West Lake

Chestnut

East

3,507 $

87,680

Longmeadow

Glenview

Bellwood

Both

3,148 $

157,377

Milwaukee

Dearlove

Central

West

3,186 $

79,658

Old Willow

Shermer

Patriot

Both

1,350 $

67,502

Prairie

Roosevelt

Elm

North

1,343 $

33,569

Proposed Riverwalk

Grove

50' south of East Lake West

2,135 $

53,387

Spruce

Glenview

Lehigh

East

3,066 $

76,642

Washington

Virginia Ln

Golf Rd

East

3,110 $

77,745

Waukegan

Willow

Chestnut

West

6,614 $

165,349

West Lake

Pickwick South

500' E of Pfingsten

Both

2,508 $

125,421

35,106 $
74,746 $

1,074,795
2,326,952

Long Term Recommendations Sum
Total Recommended Improvement Sum
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Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: Sounds appropriate – particularly
the ½ day workshop walking to identify key areas.
Comments on Deliverables: None
Other Comments: I don't see any proposed improvement to Harlem Ave. north of
Glenview Rd. - for bikers outside of riding in the street and on the narrow sidewalk past
overhanging bushes on Leigh going from Glv. Rd. to the larger sidewalk at the Lake St.
overpass. Is anything proposed for that stretch? It's dangerous w/walkers, mothers
w/strollers, & bikes on a path made only for 2 walkers in opposing single file directions.
Please get back to me on that.
Contact: Karen Rosenblum, karose@comcast.net
th

Other Comments: I note in your letter dated October 4 that all comments regarding the
Village Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan are due October 16, 2006. Please note the Master
Plan envelope received by me was mailed on October 16, 2006 (per the envelope date
stamp).
I have one concern/comment about the sidewalks in Glenview that I wish to be
considered. A sidewalk extension is needed under the railroad tracks on Willow road just
east of Shermer. This is on the South side of Willow. It appears (from the 2000-2011
sidewalk extension plan) that this sidewalk extension is slated for 2006, but since only 2
more months remain in 2006 the sidewalk extension map is dubious.
I have personally witnessed teenagers and adults (many employees from area businesses)
trying to walk (alone or with bicycles) in the street under the railroad underpass. This is
very dangerous with automobiles traveling at high speeds down Willow road. The present
sidewalk ends at the Mobile gas station at Willow and Shermer. There is no sidewalk
until the east side of the railroad tracks. This is a well-traveled area given the fact that it
is the main entry to The Glen for Glenview residents that live West of the shopping
complex.
Our children and adults would like to have bicycle/walking access to The Glen. Traveling
South down Shermer Road (from Willow and Shermer) into the Glen also has problems –
with truck traffic and missing sidewalks in the Industrial area.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Judie Taki
2414 Halina Drive

A-1
Glenview, IL 60025
847-251-3600
847-412-1684
847-412-1694 (fax)
Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: I would be available to help in whatever
volunteer capacity on any of these issues. I am a little dubious over bike safety lanes on roads as to
the safety of the rider.
Comments on Deliverables: A bicycle and sidewalk master plan is key to establish “Safe Routes
to School” program.
Other Comments: There should be an instructional session for youth and adults as to bicycle –
pedestrian – auto safety once routes are established.
James McCool
2234 Linneman
Glenview, IL 60025
I apparently misunderstood what I was volunteering for. My willingness to participate was based
on my concern:
There are few places that individuals can cross Waukegan Road (and other heavily traveled streets)
safely – either by bicycle or on foot. I live off Glenwood. The closest stop lights are at Chestnut
and the Carillon shopping center – approximately 0.3 miles apart. Given the volume of traffic on
Waukegan Road, at various times of the day, it is almost impossible to get across Waukegan Road
other than at these two lights. A lot of elderly people walk today – both for exercise and to save $
(given high gasoline prices). We are making the residents walk great distances.
A-2
I am not advocating more lights, but we need to look into alternatives. What about under or over
road pedestrian cross walks? One was added to Lake Avenue when it went under reconstruction.
While I feel that bicycle trails are beneficial, I was not even aware of these two trails that you are
primarily interested in. However, not knowing about them, I will try them out.
Cordially,
George Becker
1720 Wildwood Ct.
Glenview, IL 60025
Other Comments: I was hoping the old “Chicago and Northwestern Railway” was going to be
developed into a bike trail. (Located east of the North Branch Trail, it would connect to it as it went
north.

Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: I feel the proposed Techny Trail is critical to
the development of safe cycling in Glenview. There are currently no real options for traveling
safely from the North to South (or vice versa) of Glenview. I strongly support the development of
this proposed trail.
Other Comments: The proposed Centennial Trail will also be a vast improvement over the
dangerous existing west Lake Ave., which is currently without an adequate shoulder and riddled
with pot holes.
Thanks for considering my comments.
Pete Brennan
326 Nottingham Ave.
Glenview, IL 60025
Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: No specific comments but recommendations
appear to be well-planned.
Comments on Deliverables: Sounds like a good outline and I hope to attend one of the focus
group meetings.
Mary B. Littlefield
1334 Canterbury Lane
Glenview, IL 60025
847-729-3716
Comments on Deliverables: Produce bike maps for general public, make sure maps match up with
bike routes from adjoining communities, organize bike/pedestrian committee to provide on-going
advice. Add bike/pedestrian advocate to Village Traffic Committee.
Other Comments: See attached on Complete Streets (attachment omitted) Also pursue Safe
Routes To Schools Agenda.
Dean Schott
dean@bikelib.org
847-291-1213
Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: I agree that the east-to-west corridor
throughout Glenview is not bike-friendly at all. The streets are all narrow and the cars do not give
way to cyclists. I have been run off the road many times on Glenview Road and Winnetka Avenue.
I believe that there needs to be some driver education included in the program. Drivers do not seem
to understand that cyclists have a right-of-way on the streets. I have often had people yell at me to
“ride on the sidewalk” or “take the bike path”. I just read that the State of Florida recently passed a
law that drivers must give at least 3 feet to cyclists as they pass. While this is unenforceable around

the North Shore, just making drivers aware that cyclists need a little room as cars pass them would
make it safer to ride around the area.
Comments on Deliverables: I think the bike route signage plan is terrific! It makes drivers aware
that cyclists will be using designated roads. I would also be interested in participating in the focus
groups.
Other Comments: I am very enthusiastic about this project, and as a 6,000-mile per year cyclists, I
welcome changes that will make our community safer for riders and pedestrians.
Kathleen Corbett
1616 Woodlawn Avenue
Glenview, IL 60025
847-401-5156
Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: I am delighted that you are developing a
bike and sidewalk mater plan, and that you will be selecting a master plan consultant. I am also
pleased that you are working with the Illinois Bicycle Federation and the Chicagoland Bicycle
Federation. As you develop your bicycle routes, please keep in mind that bicycles are more safe on
bike lanes in the street where they flow with the traffic and are visible to drivers. Accident rates for
bicycle riders on sidewalks are much higher because riders are not visible to drivers making turns
or pulling out of driveways. Wherever possible, bike lanes on streets or separate paths are
preferable to bike routes on sidewalks.
Other Comments: I just returned from Germany where the major streets in the cities are closed to
vehicular traffic and are filled entirely with pedestrians and bicyclists. What a delightful experience
to walk among hundreds of people leisurely walking, talking, eating at outdoor cafes, and simply
enjoying life. A street in Madison, Wisconsin, where I recently visited, also was closed to
motorized traffic and had the same European atmosphere. For the sake of our physical and mental
health, we need to get out of our cars and on our feet and our bicycles. Proper city planning can
make that possible. I am very interested in this master plan and I wish to be informed of focus
group meetings or any other way I could become involved. Thank you very much.
Nancy Halliday
1156 Pine Street, Apt. 4
Glenview, IL 60025
847-657-7623
Other Comments: (1) The trails along the Des Plaines River – marked as bike trails are mud and
can surely support bike traffic. (2) I live on Forest Drive and love to bike – there are no sidewalks
or bike paths from our area at all – this should be remedied? I have waited 45 years for access!
Patricia Conard Bisk
1630 Forest Dr
Glenview, IL 60025
847-824-0095

Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: We need a bike lane on Waukegan Road or
sidewalk for safe cycling. Expand Glenview Road plan for cycling. There is a bike path all the way
to the forest preserve trail and Glenview Road to Metra should have planned for Bike lanes north &
south in the Glen and you should do the same for biking to and from downtown.
Comments on Deliverables: Accelerate the plan.
Other Comments: Fight congested traffic with a fast track plan that gives cyclists a safe way to
travel through town. Include public education on cyclists’ rights in traffic and use www.cbf.org if
you want help.
Comments by
Mike Kruger
81 Park Dr.
Glenview, IL 60025
Mike.kruger@sbcglobal.net
847-724-3334 home, 312-399-4597 cell
Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: I think it is an excellent idea to “focus on
major … connections”.
Improving connections is probably the best way to improve the connectivity within Glenview.
I think the plan hits on the high points well for a one-page document. Connections to other
communities would help a lot. One of the major problems that can only be partly addressed is the
lack of routes to the west. The plan addresses this via the Centennial Trail, heading west to the Des
Plaines River Trail (which is a wonderful cycling resource). On a longer-terms basis, I would hope
Glenview would work with suburbs to the west to make this a long, solid connection, possible with
the Ned Brown Forest Preserve near Woodfield, or downtown Arlington Heights as target
destinations. Obviously, the scope of this project has to be the Village itself and nearer-term
connections.
One area you might want to consider is “leak-through paths” which is an informal name for brief
pedestrian/cyclists right of ways that block motorized traffic to keep suburban neighborhoods cal,
but allow pedestrian and cyclist access. There are a number of these in Glenview. I couldn’t find an
official list, so I started keeping my own list. This is on the web at
http://hometown.aol.com/mikekr/myhomepage/index.htm#_Toc63321668 and also enclosed here
as an appendix (copied from web page).
The plan rightly identified east/west as a major problem. For a cyclist, this problem WAS solved
when Glenview Rd. was rebuilt in the early 1980’s, with two wide lanes. It’s a problem again,
though, because the road is aging and the pavement on the right hand side is not good. Plus, the
traffic on Glenview Rd. has increased substantially since that time. It’s still the best way to go eastwest through the village, though, since there are few other choices.

Comments on Deliverables: I think 1-6 are decent deliverable for a planning project. I’m skeptical
of the value of #7, the bike route signage plan.
1. The old bike route signs that were here in the early 1980’s didn’t seem to attract much
attention, or be maintained, or accomplish much.
2. The ones that were put up in Wilmette last year seem confusing to me, and I already
know the routes!
3. The bike route concept assumes you know start and finish of a trip, but that’s not as much
the case in a dispersed suburb like Glenview. I think you’d either have to propose an
infeasible number of routes OR make choices that might not be that useful to the actual
cyclists.
I think what might be more helpful are bike/pedestrian “snippets”, which basically are short routes
that point out shortcuts such as (a) the leak-through paths, where this is legally appropriate, and (b)
slightly longer links that would otherwise not occur to people.
One example of the latter would be a route from the North Glenview / Glen train station to the
Jewel in Heatherfield via Ravine and the paths around the Techny retention area. On the map
provided, this is called “Reservoir Path” for part of this link.
I guess my point on long signed bike routes is: who’s actually going to use them? Anybody?
Other Comments: The closest local bicycle club to Glenview is the Evanston Bicycle Club, which
has a number of members in Glenview. I’m on the board of the club and edit the newsletter, so if
there is any way in which we could help publicize any part of the plan, let me know.
Mike Kruger
Appendix: Leak-through pedestrian/bike paths in Glenview, Illinois

I've started keeping a list of these, and intend to put up a map when I can find a good one that won't violate copyright.
Here’s two types of mapquest links to #4 and #5 below, but this isn’t really a good solution. I’d like something that
shows the entire network. A leak-through path is a place where bicyclists or pedestrians have a right-of-way, but cars
do not. These can be valuable ways to connect neighborhoods to schools or parks so people can ride or walk rather than
drive. These are more common in cities or older suburbs that were designed around something besides the motor
vehicle. In no particular order: 1. Park Lane link around barrier: allowing transit E-W along Park Lane from Shermer to
Knollwood. 2. Henking School: from Fairway Lane N to Henking School. 3. Huber Park: from Huber Park S to Central
Rd & Huber Lane. 4. Roosevelt Park: west through parking lot to Fir St. Map of 2300 Fir St Glenview, IL

60025-2704

5. Roosevelt Park: west to Sumac. map of #5 6. Independence Blvd. in the Glen: north to Chestnut St and Park Center.
7. Glenview train station: from Grove/Depot west to Lehigh/Prairie. 8. North Glenview train station: from Old Willow/
Johns Drive west to Lehigh/West Lake. 9. Heatherfield/Ravine: Ravine Drive east to bike/ped path around Heatherfield
basin. 10. Heatherfield/Westleigh: from bike/ped path around Heatherfield basin east to Westleigh and Jewel. 11.
Heatherfield/north: from bike/ped path around Heatherfield north to park at Westleigh/Willow. 12. Longvalley Rd.
bike/ped bridge over the West Fork, North Branch, Chicago River. 13. Central/Raleigh bike/ped bridge over the West
Fork, North Branch, Chicago River. 14. Cole Park: Kenilworth/Wagner west to Kenilworth/East Ridgewood. 15.
Pfingsten north from Rugen across RR tracks (careful!) to Pfingsten and Lake (and Glenbrook South HS). 16abcd.
Flick Park connections east and west on Lindenwood, Crestwood, Springdale/Bette, Knollwood. 17. Glen Grove
School: Tracy east through school to Knollwood. 18. Flick Park pedestrian bridge over Lake Avenue. 19. Castillian Ct
under Milwaukee Avenue (next to RR tracks) to West Park. 20. Wilmette/Laramie west over old North Shore tracks.
21. Heatherfield/Sunset: from bike/ped path around Heatherfield basin east through playground and trailer park to
Waukegan Rd. 22. Sunset Ridge / Drury east to Drury / Jeffrey. (Northfield). 23. Dominicks/Northfield west, bridge
over Middle Fork, North Branch, Chicago River. 24. Sequoia/Chestnut gate at north end of Tall Trees subdivision. 25.
Hoffman School/Johns Park: from Harrison St. to Central Rd. 26. through the park that used to be Rugen School (check

name!) from Shermer east to Henley. 27. Linneman St. east from Henking School to Meadowlark Lane and Brassie
Court. 28. Church St. north to Sleepy Hollow Park. 29. Stevens: west from Waukegan, through fence; connects to
Sleepy Hollow Park. 30. Patriot Blvd. /Lake Avenue south through small park to Swainwood. 31. Manor Park: midblock right of ways east to Harlem and west to Elm. (does it go to Shermer?) 32: Glenview train station lot: from west
lot exit at Washington St. west to Grove St.
33. Prairie Lawn / Independence south to Prairie Lawn / Lake, and west to Huber / Lake. Careful – this is definitely
NOT a pedestrian-friendly way to cross Lake Avenue.
POSSIBLE: does Potter Rd north from Lake Avenue connect to Indian Ridge? POSSIBLE: is there any link across the
UP tracks near Sunset cemetery, linking to Willows subdivision?

Comments on Recommended Improvement Scope: 1) Regarding east-to-west connectivity, our
top priority ought to be the far west end of Lake Ave. first, then move in eastward where there are
currently sidewalks. 2) Another top priority for north-south path ought to be installing path between
two train stations, allowing Glen-downtown travel.
Comments on Deliverables: 1) Consider establishing permanent Bikeways Advisory Committee
(like Village of Schaumburg). 2) Separate deliverables into 2 categories: improvement that can be
funded by village (i.e. striping lanes during street projects) and those that require outside funding
(i.e. bike paths, engineering, etc.) We should get to work on the former ASAP.
Other Comments: Glenview should mandate that existing commercial developments make
arrangements for bike travel (i.e. painted lanes in parking lots, bike racks, etc.) New developments
should be required to comply with those laws as well as provide direct connections to bike path
network.

the school. We were not able to attend your meeting in February because it was on the
same night as our annual homeowner's meeting as we indicated in our letter. Am I
correct that you are recommending that Landwehr should not get a continuous sidewalk
until 6 to 10 years out? What happened? I certainly thought schools would get a top
priority. Please let me know if my understanding is correct.
Sincerely,
Catherine Hazlitt
847/714-9768
Action Taken: West side being reconsidered in capital plan
A very comprehensive plan - very exciting!
Here are a few comments:
Fig. 2.6 - I do not understand what the yellow is. According to the CIP meeting on July
9th, there are a lot of other sidewalk extensions or improvements planned not shown on
this map.
page 4-3 section 4.2 - no appendix is attached, although referenced.
page 6-10 Fig 6.6 - These sample signs for crosswalks are so much more helpful to
drivers who don't know what to do at the plainer yellow ones, that have only the figure
crossing. Currently the ones at Knollwood and Pfingsten and along Glenview Rd.
between Flick Park and Glen Grove School are almost completely unheeded - they might
as well not be there. Should they be changed, I believe it will take some enforcement
and education, perhaps by local police, descriptive brochures, inclusion in local papers, at
school to parents, in the Glenview Report..., to help people head and understand these
new signs.
page 6-10, 6-11 - your Figure references are not correct for Fig 6.2 (6.5?), 6.3 (6.6?), 6.5
(6.7?)
page 7-1, sect 7.1 - I agree that less expensive on-street routes should be given priority,
however I think there should be consideration given to flow as well. For example the
"Immediate Recommendations (year 0)" seem logical and give a greater number of
people better bike access to near downtown Glenview. I believe the "Glenview from
Shermer to Washington" section should also be included to give access all the way into
downtown Glenview. For us it offers a potentially safer, more direct path to the library,
the train station and some of the local eateries, etc. Without it we are still stuck using the
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To:

Jill Ziegler

Village of Glenview
1370 Shermer Road
Address: Glenview, IL 60025
Re:

From:

Timothy Gustafson

Date:

August 31, 2007

CC:

J. LaPlante, J. Kenney

Glenview Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan Public Comments

MEMORANDUM
Jill,
I have attached a transcript of public comments to this document that I have received to
date. I have added them chronologically with the oldest comments at the top of the
document. Below is a short summary of concerns by residents.
Willow Road Underpass – Several comments were made in reference to the underpass
and its lack of inclusion in the capital plan, even though it was described as a major
community concern. One resident, Mr. Sherman, claimed that the underpass could be
improved with minimal effort and maintenance, so the site was visited again to determine
whether this was possible. Willow Road is not passable for pedestrians without major
improvements to the roadway and adjoining railroad overpass. The overpass at Shermer
Road was visited, as well, to determine whether this overpass was the one being
discussed in Mr. West’s email. I have included two photographs below showing each
underpass.
The photograph on the left shows the dirt path on Willow Road, which narrows to the
point where it is not passable. The photo on the right shows the underpass on Shermer

Left: Willow Road underpass facing east. Right: Shermer Road underpass facing north.

200 South Wacker Drive, Suite 1400 | Chicago, Illinois 60606 | T 312.777.2900 | F 312.705.0305 | www.tylin.com

Road. Here, the sidewalk narrows but abuts volunteer foliage that could be cleared if
sidewalk improvements were planned. Currently, T.Y. Lin has made no
recommendations to improve either underpass in the capital plan.
Capital Plan Priorities – The capital plan outlines spending and construction for bicycle
and sidewalk facilities in a series of implementation phases: Immediate (year 0), Near
Term (years 1-5), Middle Term (years 6-10), and Long Term (year 10+). Some residents
questioned the appropriateness of the placement of some of these improvements; some
felt that certain improvements should occur earlier than recommended.
Capital Plan Additions – The majority of comments received referenced additions to the
capital plan that were not recommended in the Draft Plan.
I look forward to discussing these and other plan issues with you tomorrow. If you have
any questions before that time, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,
Tim Gustafson
312.777.2875 (direct)
tgustafson@tylin.com
Attachment: Public Comments Transcript
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GLENVIEW BICYCLE AND SIDEWALK MASTER PLAN | PUBLIC COMMENTS TRANSCRIPT
Dear T.Y. Lin,
I am sorry I missed today'
s ride. I assumed it was cancelled due to the cold. Is there
another ride and/or meeting?
Thank you,
Peggy Thordarson
Smart Cycling Bike Shop
847-998-0200
Action Taken: Replied to email
Hello,
We missed the workshops but we have a suggestion for an area that would benefit with
sidewalks:
Bellwood Lane (between Longmeadow Drive and Greenwood Rd), and Longmeadow
Drive itself.
On the west end of this area you have St Catherine Laboure School and Church, and also
the East Lake Ave pedestrian bridge that accesses Flick Park and pool.
On the east end of this area you have Greenwood Road, which accesses Westbrook
Elementary and Canaan Presbyterian Church.
It would be nice to add sidewalks to Bellwood and Longmeadow to connect all these for
the folks in the area.
Thanks,
Rob and Karen Blomberg
Action Taken: Longmeadow planned, Bellwood added to suggestion items
Hello Tim and Russ
I live on the 2200-2300 block of Henley, at 2210 Henley Street in Glenview. We have a
sidewalk in front of my house, and on the majority of the street. However, to access
Swenson Park (at the western end of Henley) we cannot get to the park without walking
with our 4 children in the street! This is due to the fact that the area and street does have
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a sidewalk, apart from the last 2-3 houses before reaching Swenson Park. I consider this
unsafe – that we should be forced to walk in the street to access a public park.
I am writing this e-mail not only for my children, but for the hundreds of other families
that access Swenson Park from the Henley street entrance.
Please consider this improvement, not for aesthetics, but for children and public safety. I
would welcome an opportunity to show you this issue in person.
I am not sure of the correct process to request a sidewalk addition on our street, but I
thought this was a good start.
Thanks
Max
Action Taken: Village staff followed up with Mr. West directly
I am a Glenview resident, an avid cyclist, and a parent that would like to access the
resources of the Glen without having to get in my car. I am writing in response to the
notice on the Glenview Village webpage seeking comments on the village'
s "Bicycle and
Sidewalk Master Planning Process."
Accordingly, I would like to see a sidewalk and a bike lane/shoulder added to Willow
road as it passes under the train tracks just East of Shermer Road. The underpass as it
exists is dangerous to pedestrians and bicyclists alike. Additionally, a dedicated bike lane
should be added to Willow to allow for bicycle traffic.
A similar situation exists on Shermer just south of Willow. At this underpass, however,
there is a sidewalk, it is just in very poor repair and is unusable.
I would like to see these situations resolved as a part of the bike improvement initiative.
Thank you.
Matthew Dublin
847/205-9509
Action Taken: Willow Road & Shermer Road revisited, will clarify
recommendations in capital plan
Dear Mr. Gustafson,
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I would be very interested in seeing any drafts or concepts associated with the Glenview
Bicycle and Sidewalk plan. I live in Glenview and try to ride my bike everywhere I can,
and I would appreciate the opportunity to provide feedback into the plan.
Thanks very much,
Karen Glennemeier
1755 Dewes St.
Glenview, IL, 60025
Action Taken: Replied to email
Hello Joe,
Thanks for the response, I am happy to meet and discuss the sidewalk with you on July
17th 18th or 19th. I do work downtown so a morning or early evening visit would be
appreciated. What times work for you? Does 5pm on any of the above days work? If not
we can make it an earlier time or later.
Thanks again
Max
Max & Debbie West
2210 Henley Street
max.west@willis.com
debbiewestie@yahoo.com
Max:
I have afternoon meetings each of those days, but could meet out there around 5pm on
the 17th. Otherwise, first thing in the morning on any of the three days would work. Just
let me know, Joe
Action Taken: Village staff followed up with Mr. West directly
Dear Timothy,
I had contacted you earlier this year about the lack of a sidewalk on Landwehr between
neighborhoods and Winkelman School. I also spoke to someone at the village who was
quite confident that a sidewalk would be in place on one side of the street this year and on
both sides of the street within a couple of years. I know my Homeowners Association
(consisting of 270 homes) also wrote a letter in support of sidewalks along Landwehr to
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the school. We were not able to attend your meeting in February because it was on the
same night as our annual homeowner'
s meeting as we indicated in our letter. Am I
correct that you are recommending that Landwehr should not get a continuous sidewalk
until 6 to 10 years out? What happened? I certainly thought schools would get a top
priority. Please let me know if my understanding is correct.
Sincerely,
Catherine Hazlitt
847/714-9768
Action Taken: West side being reconsidered in capital plan
A very comprehensive plan - very exciting!
Here are a few comments:
Fig. 2.6 - I do not understand what the yellow is. According to the CIP meeting on July
9th, there are a lot of other sidewalk extensions or improvements planned not shown on
this map.
page 4-3 section 4.2 - no appendix is attached, although referenced.
page 6-10 Fig 6.6 - These sample signs for crosswalks are so much more helpful to
drivers who don'
t know what to do at the plainer yellow ones, that have only the figure
crossing. Currently the ones at Knollwood and Pfingsten and along Glenview Rd.
between Flick Park and Glen Grove School are almost completely unheeded - they might
as well not be there. Should they be changed, I believe it will take some enforcement
and education, perhaps by local police, descriptive brochures, inclusion in local papers, at
school to parents, in the Glenview Report..., to help people head and understand these
new signs.
page 6-10, 6-11 - your Figure references are not correct for Fig 6.2 (6.5?), 6.3 (6.6?), 6.5
(6.7?)
page 7-1, sect 7.1 - I agree that less expensive on-street routes should be given priority,
however I think there should be consideration given to flow as well. For example the
"Immediate Recommendations (year 0)" seem logical and give a greater number of
people better bike access to near downtown Glenview. I believe the "Glenview from
Shermer to Washington" section should also be included to give access all the way into
downtown Glenview. For us it offers a potentially safer, more direct path to the library,
the train station and some of the local eateries, etc. Without it we are still stuck using the
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sidewalks (and almost getting hit at each street crossing) or winding our way along local
streets. This same thought goes with your recommendation for "Greenwood from West
Lake to Glenview". Hooray! This will add some safety here, but why not include the little
section from Greenwood to Monterey right away to provide access to The Glen? It'
s such
a small section but will add access for so many people.
page 7-8, sect 7.4 - I believe that sidewalk construction should include safety as a
priority. For example Pfingsten Road is designated as a "Priority Sidewalk
Neighborhood" (6.5) but is not designated on this plan for improvement for 11-20 years!
It is a major through street in the neighborhood, has no sidewalk, poor lighting, is used
for school children going to Glen Grove, is a major artery to Flick park which has been
greatly improved and all of its amenities (parks, new pool, ice skating, sledding hill,
soccer & baseball fields, walking/jogging paths, tennis courts....).
page 7-11 - The timeframe for sidewalk improvements for "Pfingsten Glenview to the RR
tracks" does not correspond to what we have been told on July 9th and the "Road
Program Map" we received. According to the CIP meeting, this is scheduled for 2009 not
11-20 years out!
*Knollwood should be considered for a sidewalk improvement as well. It leads to Glen
Grove School'
s back cut through. Children walking or biking from both sides of the Flick
park use it to go to and from school. It is another street where safety should take priority.
It would be great to see a sidewalk put in here along with the sidewalks that will go in on
Pfingsten in 2009. It would complete a Safe Route to School. Perhaps help with funding
its construction can be obtained from this program when the next opportunity for
submission comes up in March 2008.
*The pedestrian crossing sign on Knollwood and Pfingsten is completely ignored by
drivers. See my comment above. This is the main crossing for kids going to/from
Glen Grove'
s back cut through. Cars rarely stop for the children who cross here and there
is no free bus service - nor should there be.
*When will this plan be adopted more formally?
Renee Jablonski
847-486-1920
ajablonski03@hotmail.com
Action Taken: Replied to email. Errors corrected in Chapter 6. Year Zero
recommendations revisited, CIP revisited. Pfingsten priority revised. Safe Routes
to School recommendations deferred to SRTS plan, Knollwood added to suggested
items.
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There is a glaring omission. Chapter 6 makes no mention of the one place where a
sidewalk is most urgently needed. That is the Willow Road underpass just east of
Shermer Road.
--Bob Sherman
rts4114@aol.com
Action Taken: Willow Road & Shermer Road underpasses revisited in Draft Plan
Tim
I have just returned from a visit to the site. I take strong exception to what Chapter 4 says
about the underpass. The underpass is still in excellent condition after 59 years. A
complete reworking of the site will take years, and is not necessary. You and I, with the
help of six or seven others, with axes, pickaxes, saws, clippers, and shovels, with one or
two truckloads of fill, and some corrugated pipe to allow drainage in the ditch, could do
the job ourselves. Bicycles and pedestrians do not need high clearance, so we would not
be digging down and undermining anything.
I don'
t know if a bicycle club would be allowed to undertake this project, but if we can
get a permit it is certainly doable. I hereby volunteer to help.
I am off work this week and can meet with you at your convenience. Let'
s set up a time
to meet at the site. There is ample parking by the tracks in back of the Brothers Tavern.
Let me know when you are available.
--Bob Sherman
Action Taken: Willow Road & Shermer road underpasses revisited in Draft Plan
I was riding east on the south side sidewalk of Lake Ave. between Milwaukee and
Waukegan Road.
There are several faults in the sidewalk that should be addressed.
A big bump in the sidewalk about 100 yds east of the underpass east of Pfingsten. Bushes
need to be trimmed so you can see around them. Gravel instead of pavement near Robin
Lane has been there for many months. Big bump west of underpass west of Scott
Foresman.
I believe all of the above are Glenview, below is perhaps another jurisdiction.
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Crossing over Edens Hwy is not negotiable by a bicycle without walking and is definitely
not negotiable by a wheelchair occupant pushing him/herself. I don'
t know if that is
Glenview or Northbrook or what. Who should I report that to? I took some photos.
I hope you can direct these comments to the right parties. Thank you.
Kathy Schubert
773 248 5499
Action Taken: Replied to email. Comments forwarded to Planning Department for
review.
To: Carla Sepe
Subject: Re: Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan
Ms. Sepe:
I have read the draft of the Master Plan for pedestrian and bicycle improvements.
Unfortunately, I am not able to attend workshops on Saturdays and my schedule has not
permitted me to attend other meetings where I could express my views. However, I have
written comments in the past, which seem to have been ignored.
There is a crying need for an improvement that the Master Plan fails to address. I refer to
the lack of a sidewalk on Shermer Road between Old Willow Road and the sidewalk
outside of Princeton Village (about 30 meters south from Willow). Technically, this
stretch (about ½ mile) is not part of Glenview, but it affects Glenview residents more
than residents outside of the Village, and is therefore an area that needs to be addressed
seriously by Village authorities. The part of Shermer that I describe is very narrow with
loose grave shoulders and heavily trafficked by large trucks. It is one of the most
pedestrian-hostile roads that I have ever observed.
The only way Glenview residents living west of the railroad tracks at Willow and
Shermer can get to the Glen is by car, because there are no sidewalk passways from that
junction. For lack of a sidewalk, I often see pedestrians endanger their lives by walking
or biking on the busy underpass on Willow near Shermer and on the stretch on Shermer
between Old Willow and Princeton Village. To be sure, the Master Plan has a provision
for making a sidewalk passageway at the underpass on Willow near Shermer, but this
needs to be moved up in priority. There is no provision in the Plan for a sidewalk
between Old Willow and Princeton Village, and this represent a terrible neglect. I will
remind Village authorities of this message when the first fatality occurs because a
sidewalk was not made for this stretch. In this period when we are all trying to reduce
our dependence on gasoline and oil and to reduce traffic congestion, the Village should
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be doing all it can to provide alternative means of transportation - especially provision for
walkways and bikeways - for Glenview residents.
I will appreciate your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,
Erwin H. Epstein
135 Rutgers Court
Glenview, IL 60026
eepstein@luc.edu
Action Taken: Replied to email, Old Willow-Shermer connection added to suggested
items.
This is regarding any proposed sidewalks on Hunter Rd. south of Glenview Rd.
I am not sure if this area is being considered for sidewalks. This area was marked for
possible sidewalks and this showed just how many trees would be disturbed.
My question is this: if the residents do not want sidewalks in a given area, will the village
still plan on installing them? This is an area with older trees. Sidewalks would markedly
change our area and certainly not be tree-friendly.
Sincerely,
Susan Cohen
Action Taken: Replied to email.
The plan contains two glaring omissions.
First, the plan identifies that a sidewalk is recommended on Willow road East of Shermer
where it passes underneath the Northwestern railroad tracks, yet fails to indicate that one
has been proposed. Additionally, to avoid Willow some bicyclists turn South on
Shermer, but again come across an unacceptable and dangerous location, where Shermer
passes under the railroad tracks. Correcting either of the dangerous road conditions
would resolve this situation. The Village needs to either install bike lanes and sidewalks
on Willow under the railroad tracks or install a bike lane and repair the existing sidewalk
on Shermer, just South of Willow. Despite the inherent danger, pedestrians and bicyclists
continue to commute through these locations, as is evidenced by the narrow, worn, dirt
path on the South side of Willow. The Village fails to address these dangerous situations
in its current plan.
The plan is a complete failure, should it be implemented without at least one of these
dangerous situations being corrected. It appears that due to the possible difficulties of
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performing the actual construction to fix these problems, the Village will allow this
danger to its residents to continue.
The Village'
s Bicycle and Sidewalk plan is unacceptable for these reasons. Please correct
at least one of these dangerous omissions.
Matthew and Lisa Dublin
3086 Mary Kay Lane
Glenview, IL
847/205-9509
Action Taken: Willow Road and Shermer Road underpasses revisited in Draft Plan.
Timothy,
My name is Susie Feldstein and I live at 1414 Canterbury Lane in Glen Oak Acres. I’m
planning on attending the bicycle and sidewalk plan meeting on Tuesday July 31st and I
would like to make a formal written proposal for either a sidewalk or bike path on
Elmwood leading to Pleasant Ridge School. Who will be in charge of this meeting? I
would like send them a letter to review before the meeting.
So the name and address of the appropriate person would be VERY helpful.
Thanks in advance,
Susie
Susan L Feldstein
RSM McGladrey, Inc.
Tel. 312-915-3055
fax 312-915-1080
Action Taken: Replied to email & followed up with Ms. Feldstein by phone.
Forwarded information to Planning Department for further review.
Jill,
Please see the word document letter
I'
ve enclosed pictures of Elmwood-discussed in the first issue of the letter
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and I'
ve attached a letter written to the village in regards to the second issue.
Please let me know if there is anything else I can do. We would really like to be included
in the Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan.
I have been working with Kim Kretekos who lives at 1529 Brandon who I believe took
part in a workshop this spring regarding the safe route to schools program. I'
m also going
to enclose her findings.
I was disappointed the July 31st meeting was rescheduled for August 14th because I will
be out of the country. However I will send some Glen Oak Acres concerned parents as
my eyes and ears. Please don'
t hesitate to call me if there is ANYTHING I can do before
the meeting. I would be happy to meet with you or Tim to walk Elmwood and show you
1st hand our concerns.
Sincerely,
Susie Feldstein
The files are too big so I'
ll send the pictures in a separate email
Action Taken: Forwarded information to Planning Department for further review.
July 23, 2007
Jill Ziegler
1225 Waukegan Road
Glenview, IL 60025
Dear Ms. Zeigler:
As extremely concerned residents of Glenview, we are officially submitting this letter
outlining unsafe and dangerous conditions which exist in the Glen Oak Acres
development of Glenview. Please note that we were present at the Capital Improvement
Program community meeting at the police station on July 9th.
Our first issue is the lack of a sidewalk/bike path on the route to Pleasant Ridge School
along Elmwood Road. There are many students in the Glen Oak Acres area who walk to
Pleasant Ridge School along Hawthorne, Canterbury, etc., which feeds into Elmwood
which then crosses Sunset Ridge to the school. The roads in Glen Oak Acres do not have
any sidewalks and can just barely fit two cars passing in opposite directions. That does
not provide any space at all for students walking or riding bikes. There were multiple
incidents, including one involving my own children, where kids had to ride their bikes off
the street onto the grass and dodge very large boulders to avoid cars (please see enclosed
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enclosures), which is an obviously extremely unsafe and unacceptable situation.
Furthermore, there is a crosswalk that crosses Sunset Ridge and feeds into Elmwood;
however, that ends in a flowerbed at the corner of Sunset Ridge and Elmwood and is
therefore of not much use since the students have to walk around the flowers as it does
not feed into any sort of bike path or sidewalk. We therefore formally request the
placement of sidewalk or bike path routing, similar to how in the city of Chicago
provided space for bikers along busily traveled roads.
The second issue is the lack of four-way stop signs, which are used commonly in
Chicago. Glen Oak Acres has become very congested not only from residents but also
from cars cutting through to avoid high traffic roads like Lake. My husband sent a letter
outlining this on September 6, 2006 which was acknowledged and received by Maria
Cupp, administrative secretary, Public Works Department, in which she acknowledges
the problem of lack of four-way stop signs. However, no action has been taken. All the
streets feeding into Elmwood including Hawthorne and Canterbury Lane have either
yield signs or two-way stop signs. There is no logical reason whatsoever why there could
not be four-way stop signs placed there and again this is for the safety of the children.
There are multiple cars speeding through Glen Oak Acres, both Glen Oak Acres residents
as well as non-residents, cutting through to avoid the severe traffic common on Lake. As
these people speed through Glen Oak Acres this creates a horrible safety hazard for our
children and we therefore request the placement of speed bumps. Speed bumps are
present in the city of Chicago in various neighborhoods and also in the Harrison area of
Glenview. Speed bumps would be a great deterrent and would increase safety by
multiple magnitudes.
Finally, again due to the excessive traffic flow on Sunset Ridge with kids crossing Sunset
Ridge from Elmwood and Pleasant the placement of a traffic light or blinkers at those
intersections would be a huge step in making drivers slow down and increasing the safety
of the children. And you should consider putting in unsignalized pedestrian crosswalk
signs shown in Figure 6.6 of Tim’s proposal on the website. I don’t think many motorist
yield to pedestrians at international crosswalks like the one at Sunset Ridge and
Elmwood.
All of us residents of Glenview in Glen Oak Acres look forward to your positive response
regarding these issues. We have submitted multiple enclosures and would appreciate
greatly these projects being incorporated into the Capital Improvements and Sidewalk/
Bicycle Path Plan as soon as possible and we look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,

Susie L. Feldstein
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SLF:bao
cc:

Timothy Gustafson, Transportation Planner
Amy Abner, Director Support Services

Action Taken: Followed up by phone and forwarded information to Planning
Department for further review.
I walk my daughter to Pleasant Ridge every day. We go north on Brandon Rd to
Elmwood. I feel Elmwood is unsafe for children to walk on unescorted. Sidewalks
should be a priority to ensure a safe walking path to the crosswalk at Sunset Ridge.
Burton Terrace, Kaywood, Brandon, Meadow, Canterbury, and Hawthorn all feed into
Elmwood as a walking route to PR.
Elmwood is a narrow street where two cars have difficulty passing one another. If a
school bus, landscape truck or construction truck come down the street and try to pass an
on coming car, pedestrians have nowhere to go but into the grass/mud. The winter is
difficult with the mounds of snow along the road you have nowhere to safely walk.
Elmwood is used as a cut thru to Wagner Rd. During the hours before and after school
traffic is quite heavy.
Elmwood’s traffic signs are inconsistent. Starting at Brandon Rd and going west you
have 3-way stop, 4-way stop Meadow, 2-way stop Canterbury east/west, and yield signs
for Hawthorn north/south.
At the south/east corner of Sunset Ridge and Elmwood there are evergreen trees that
make it difficult to see traffic on Sunset Ridge. Drivers need to pull up into the
intersection for a clear view, which makes it difficult to use the crosswalk. Cars turning
off Sunset Ridge coming north can not see pedestrians walking to the intersection.
WE NEED SIDEWALKS!
Kim Kretekos
1529 Brandon Rd
Glen Oak Acres
Action Taken: Letter submitted on behalf of Susan Feldstein, responded to Ms.
Feldstein in accordance with other letters from Glen Oak Acres.
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Mr. Gustafson,
I am a resident of Indian Ridge. I am also the Director of Architectural Control for our
homeowners association. I feel the sidewalk plan should include "planned" sidewalks
along Landwehr from the Indian Ridge subdivision to Winkelmann School. Indian Ridge
subdivision is almost 30 year developed. There are 276 homes in the subdivision with a
large transition of young families. Safety of our children is our goal when walking along
Landwehr. Having sidewalks along Landwehr Road will address the immediate interest
of our subdivision.
Sincerely,
Dr. James Laurie
Action Taken: Landwehr revisited in Draft Plan.

I have been reviewing the plan for sidewalks in Glenview. One area that seems to be a
missing is the strip of Pleasant Lane between Waukegan and Sunset. This road is a prime
pedestrian area located near a school. In addition, it provides the neighborhoods east of
Waukegan access to the Glen, and Attea School. In addition, it offers pedestrian traffic to
Pleasant Ridge School.
It appears that Waukegan road is a major pedestrian area and there are sidewalks west of
Waukegan and there are plans to connect between sunset ridge and Wagner, but there
would be a gap between Sunset Ridge and Waukegan, which does not make any sense,
In addition Pleasant is a heavy volume traffic road and any pedestrian traffic is in danger
with the cars. Being that is a direct link and access to and from the Glen and various
schools; I think it should be considered for sidewalks. Please let me know how I can
contribute to this being considered.
Laurie Pellouchoud
1447 Pleasant
Glenview, Il 60025.
Action Taken: Pleasant Lane added to recommended items.
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Dear Mr. Gustafson:
Many, many thanks to you and the Village for addressing bicycle and pedestrian
concerns. I was unable to attend any of the workshops, and I want to add my voice to
those who have already told you how important this work is.
In general, I'
m pleased with the draft plan. Most of my concerns have been addressed by
the other participants, and it seems that we are generally all of one mind concerning the
major needs of the Village with regard to improved walking and biking experiences.
I'
d like to re-iterate a few of these concerns, just to add another vote toward their
inclusion in the final plan.
1. When trying to navigate through town by bike on backroads, it is extremely helpful -and it seems likely to be a relatively inexpensive proposition -- to have cut-throughs that
take a biker or pedestrian from one dead end to another, where cars cannot go. I'
ve run
into several instances where it seems that this would be possible, and it'
s frustrating to be
unable to get from one slow street to another, without having to head back to a busy road
to make the trip.
2. I like the idea of designating some neighborhoods as pedestrian corridors (I forget the
term used for this in the draft plan). These could be ideal, relatively safe routes that take
bikers away from busy roads, but that basically get them from point A to point B in the
same general manner. For example, I always go from my home near downtown
Glenview to Harms Woods (at the Glenview/Harms road intersection) via the backroads
south of Glenview Road. I rely on the cut-through along the Central Road right-of-way
to get me there.
3. I'
m very supportive of more signage for motorists, helping to remind them of the law
and of basic safety and courtesy measures. For example, I often walk with my kids from
downtown up to Trader Joe'
s, at the Waukegan/Lake intersection. We make it most of
the way by back routes, but the big Lake/Waukegan intersection crossing is always an
adventure. I get especially frustrated when we have a green light and want to begin
crossing the intersection, but right-turning cars (especially turning south from eastbound
Lake to southbound Waukegan) don'
t even seem to notice us or to understand that we
have the right-of-way. (This was especially frustrating when I was very pregnant with
my second child while pushing the first in a stroller. If ever there was a person who
should elicit empathy and courtesy, I was it!) Of course, I always wait and let the cars go
anyway. It sure would be nice to have a sign such as that shown in the draft plan,
reminding hurried motorists to slow down a bit and yield to pedestrians.
4. Similarly, I think many motorists don'
t understand the law or basic safety regarding
bikes on the road. Many feel (and some have told me while passing me) that bikes don'
t
belong on the roads. More signage, bike lanes, and education would be extremely
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helpful. Of course, bikers can benefit from such education as well, to remind us of our
role in keeping everyone safe.
5. Is the stretch of sidewalk on the west side of Lehigh, going from the bridge over Lake
Ave. up to Chestnut, considered a shared use path? I really like this stretch for both
walking and biking. There is plenty of room for everyone and plenty of separation from
the road. I use it a lot for going from downtown to the Glen, with my kids in tow. More
such shared use paths -- or wide sidewalks -- would be just wonderful.
6. I'
m pleased with the number of bike lanes proposed on the draft map. I'
d vote for
more shared use paths (or wide sidewalks) wherever possible. This is the best option for
the "C" level bikers your draft mentions, and it seems the most likely to really bring
people out of their cars and onto their bikes.
Thanks again for the opportunity to comment, and keep up the good work.
Sincerely,
Karen Glennemeier
1755 Dewes St.
Action Taken: Replied to email.
Tim,
I left a message with Cleo'
s husband to email me a copy of the letter. She is out of town
now.
I'
m so upset that I will be out of town for the next meeting. Because it is a week before
school starts lots of families travel, so attendance might be down. If it is ok, I'
ll pass your
email out to some friends that have comments and they can respond via email. How are
things going?
Sorry for the short delay in my response, I got your message yesterday when I got to the
office and it was a crazy day at the office.
Looking forward to hearing from you,
Susie
Action Taken: Responded to Ms. Feldstein in an earlier message.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Glenview bicycle and pedestrian plan.
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I have the following comments:
1. I would be pleased to get a red bike lane on Glenview Road, but frankly this doesn'
t
seem the best solution to me. I have lived within a block of this road since 1979 and saw
it rebuilt around 1982. It currently has two wide lanes, which allow room for bikes at the
right side of the lane. This also allows it to function somewhat as a 3-lane road, since
turning car traffic can usually be passed carefully on the right.
It doesn'
t seem likely to me that a separate bike lane will fit there. A shared "chevronned"
type lane seems more feasible and appropriate.
2. In southwest Glenview, there is a green bike path indicated going from Milwaukee
Ave into West Park, next to a street that is shown heading to Central Rd. However, that
road is blocked off completely by a "temporary" yard for the Glenview Park District.
This effectively blocks bicycle and pedestrian access using this route to get to the forest
preserves farther west (e.g. Beck Lake). Restoring this former access would seem to be a
simple, inexpensive improvement. [Of course, really good access depends on the longerterm reconstruction of Central Road westward from Glenview, which is outside scope.]
3. You are showing a blue bike route along Winnetka Rd in the northeast -- how will this
deal with the issue of the suburbs to the east (Winnetka and Northfield) which BAN
bicycles from Winnetka Rd? (There are several signs along this road informing cyclists
of this ban).
4. You are showing Milwaukee Avenue from Golf northward as a blue bike route, and in
the implementation there seems to be funds only for signage. Milwaukee Avenue in its
current configuration is a high speed, high volume road that frankly even as an
experienced cyclist I won'
t ride on. Milwaukee is certainly a valuable corridor for cyclists
(especially since it is good from the loop all the way up to Devon Ave).
Perhaps this is covered in the Milwaukee Avenue plan (summarized in section 3.2), but
that talks mostly of pedestrian improvements, street trees, etc. I didn'
t see anything in
there that was going to make this a good bike route.
Mike Kruger
81 Park Dr
Glenview
Action Taken: Responded to email.
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Hello Tim Gustafson,
I was reading online about the plans to improve the pedestrian safety in Glenview. I am
very excited that there is a big plan in motion. I was wondering what I could do to put
our street, Pleasant lane, in the plans. We live between Sunset Ridge road and Waukegan
Road. This is a pretty heavy "cut-through" for traffic trying to get off Waukegan and
head east.
My husband and I wish that our five children could ride their bikes or walk to the park at
Pleasant Ridge School but it is very very unsafe. Cars speed down the street and it seems
the authorities are working to keep it safe by hiding out at the stop sign. But it seems
more needs to be done.
It really is not safe for children walking or riding safely to school at Pleasant Ridge or for
the children coming from Glen Oak Acres going to Attea School. What can I do to get
this street considered for sidewalks? Thanks for help with this matter and in making
Glenview a better place!
Megan Leadbetter
Action Taken: Replied to Email. Pleasant Lane added to recommended items.
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The following comments were received via email between August 4th and September
24th regarding the Glenview Bicycle and Sidewalk Master Plan Public Review Draft.
Many of the comments that were received involve requests for traffic calming or
improved pedestrian facilities in the Glen Oak Acres neighborhood. Residents are
concerned with the speed and apparent disregard for pedestrian safety in the area,
particularly along Elmwood Avenue and its intersection with Sunset Ridge Road. The
comments are included below.
I am writing on behalf of our children of Glenview living in Glen Oak Acres who attend
Pleasant Ridge School. I understand it has been brought to the attention of the Village
that we have a strong need for sidewalks, speed bumps and stop signs at all intersections
of Elmwood in Glen Oak Acres. I support this endeavor and feel strongly we owe it to
our children to keep them safe. This is especially important due to the fact the school
district does not provide bus service for children living in GOA who attend Pleasant
Ridge, thereby putting them in a mandatory situation of walking to school. Furthermore,
during the winter months after snow has been plowed on Elmwood, the conditions are
worsened with mounds of snow and ice piled on the street limiting the amount of space
needed for traffic / pedestrians to share the roadway.
Thank you, your attention to this matter is greatly appreciated.
Concerned Parent
Dear Tim and Jill,
I am a resident of Glen Oak Acres. It is my concern that we need some immediate
solution for the speeding along Elmwood. Not only am I concerned for the children but
all who live in the Acres. Just last week I was taking some vegetables to a neighbor in the
evening. A teenager came speeding down Elmwood and turned onto Meadow Lane
without stopping and nearly hit me. My neighbor called the police. They came and spoke
to the young man at his home. However, it would have been a far worse scenario if I
hadn’t jumped out of his way or if he had managed to hit a child on a bike or run over
someone’s pet. His life and the lives of those he would have affected would have been
changed irrevocably. Please put 4-way stop signs and speed bumps at a minimum on
Elmwood for everyone’s safety.
Thank you,
Jennifer Jones
1619 Meadow Lane
Glenview, IL 60025
847-901-9180
312-636-0284

I am a parent of 4 children, living on Hawthorne Ln. in Glen Oak Acres. We have had
our children walking to school (Pleasant Ridge) for a number of years and that short walk
is becoming increasingly dangerous. As you may know, a young girl was hit by a car on
Sunset Ridge Rd, across from the school, within this past year or two. Our children are
constantly dodging speeding cars and construction vehicles on their way to school. As we
have no walking path, no bike path, and no sidewalks, the children have to share the
narrow streets with an increasing number of cars and trucks that use Elmwood Ave. as a
cut through. The situation is unacceptable, and funds should be made available for the
construction of a sidewalk on Elmwood, so the children have one safe to school walking
route. The government has funds available to create a “safe to school zone ", and this is a
definite area of need for this neighborhood. The public safety and the safety of young
children should be of utmost importance.
Please respond to let me know what we need to do to accomplish this.
Thanks,
Joanne DeRose
I was not able to read anything about the BIKE plans. I sure hope you add lots of bike
lanes '
cuz I have gotten cut off too many times around this town. Please check your
website for the bike plan. I would like to see at least a 25 miles tour around town that is
SAFE. Thanks for doing all this work and planning.
Nan Hinchsliff
Susie,
I definitely support speed bumps all the way through - at Elmwood and Hawthorne,
Elmwood and Canterbury, Elmwood and Meadow and Elmwood and Brandon. The
speeds in there are crazy. Also, I think there should be something done about that blind
right turn off Meadow onto E. Ridgewood as you go to Cole Park. I have nearly gotten
clipped a few times, and I drive an SUV. Thanks for your leadership and hope your
summer is continuing to be fun! Lisa
Jill,
Just wanted to express my concern for my new 3rd grader who will be walking to
Pleasant Ridge and other kids that live in Glen Oak Acres. I live on Woodlawn Rd. and
many cars use it as a cut through and continue to speed through the neighborhood; With
construction workers, landscapers and fast driving teens I'
ve already almost been hit
walking my dog on these narrow streets. I would be in favor of some sidewalks or
crosswalks on Elmwood instead of having my kids walk on peoples grass to school. I
would also be in favor of some speed bumps on our street and other streets instead of

having to yell slow down or put cones or small kid'
s toys in the road to get people to slow
down. Please help keep our kids safe.
Thank you for your time,
Liz Stevens
Dear Mr. Gustafson and Ms. Ziegler
As you know, there is a concern about the path on Elmwood for children walking to
Pleasant Ridge. The concern of course, safety. Cars do not go as slow as they should and
with no sidewalks, it could be very dangerous for the children.
Four way stop signs feeding into Elmwood would help. But sidewalks or at least a bike
path on the North side of Elmwood would help alleviate these growing concerns. These
are 3rd, 4th and 5th graders were talking about. I think our children should be able to
have a safe walking path to school.
Thank you for taking the time to read this. Any assistance in this matter would be greatly
appreciated.
Sincerely,
Beth A. Huber
1525 Kaywood
Glenview, Il. 60025
847-730-5043
Feedback:
Shouldn'
t we be planning that busy streets with traffic have bike and pedestrian friendly
widersidewalks, just like on Lehigh north of Lake?
I am thinking of Waukegan, Shermer to Northbrook, Willow, Wagner, Glenview Rd, etc.
Does your plan extend the sidewalk on the west side of Lehigh (West Lake to East
Lake)?What about a double set of wide sidewalks on Waukegan from Golf to Willow?
Your plan seems to solve the problems our family is facing - please detail:
Bad bike access to GBS from the Glen on West Lake (inconsistent sidewalks with no
shoulder)Bad bike access to GBN (summer school) from the Glen (dangerous Shermer
and Willow RRunderpasses)
Thanks!
Murray Pratt
2508 Violet
Glenview 60026

Dear Tim and Jill,
I am a very concerned parent who lives on the corner of Elmwood and Meadow Lane
(1548Meadow Lane). For years, Elmwood has been a cut through street and as a result
has many cars going beyond the speed limit, with children going back and forth to
school. (Elmwood is the main street kids use to get to school). In addition, we need stop
signs on EVERY cross street.
My husband who has lived here over eight years sometimes forgets that some of the cross
streets do not have stop signs. It is inconsistent and therefore very confusing. This is
definitely a safety hazard for the children walking or riding bikes to school. The Smialeks
are very much in agreement that we need a bike path or sidewalk along the north side of
Elmwood leading to the crosswalk-so the kids don'
t have to walk in the street to get to
school, 4 way stop signs on all streets feeding into Elmwood, and speed bumps.
Please keep in mind that the children that use this path to school are very young. I keep
my fingers crossed all the time that they use good judgment, but it is a gamble at this very
young age.
Thank you for your assistance with this matter.
Mairead Smialek
1548 Meadow Lane
Glenview, IL 60025
847.486.0501
Dear Tim,
I am a concerned parent in Glen Oak Acres and I wanted to show my support for either a
sidewalk or a bike path along the north side of Elmwood. I have tried many times to get
the police to help us control speeding cars and there is not much they can do until one of
our children is hit.
Please register my vote for a "yes" to the above plans, and thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Kasner
1639 West Ridgewood Lane
847-832-9259
Mr. Owen:
I'
ve spent some time in reviewing the proposed pedestrian and bicycling improvements to
be presented to the Village Board, and offer the comment that this work is well thought
out and should be productive, over the next ten years or so.

I do wish to suggest a couple of items that could be implemented with little or no cost,
right now:
(1) At the Glenview Road intersection with the North Branch Trail and Harms Road: to
do away with the "right turn on red" option for east bound Glenview Road drivers. This
change would eliminate the current conflict that exists when south turning drivers enter
Harms Road from west bound Glenview Road, while using the left turn green arrow (a
situation that will, inevitably, result in a head on collision). The elimination of the right
turn on red option will provide the same type of protection to Trail users as already exists
at the intersection of Golf and Harms Roads.
(I'
ve seen numerous instances where east bound drivers on Glenview Road narrowly miss
hitting pedestrians or bicyclists legitimately using the crosswalk, while making right turns
to go south onto Harms Road.) I expect the cost of making this change would
approximate $0, as it would simply require the removal of existing signage.
(2) Several years ago the Village of Glenview rebuilt Overlook Drive between Waukegan
Road and the METRA/CPR railroad tracks. When this work was completed the "20 mph"
speed limit sign, on the south side of the roadway, that was removed during
reconstruction was not replaced, nor were the "no parking this side" signs returned. Given
that the adjacent streets in Glenview lack sidewalks the replacement of the "20 mph" sign
could result in motorists'better awareness of the potential for danger (and,
simultaneously, the Glenview Police could better enforce the existing speed limit in Golf
Acres). That parking should be prohibited on either side of this section of Overlook Drive
should be self evident, given the volume of heavy truck traffic entering and existing from
the Avon Company facility.
(3) In addition, when the Village of Glenview rebuilt this section of Overlook Drive the
center line of the street was shifted to the north, resulting in an inconsistent center line on
each side of the railroad crossing. I suggest the Village of Glenview could partially
remedy this situation by angling the painted center line towards the south margin of the
roadway, as the roadway approaches the railroad crossing.
Thank you for your attention.
Warren Fellingham
(847) 729-4393
Warren_Fellingham@msn.com
Good morning!
My name is Tamara Duckler and I live at 1550 Hawthorne Ave in Glen Oak Acres. Our
house is on the corner of Hawthorne and Elmwood. I am writing you to tell you first hand
the hazards of Elmwood Ave (east just off of Sunset Ridge) It seems that people are using
Elmwood as a cut through street and people are speeding quite rapidly. I believe if there
was a 4-way stop sign at the corner of Hawthorne and Elmwood this would slow the
traffic and with the addition of speed bumps it would slow traffic dramatically. There are

a lot of children walking and riding their bikes to and from school and Elmwood is the
main road. I have witnessed to many times children in danger due to speeding cars with
no safe place to go. A sidewalk on the North side of Elmwood would solve this. I have
been informed that there are funds set aside for sidewalks through out Glenview. Please
consider Elmwood Avenue to have sidewalks installed. This is crucial to the safety of our
children and every pedestrian. Again, please consider Elmwood Avenue in your planning.
I would hate to have something horrible happen when we could have prevented it.
Many thanks in advance,
Tamara Duckler
Dear Mr. Gustafson,
I watched this evening'
s hearing with great interest as I am a resident of Indian Ridge and
I am concerned about the lack of sidewalks along Landwehr toward Winkelman school
(particularly the west side where children could meet up with a crossing guard and get to
school safely). I wrote to you in February to raise this issue and again in July when I was
disappointed to see that this issue of school safety was placed at such a low priority in the
Master Plan. You indicated during the hearing that you responded to every email you
received and I do not recall receiving a response. I wanted to make sure that you received
my email about my concerns with your plan. I was unclear about the status of Landwehr
following your presentation. Can you please clarify the status?
Thank you,
Catherine Hazlitt
Tim,
Thank you so much for responding to my concern about speeding. I have to tell you that
my biggest concern are the elderly drivers that we have. It doesn’t matter if we put
sidewalks and bike paths in if we do not address the elderly who shouldn’t be behind the
wheel in the first place. It is a growing concern that is being ignored in this area of the
North Shore. What is the plan to address this issue?
Kindest regards,
Jennifer Jones
312-636-0284
Hello,
I received your names from Susie Feldstein, a woman in our neighborhood who has been
attending the recent meetings on possibility of new sidewalks. I am also a resident of

Glen Oak Acres and am concerned about pedestrian safety along a stretch of road that is
used as a cut-thru avenue (Elmwood). I have an idea for possible consideration. What
about making Elmwood a no-turn road off of Sunset Ridge between some hours in the am
and again in the afternoon when the kids get out of school. The thought is that this would
free up the south side of the street for the kids to walk or bike without worry of being hit
by a car or being squeezed off by two cars passing each other.
I have to admit this is not my idea, but when I heard it, I thought it quite sensible in that it
is straightforward, requires no expense except for street signs on Sunset Ridge and some
possible police enforcement on occasion. It also eliminates potential resistance from
residents whose yards would be affected by the installation of a sidewalk and the foot
traffic from those who use the sidewalk.
Please consider this as an option in reviewing ways to make Glen Oak Acres more safe
for pedestrians and school age children.
Very truly yours,
Susan Swaringen
Susan & Allan Swaringen
1735 W. Ridgewood Ln.
Glenview, IL 60025
Tim
I caught your presentation to the Glenview Plan Commission on the village'
s Internet
feed. I would have attended in person but was out of town.
Great show! You did a superb job. Your information, tone, demeanor were right on.
Dean Schott
Outreach Director
League of Illinois Bicyclists
847-291-1213
Tim,
What you propose is not applicable to the situation that I bring forth to you for review.
With all due respect did you read what I wrote or is this a patent answer that you send to
all inquiries? There are too many speeders on Elmwood and there is no bike path or
sidewalk for walking or biking to avoid being hit by the cars.
Please feel free to re-read my concern and let me know if you can address it.
Thank you,

Jennifer Jones
312-636-0284
Tim,
Thanks so much for responding to my email. I did want to clarify one point about the
location. I was recommending Pleasant Lane west of Sunset Ridge and east of
Waukegan. This street is a direct connection to Chestnut, which leads to/from the Glen.
It has a lot of both pedestrian and vehicle traffic and is located near Pleasant Ridge
School. Children from the west side of Waukegan would be able to reach Pleasant Ridge
safely, where as today I do not think many kids are safe to walk or ride their bikes down
the street.
The area you mentioned of Elmwood drive is east of Sunset Ridge. Thanks for your
consideration.
Also, how can I be notified of any upcoming village meetings on the subject?
Sincerely,
Laurie Pellouchoud
Tim,
We would like to extend an invitation to you, Jill, Joe and all cc’d on this message to
walk with our children on Elmwood to school one morning observe the situation and to
take a walk down Elmwood onto Meadow one evening after dark to see what your
assessment of the safety situation is.
Do you live and work downtown, Tim? If so the proposed field trip would be very
beneficial and we think helpful to you in trying to understand and design a solution that is
appropriate for our situation.
Please pick a day that is convenient for you and we’ll have you walk with the kids from
Susie’s house to the bus stop in the morning and then you can walk at night from my
house to Susie’s just to get a good understanding of what we are dealing with each day.
Would September 5th or 6th work for you? We will make ourselves available to you and
will also offer to video tape the experience for you.
Sincerely and kindest regards,
The residents of GOA.

Jennifer Jones
312-636-0284
Tim and Jill,
As a resident of Glen Oak Acres at 1055 Woodlawn, we are in desperate need of a safe
way for our kids to walk to school. An accident is waiting to happen with the number of
cars and landscaping trucks, narrow streets and lack of walking path. Please consider
adding a small path, sidewalk, or something particularly on Elmwood so walkers and
bikers have a safe place to get to school. The street is so busy particularly between 2 and
5pm that I will not take my kids out on a walk or bike ride because there is so much
traffic and hardly any room left for a walker or biker when two cars pass. Ironically,
until this is fixed, I will be one of the additional cars on the street because I do not feel
comfortable having my children walk to Pleasant Ridge.
The other option which would definitely help reduce cut through traffic is to close off the
Woodlawn and Burton Terrace streets to Wagner. I know many of my neighbors have
mentioned this and would be thrilled. With all the congestion on Willow and Lake, these
streets are used to dart between Willow and Sunset Ridge.
Beth Schmidt
Dear Jill and Tim,
I am writing to voice our concerns about the lack of safety for our children when walking
or riding their bikes to and from school in our neighborhood. We have just moved here
and love it, but are dismayed at the lack of safety for our kids in this area. Personally we
would love to see sidewalks and curbs on all streets that could physically be done, but I
do agree with Susie Feldstein that atleast Elmwood should be considered since it is a cutthrough street. We live on Brandon and would happily give up part of front yard for
sidewalks. I think it would not only be safer for everyone walking or riding bikes as well
as aesthetically pleasing for the neighborhood. I think it would raise the value of the
neighborhood. We have a great many trucks and large vehicles constantly up and down
our streets here due to constant construction of new homes, landscapers, etc. and I don'
t
see that traffic lessening any time soon. Please do your part to consider the needs of our
community.
Thank you!
Lisa and David Zimbler
1510 Brandon Road
Glenview, IL 60025

Hi Lisa,
Thank you for your e-mail - I understand your concerns about safety for children in your
neighborhood. Due to the many responses from the Glen Oak Acres neighbors, Tim has
proposed a sidewalk along Elmwood Road as part of the final draft Bike and Sidewalk
Master Plan. Glen Oak Acres has also been noted as a "Priority Sidewalk Neighborhood,"
since the majority of the streets do not have sidewalks. Since the proposed sidewalks in
the plan will not be built immediately, we have also been working with the Glenview
Traffic Committee to discuss how to slow down traffic in the area, and we have alerted
the local police about the situation and asked them to patrol more often. We will be
sending the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan to the Board of Trustees on Tuesday, October
2nd for final review, and I hope you can attend that meeting. Please let me know if you
have any other questions - thanks! -Jill
Hi Beth,
Thank you for letting us know your concerns about traffic in the Glen Oak Acres
neighborhood. I have forwarded your suggestion about closing off Woodlawn and
Burton Terrace to our Traffic Committee for review. In addition, Tim has proposed a
sidewalk along Elmwood Road as part of the final draft Bike and Sidewalk Master
Plan. This was in response to the many e-mails we have received from Glen Oak
Acres residents such as yourself. It has also been noted as a "Priority Sidewalk
Neighborhood" in the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan since the majority of the streets do
not have sidewalks. I have spoken to the local police about the situation and asked them
to patrol more often. We will be sending the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan to the Board
of Trustees on Tuesday, October 2nd for final review, and I hope you can attend that
meeting. Please let me know if you have any other questions - thanks! -Jill
Hi Jennifer,
Thank you for your e-mail. I apologize that I was unable to respond until now due to the
recent storm-related events. I was out in the Glen Oak Acres neighborhood this week,
and made sure to observe the situation again along Elmwood. As you'
ve noted, with all
the trucks in the area and the narrow widths, it would make it difficult to walk in the
street. Tim has adjusted the final draft of the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan accordingly
to add Elmwood as a proposed sidewalk location, and Glen Oak Acres has been
designated as a "Priority Sidewalk Neighborhood." I have been sending all of the Glen
Oak Acres e-mails to the traffic committee for review, as one of the neighbors proposed
Pleasant Lane as a potential pedestrian area, others have found that closing off other
streets might help, and others feel sidewalks on Elmwood would be the best option. I'
ve
also talked with the police about additional patrols in the area to help with the speeding
complaints. I appreciate your invitation to meet out at Glen Oak Acres but I am not able
to meet next week. However, as I mentioned above, I'
ve been out there several times and
understand the situation. The updates that Tim has made for the Final Bike & Sidwalk
Master Plan should address the e-mails we have received, as well as the many comments

made at the Plan Commission public hearing. We will be presenting the final draft at the
Board of Trustees meeting on Tuesday Oct 2nd and I hope you are able to attend.
Please let me know if you have any questions - thanks! -Jill
Excellent plan! Just one comment. You have a near term bike lane planned for Shermer,
from West Lake to Willow @ of about $30,000. However, sidewalks (which could easily
be mixed pedestrian/bike use, or one side bike and the other side pedestrian) exist on both
sides of Shermer, from West Lake to Old Willow. Really, all that is needed is a bike lane
on Shermer from Old Willow to Willow, about half the distance, and presumably half the
cost (making it about $15,000), of the planned bike lane. I urge that this project be
moved very high up on the list, especially in view of the reduced cost of doing the bike
lane on Shermer from Old Willow to Willow.
Excellent job on an urgently needed plan. Many thanks!
Erwin H. Epstein
135 Rutgers Court
Glenview, IL 60026
Looks fine apart from appendix B attached. This refers to "Mr. West claimed the willow
road underpass could be improved with minimal effort and maintenance". This is
incorrect since I have not made this statement verbally or in writing. I have nothing to do
with that.
My only concern is the access to Swenson park from the 2300 block of Henley and Joe
Kenney will back me up on this.
Please revise and correct your comments in APPENDIX B "The Willow Road
Underpass and one resident Mr. West" reference in Appendix B - since I have nothing to
do with it.
Thanks
Max West
I'
m having trouble with this link. I'
ll have my husband try again later but from my
brother-in-law'
s email (Max West) which attached Appendix B I do see one error.
Landwehr does not yet have a continuous sidewalk on the east side of the street. Kids are
walking to school along the worn path near the street. Joe Kenny indicated this sidewalk
should be in place by this fall. Is this still on track? Also, did the west side of
Landwehr'
s sidewalks get moved up in the revision.

Thanks again, Catherine Hazlitt
Yes, that is the section of Landwehr that I'
m referring to. I was only able to see the
Appendix B and it said in response to my email that the East side of Landwehr was
complete which is why I brought that to your attention.
Have a great weekend!
Catherine Hazlit
Ms. Hazlitt,
Are you referring to the section of sidewalk between Hampton Court and Woodridge
Lane? If so, that is the only remaining incomplete section on the east side of Landwehr
to my knowledge. I moved Landwehr up the list in the capital plan, but the draft on the
website does not reflect that change. It will be corrected before the October 2nd meeting.
Thank you for the clarification. If you spot anything else, please let me know.
Sincerely,
Timothy M. Gustafson
Transportation Planner
T.Y. Lin International
Joe,
Thank you very much for your response. Someone also mentioned an Oct 2nd meeting.
Is this when the board votes for final approval of the sidewalk/bike path plan? If so, I
want to confirm the sidewalk on Elmwood is in the plan.
thanks,
susie
Hi Susie:
Yes, October 2nd is tentatively scheduled for the Village Board meeting to consider
approval of the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan. As previously discussed, Elmwood
based upon resident input and our consultant'
s evaluation has been added to the plan. A
few quick items: 1) The Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan is a guideline and for local
sidewalks we will still need adjacent resident input and 2) The installation will need to be
coordinated within the annual CIP budgeting process. We can discuss further after
approval October 2nd.

Joe
Dear Joe Kenny:
I'
m e-mailing you in the hopes to get some clarification regarding what you expect from
our petition.
I have already started on Kaywood with the petition. Some questions arose and I would
like to know whether you could answer them for me. Such as, are you looking for a
printed name or signature. Did you need one name per household or each registered
voter at that home? One person wanted to know if she signed the petition, would that
mean that she has agreed with every item on our petition? And finally, when is the next
meeting so that we can present our petition to you in time?
Sincerely GOA resident,
Cleo Leftakes
1-847-832-0461
Hi Cleo:
I will follow-up this email with a phone call. The Elmwood sidewalk has been added to
the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan, so I am unclear as to what your petition includes
beyond the subject line of your email. As I informed Susie Feldstein yesterday, the
timeline is that the Bike and Sidewalk Master Plan is proposed for approval by the
Village Board on October 2nd. After that time, "around November 1st" the Traffic
Committee is going to meet with the neighborhood to discuss the plethora of comments
that we have received and outline a game plan for moving forward on each (stop signs,
sidewalks, crossing Sunset Ridge, Sunset Ridge speed limit, etc.). Because Elmwood has
been added to the Master Plan (per resident input and agreement by the Village'
s
consultant), there is no need to petition regarding such if the Master Plan is approved as
proposed. The Village will design the sidewalk the year before it'
s budgeted for within
our CIP process, and ballot the adjacent residents. A petition from residents on Kaywood
will not affect any of these steps that we have outlined to move forward. Let'
s talk.
Joe Kenney, PE
Village of Glenview
Capital Projects Dept.
(847) 486-5654
(This is an additional clarification to remarks I made that are already in Appendix B)

I measured Glenview Rd this morning and it is two lanes, each 160 inches wide (13'4") - narrower if I didn'
t get the tape exactly straight. A standard 5'bike lane in each
direction would reduce the traffic lane to 100 inches (8'4"). A Hummer is listed as 87
inches wide, and many trucks must be that wide or wider. As a very frequent cyclist
(4000 miles plus a year) I would like to have Glenview Rd bike-friendly, but I don'
t think
a bike lane is a good choice for this road.
Mike Kruger
81 Park Dr.
Glenview, IL 60025
(the measurement was taken just west of Park Drive.)
Mike,
Thanks for the heads up on that portion of Glenview. In phase 1 engineering, the village
may have to plan for shared lane markings on a route instead of a lane at that location. I
measured a segment just west of Glenayre Drive where the road is 30 feet when
measured with a wheel. Immediately east of the entrance of Flick Park, Glenview Road
is 30 feet wide there, as well. With a full survey the Village will be more equipped to
determine exactly how much of Glenview Road can accommodate a bike lane and how
much will have to revert to a route with shared lane markings.
I am hopeful that significant portions will be able to accommodate lanes, as they will be
more attractive to bicyclists. The goal is to maintain a lane for as long as available width
allows, so hopefully these segments of 30+ feet of pavement width are not too
uncommon. Feel free to call if you wish to discuss further.
Sincerely,
Timothy M. Gustafson
Transportation Planner
T.Y. Lin International
200 South Wacker Drive, Suite 1400
Chicago, IL 60606
www.tylin.com
Mr. Gustafson
RE: Bicycle & Sidewalk Master Planning Process – Central Road
We reside on the north side of Central Road, 4 houses east of Shermer Road.

We are very pleased to see the recommendation to construct sidewalks along the north
side of Central Road.
While posted for 35mph and a school zone, often the traffic along Central Road is
traveling in excess of 45 mph. This seems to be more of the case for eastbound traffic
from the intersection as the road goes back down to two lanes.
If one wants to walk to downtown Glenview via Harlem, one must cross Central Road
twice. This is an un-necessary safety hazard to children and adult pedestrians.
Furthermore, I see it as adversely affecting perceptions of value of our neighborhood as
potential buyers with families would prefer to not have their children ride their bicycles
across Central Road. Less buyers => less demand => less value
Some residents may oppose this due to needing to clear snow in the winter, and bringing
more foot traffic nearer their home. The benefits of a “more walk-able” community are
worth these tradeoffs and the construction costs.
Sincerely,
Robert M. Foster
2232 Central Road
Glenview IL 60025
Central Road
Sidewalks are recommended along the north side of Central Road from
Greenwood
Road to Clearview Drive and from Washington Road to a point three parcels west
of
Harlem Avenue. Currently, the south side of Central has sidewalks, along with a
small portion on the north side at Shermer Road.

