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Transit and How to Plan It



Learning Objectives

1.  Unique Nature of Suburb-to-Suburb Transit

2.  STAR Line Characteristics and Issues

3.  Moving forward a project affecting multiple 
agencies toward common and disparate goals



Overview

• Background

• STAR Line Alternatives Analysis

• Interagency Challenges

• Solutions

• Conclusions

• Q&A



Background

• Growth in Suburban job markets
– AT&T
– Motorola
– Sears Holdings

• Increasing congestion on Northwest Tollway
– More suburb-to-suburb trips
– Growth in reverse Commute

• Need for Transit to serve new non-Loop markets
– RTA Support
– Business Support

• Land uses and built environment
• ROW and Tollway existing conditions



FTA 

New Starts 

Process We are here
Alternatives AnalysisAlternatives Analysis

Preliminary Preliminary 
EngineeringEngineering

Final DesignFinal Design

ConstructionConstruction

Service BeginsService Begins

Environmental Environmental 
AnalysisAnalysis

Concept Concept 
DevelopmentDevelopment



Circumferential ICS, OCS

• Inner Circumferential Service

• Outer Circumferential Service



Map of Region



STAR Line

• Study Area Map



Purpose & Need

• Suburb-to-suburb 
travel large and 
growing
– More trips within 

suburbs than trips to 
Chicago

– Jobs and housing 
located in different 
places

• Poor transit in corridor



Goals & Objectives

• Improve mobility

• Provide reliable, competitive travel choice

• Connect population and employment

• Support economic development

• Preserve and protect the environment



Stakeholders

• Regional Planning Agencies
• Local Governments
• Business Community
• State and Federate Resource Agencies
• Transportation Providers
• Regional Transportation Authority
• Potential Funding Partners
• General Public



Locally Preferred Alternative

• Commuter Rail (DMUs)
– East-West in median of I-90 (Jane Addams 

Tollway)

– North-South on CN / EJ&E Railway

• Countless technical issues have been 
addressed at current stage, though 
parameters and assumptions must be 
adaptable due to ever-changing environment









Interagency Coordination

• Agencies
– Metra

– Illinois Tollway

– IDOT

– O’Hare Int’l Airport

– CTA

– Pace

– RTA

• Issues
– Timelines

– Funding flows

– Immediate needs

– Environmental issues

– Regulatory issues

– Political issues



Pavement Issue



Design Changes
DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT



Cost Estimates (DRAFT)



Solutions

• Utilize frequent and differing types of 
meetings
– Big picture vs. detail oriented

– Large vs. small group

– Action oriented vs. working meetings

• Compromises will be required
– Both sides must make compromises and adjust 

assumptions



Conclusions

• Serving suburb-to-suburb travel markets with rail 
offers unique challenges

• Only built-out or densely developed areas lend 
themselves to rail, which constrains construction 
and alignments

• Intensive interagency coordination is required to 
utilize existing transportation or utility corridors 
to avoid costly underground or elevated 
construction

• Compromises must be made for mutual benefit 
among various parties



Q & A
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What we achieved today:

-Serving Suburb-
to-Suburb 
Markets

Understand nature of 
market to justify rail

STAR Line 
Specifics

Constrained ROW requires 
innovative solutions

Interagency 
Issues

Insight on flexibility and 
perseverance to yield mutually 
beneficial outcomes 



Thank You

David Gloss
Parsons Brinckerhoff
230 W. Monroe St. 
Ste. 900
Chicago, IL 60606
Phone:  312-803-6495
Fax:  312-782-1684
gloss@pbworld.com


